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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.,
- MoxpAY, May 14, 1888.

The House metat 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W.
H. MiLBURN, D, D. 5
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:

To Mr. WEBER, from Monday, May 14, toSaturday, May 19, inclusive,
on account of important business, : ’

To Mr. DE LaXo, for ten days, on account of important business.

To Mr, MATSON, until SBaturday, on account of important business.

LEAVE TO PRINT.

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. ANDERsON, of
Kansas, to print in the RECORD certain remarks an the bill (H. R.
9600) to declare the duties, enforce the obligations, and regnlate the
service of railroad companies as carriers of interstate commerce, and for
other purposes. [Sce APPENDIX. ]

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following
title; when the Speaker signed the same, namely:

A bill (H. R. 8464) for the relief of Merchants’ National Bank of
Poughkeepsie, N. Y.

LOAN OF CERTAIN ARMS AND EQUIPMENTS.

Mr. LONG. Mr., Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge
the House Calendar and take up for present consideration the bill (H.
R. 9793) authorizing a loan of arms and egquipments to the Ancient
and Honorable Artillery Company.

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

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, elc., That thé Secretary of War is hereby authorized, under such
regulations as he shall deem proper, to loan to the Ancient and Honorable Ar-
tillery Company of Massachusetts one hundred and fifty rifles and equipments,
belts, bayonets, scabbards, and cartridge-boxes, for use at the celebration of the
two hundred and fiftieth anniversary of that company, to be returned on or be-
fore the lst day of July next.

The committee recommended the adoption of the following amend-
ment:

Inthe ninth line, after the word * returned,” insert ““ in good order.”

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment
adopted, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time,
and passed.

Mr. LONG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
pai!:qecl; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table,

The latter motion was agreed to.

EXTENSION OF TARIFF DEDBATE.

Mr. MILLS. T desire to submit a privileged report from the Com-
mittee on Rules.

The SPEAKER. The report will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That general debate in the Commiltee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union on the bill (H. I, 9051) entitled “An act to reduce taxation
and to simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue,” shall close
on Saturday, May 19, -

Mr. MILLS. If there be no objection, I demand the previous ques-
tion on the adoption of the resolution.

The resolution was adopted.

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on
the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

GEORGE W. DAVENFORT.

Mr. FORD. M. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge the
Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the
bill (H. R. 882) to correct the muster of and for the relief of George
W. Davenport and put it upon its passage.

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

The bill is as follows:

Be it enaeled, ele., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to correct the muster of George W. Davenport, late second lieuten-
ant of Company C, Eighth Michigan Cavalry, upon the records and rolls of the
War Department, so as to show said Davenport as mustered into the mililary
service as second lieutenant of Company C, Eighth Michigan Cavalry, on De-
cember 15, 1862, and honorably mustered out on April 30, 1865; and the SBecretary
of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay said George W. Dav-
enport, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a sum of
money egunl to the pay of a second lieutenant of volunteer cavalry from De-
.cember 15, 1862, to April 30,1865, first deducting any sum or sums which said
Davenport has received on account of his services in the war of the rebellion
during the time mentioned aforesaid.

The itteo d that the bill be amended as follows:

In line 9 strike out the words ** December fifteenth, eighteen hundred and
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sixty-two,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “January fifteenth, eighteen
hundred and sixty-three.”

In line 10 strike out the words *April thirtieth'’ and insert in lieu thereof the
words " Jan nth,”

In lines 15 ang 16 strike out the words “ December fifteenth, eighteen hundred
and sixty-two,” and insert in lien thereof the words * January fifteenth, eight-
een hundred and sixty-three.”

In line 16 strike out the words “ April thirtieth” and insert in lieu thereof the
words ** January sixteenth.”

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendments
agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time; and being cngrossed, it was accordingly read the third time,
and passed. :

Mr, FORD moved to reconsider the voteby which the bill was passed;
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

ANDREW J, NEWGENT.

Mr. WARNER. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit-
tee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill (H.
R. 5212) for the relief of Andrew J. Newgent, and put it upon its pas-

sage,

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

The bill is as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to pay
Andrew J. Newgent, of Jackson County, Missouri, the sum of 2375, or so much
thereof as may be necessary, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, in full payment for two horses taken from said Newgent by the
Confederate forces, while he, the said Newgent, was lieutenant-colonel com-
manding the Second Batallion Missouri State Militia, the said horsvs being the
private property of said Newgent.

There being noobjection, the bill was considered and ordered to be en-
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly
read the third time, and passed.

Mr. WARNER 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.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. MILLS. I now demand the regular order.

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call
of States and Territories for the introdunction and reference of bills and
joint resolutions. Under this call resolutions and memorials of State
and Territorial Legislatures, and also resolutions of inquiry addressed
to the heads of Departments, are in order,

REPEAL OF CERTAIN SPECIAL TAXES.

Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 9950) to repeal certain spe-
cial taxes on retail dealers in liquors, retail dealers in malt liquors, and
dealers in manufactured tobacco; which was read a first and second
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to
be printed.

POSTAL TELEGRAPH SYSTEM.

Mr. LAWLER also introduced the following resolution; which was
read and referred to the Committee on Rules:

Whereas petitions bearing the signatures of more than 2,500,000 citizens of the
United States request Congress lo pass the bill and provide for the establish-
ment of a postal telegraph system : Therefore,

Be il resolved. Thal the Commitiee on Rules be, and they are hereby, requested
to set apart a day, to be a continuing order, for the consideration of House bill
No. 3, reported by the Committee on Commerce,

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHICAGO.

Mr. LAWLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9951) to authorize the
Secretary of the Treasury 10 canse such changes and improvements to
be made in the United States custom-house, post-office, and subtreas-
ury building at Chicago, Ill., and erect such additions thereto as in
his judgment may be necessary to provide sufficient accommodations
for a post-office in said city; which was read a first and second time,
referred to the Commitfee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or-
dered to be printed.

ELECTRIC WIRES UNDERGROUND.

Mr. TOWNSHEND (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9952) to
provide for placing the electric wires connecting the several Depart-
ments of the Government at Washington, D. C., under gronnd; which
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. TOWNSHEND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9953)
to provide for placing the wires used by the District of Columbia un-
der ground; which was read a first and second time, referred to the
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed.

PUBLIC DUILDING AT RENO, NEV.

Mr. WOODBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 9954) for the erection of
a public building at Reno, Nev.; which was read a first and second
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and
ordered to be printed.
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PROFESSIONAL CRIMINALS OF AMERICA.

Mr. CUMMINGS (by Mr. Cox) introduced a joint resolution (H.
Res. 166) authorizing and directing the Secretary of State to contract
for the purchase of copies of the publication entitled Professional
Criminals of America, for use in the United States consular &ervice;
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on
Printing, and ordered to be printed.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HORNELLSVILLE, N. Y.

Mr. DAVENPORT introduced a bill (H. R. 9955) for the erection
of a public building at Hornellsville, N. Y.; which was read a first and
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds,
and ordered to be printed.

RELIEF OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS.

Mr. BROWER introduced a bill (H. R. 9956) for the relief of certain
soldiers and sailors of the late war; which was read a first and second
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be
printed.

EDUCATION BILL.

Mr. BROWER also submitted a resolution requesting the Committee
on Education to report Senate bill 371, being the bill to aid in the
establishment and temporary support of common schools; which was
referred to the Committee on Education.

COAL.

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 9957) to provide
for the discovery, location, and reservation of coal on the public lands;
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed.

MILWAUKEE, LAKE SHORE AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY.

Mr. HUDD introduced a bill (H. R. 9958) granting to the Milwaukee,
Lake Shore and Western Railway Company the right of way through
the Lac de Flambeau Indian reservation in the State of Wisconsin;
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

CADETS OF NAVAL ACADEMY,

Mr. WADE introduced a bill (H. R. 9959) in relation to cadets at
the Naval Academy; which was read a first and second time, referred
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

ST. PAUL'S LUTHERAN CHURCH, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 9960) to di the
St. Paul’s Evangelical Lutheran Church, in the District of Columbia,
from the payment of certain taxes; which was read a first and second
time, referred to the Committee on the District of €olumbia, and or-
dered to be printed.

TERMS OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT.

Mr. NEAL introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 167) proposing an
amendment to the Constitution of the United States changing the terms
of office of the Presidentand Vice-President of the United States; which
was read a first and second time, referred to the Commlttea on the Ju-
diciary, and ordered to be printed.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr, MILLS. I call for the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the business which may be
called up by the Committee on the District of Columbia. If the day
is not claimed by that committee, then the regular order is the call of
committees for reports.

Mr. MILLS. I move to dispense with the call of committees for re-

rts.
po’l*he motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof.

Mr. MILLS. I make the usual request that all gentlemen having
reports to make be permitted to file them with the Clerk.

There was no objection.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed:

A bill (H. R. 4505) granting a pension to Vincent Bowlin;

A bill (H. R. 7345) for the relief of Samuel J. Jackson;

A bill (H. R. 6503) for the relief of Benjamin F. Samuel;

A bill (H. R. 5941) granting a pension to Nicholas Klock;

A bill (H. R. 3544) granting a pension to Joseph W. l[cConrleIl

A bill (H. R. 6371) granting a pension to Jesse M. Stillwell;

A bill (H. R. 8705) granting a pension to Mary G. Adams, widow of
Elsey G. Adams, deceased;

A bill (H. R. 4501) grantmg a pension to Jesse M. Stillwell;

A bill (H. R. 133) to increase the pension of Samuel Lilly;

A bill (H. R. 8698) granting a pension to Ida Richards;

A bill (H. R. 7483) granting a pension to Barbara Murphy;

hﬁdbm (H. . 9194) granting a pension to Alice Mullin and her minor
c Ten;

A bill (H. R. 5100) increasing the pension of Eliza J. Houck, widow

of Phillip Houck;

A bill (H. R. 5414) granting a pension to Catharine Falvey;

A bill (H. R. 4500) granting a pension to Melvin Seward;

A bill (H. R. 2165) for the relief of Benjamin Burtram;

A bill (H. R. 5575) granting a pension to James J. Snyder; and
A bill (H. R. 6505) for the relief of Charlotte Fredrick.

SENATE BILLS REPORTED ADVERSELY.

Mr. MATSON also, from the same committee, reported back adversely
bills of the Senate of the following titles; which were severally referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the
accompanying reports ordered to be printed:

A bill (8. 1007) granting a pension to John 8. Coleman;

A bill (8, 2447) granting a pension to Mary J. Goslee;

A bill (8. 2330) granting an increase of pension to William Gallagher;

A bill (S. 766) granting an increase of pension to John Moore; and
= A bill (S. 2084) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Joseph

ewis.

ARREARS OF PENSIONS.

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back biils of the following titles; which were laid on the table:

A bill (H. R. 1330) to repeal all acts of limitation as to the begin-
ning of pensions;

A bill (H. R. 1359) to define the time when pensions granted under
the invalid-pension laws shall take effect;

A bill (H. R. 1377) to amend an act making appropriations for the
payment of the arrears of pensions granted by act of Congress approved
January 25, 1879, and for other purposes;

A bill (H. R. 1384) granting arrears of pensions;

A bill (H. R. 1393) to amend section 2 of an act entitled ‘‘An act
making appropriations for the payment of arrears of pensions granted
by act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for other purposes,’’
approved March 3, 1879, and for other purpuam

A bill (H. R. 1412) to amend section 2 of an act makmg appropria~
tions for the payment of the arrears of pensions granted by act of Con-
gress, approved January 25, 1879, and for other purposes, approved
March 3, 1879;

A bill (H. R. 1457) granting arrears of pension;

A bill (H. R. 1543) to remove the limitation in the payment of ar-
rears of pensions;

A bill (H. R. 145'%) to grant arrears of pensions in certain cases;

A bill (H. R. 1556) to remove the limitation in the payment of ar-
rears of pensions;

A bill (H. R. 1633) to amend section 4"18 of the Revised Statutes
of the United States, and for other pu

A bill (H. R. 1717) to repeal the proviso of section 2 of the act of
March 3, 1879, making appropriations for the payment of arrears of

ions;

A bill (H R. 1723% to remove the limitations in pension eases;

A bill (H. R. 1824) to extend the provisions of the arrears-of-pen-
sion act approved March 3, 1879, to pensioners under special acts of
Congress, and to repeal the limitation of arrears act;

A bill (H. R. 3350) to amend section 2 of an act maldng appropria-
tions for the payment of the arrears of pensions granted by act of Con-
gress approved Janmary 25, 1879, and for other purposes, approved
March 3, 1879;

A bill (H R. 3429) to remove the limitation in tlie payment of ar-
rears of pensions

A bill (H. R. 34'31] to amend section 2 of chapter 187, United States
Statutesat Large, 187710 1879, entitled ‘‘ An act for the pa.yme,ntof the
arrears of pension granted by act of Congress approved Janunary 25,
1879,”’ and for other purposes; and

A bill (H. R. 5068) to amend section 2 of an act making appropri-
ations for the payment of the arrears of pensions granted by act of
Congress approved Jannary 25, 1879, and for other purposes.

He also, from the same comlmttee, reported, in the nature of a sub-
stitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 9961) relating to the arrears of
pensions; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. -

NATHANIEL FRANCIS.

Mr, MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (9795) granting a pension to Nathaniel Francis;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be
printed.

JULIA BRYARN.

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Bryan;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri-
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

SUSAN SINGLETON.

Mr, MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9130) granting a pension to Susan Sin-
gleton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on




4090

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

- May 14,

the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.
LYDIA HEINY.

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back adversely the bill (H. R. 5034) granting a pension to Lydia Heiny;
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to
be printed.

LOUISA ROGERS.

Myr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8549) granting a pension to Louisa Rogers;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the I’ri-
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

BES. LAURA HOOPEE DENEY.

Mr. MATSOXN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (8. 1760) to increase the pension of Mrs. Laura
Hooper Denby; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed.

JEPTHA A. JONES.

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (S. 1173) increasing the pension of Jeptha A.
Jones; which was referred to the Committes of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.

JULIA A. RIOADS. .
. Mr. MATSON also, from the Commitlee on Invalid Pensions, re-

ported back favorably the bill (S. 842) granting a pension to Julia A.
Rhoads; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.

JAMES W. BOWAIAN,

Mr. MATSON from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-

rted back favorably the bill (8. 2449) granting a pension to James W.

wman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed. \
BENJAMIN A. BERTRAM.

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (5. 1762) granting a pension to Benjamin
A. Bertram; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Hounse
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered
to be printed.

CATHARINE M'QUADE.

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2448) granting a pension to Catha-
rine McQuade; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed.

JAMES WHITE.

Mr, MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (8. 2520) granting a pension to James
White; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.

MARY CURTIN.

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committes on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (8. 2653) granting a pension to Mary Cur-
tin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be

inted.

o MRS, CATHARINE K. WHITTLESEY.

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (8. 2274) granting a pension to Mrs.
Catharine K. Whittlesey; which was referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re-
port, ordered to be printed.

CATHARINE BUSEY.

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back with amendment the bill (H. R, 333) granting a pension to Catha-
rine Busey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered
to be printed.

ELIZABETH A. SOUTH.
Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
back favorably the bill (H. R, 6848) for the relief of Elizabeth
A, South; which was referred to the Commiitee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.
SAMUEL PIERCY.

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-

ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3710) grantinga pension toSamuel

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

ALBERET 0. ROBB.

Mr. JIUNTER also, from the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9399) granting a pension to Al-
bert O. Robb; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered
to be printed.

JOHN TAAFFE.

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6220) granting a pension
to John Taaffe; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed.

MRS, JUDITH DEIG.

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9314) granting o pension to Mrs. Judith
Deig; which wasreferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be
printed.

CHARLES 8. BAKER.

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9792) to increase the pension of
Charles 8. Baker; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, or-
dered to be printed.

MILTON MERWIN.

_Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9649) continuning the pen-
sion of Milton Merwin; which was referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re-
port, ordered to be printed.

PHEBE A. ROMAINE,

Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committes on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7321) granting a pension to Phebe A.
Romaine, widow of Joseph Romaine; which was referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac-

companying report, ordered to be printed.
RUSSELIL’ L. DOANE.

Mr. CHIPMAN glso, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2507) granting a pension
to Russell L. Doane, of Sanilac County, Michigan; which was referred
to the Committee of the Wholo House on the Private Calendar, and,
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

LOVINIA A. MARSH,

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3761) granting a pension to Lo-
vinia A, Marsh; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or-
dered 1o be printed.

HIRAM R. ELLIS.

Mr, CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 881) granting a pension to Hiram
R. Ellis; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.

THOMAS STRODDER.

Mr, CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8087) for the relief of Thomas
Strodder; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered
to be printed.

NATHANIEL M. BERRY.

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (H. k. 1858) granting a pension to Na-
thaniel M. Berry; which was referred to the Committee of the Who e
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed.

ELLEN J. SNXEDAKER.

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back fuvorably the bill (8. 2313) granting a pension to Ellen J.
Snedaker; which was referred to the Committes of the Whole House
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered
to be printed.

WILLIAM C. WALLACE YOUNG.

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committes on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (8. 1575) granting an increase of pension
to Willinm €. Wallace Young; which was referred to the Commities
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany-
ing report, ordered to be printed.
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ERNST HEIN. ;

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-

back favorably the bill (8. 2413) granting an inerease of pension

1o Ernst Hein; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole

House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed.

PUBLIC BUILDING, ALEXANDRIA, LA,

Mr, NEWTON, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds,
reported back the bill (H. R. 1452) to provide for the construction ofa
public building at the city of Alexandria, State of Louisiana; which
was laid on the table.

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature of a substi-
tute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 9962) for the erection of a publie
building at Alexandria, La.; 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.

DAVID A. YEAW.

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9595) granting a pension to David A.
Yeaw; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.

CYNTHIA J. CARLTOXN.

Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (S. 154) restoring to the pension-roll the
name of Cynthia J. Carlton; which was referred tothe Committee of the
‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying
report, ordered to be printed.

D. G. SCOOTEX.
Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
back favorably the bill (8. 2435) granting a pension to D. G.
ten; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Hounse on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.
MARTHA V. COLEMAN,
My, SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
rted back with amendment the bill, (S. 1264) granting a pension to
ha V. Coleman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed.
ELEAXOR S. LAWSON.

Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-

back favorably the bill (8. 175) granting a pension to Eleanor

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

JOHN D. JONES.
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 775) granting an increase of
ion to John D. Jones; which was referred to the Committee of the
ole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re-
port, ordered to be printed.
MRES., NANCY E. SPENCER.

Mr., MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ﬁrted back favorably the bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to Mrs.
ancy E. Spencer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed.
EDWIN E. CHASE.
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
rted back favorably the bill (8. 2571) granting a pension to Edwin
Chase; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.
MRS, EMILINE ANDERSON.
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
rted back favorably the bill (S. 2360) granting a pension to Mrs.
miline Anderson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or-
dered to be printed.
ELVIRA M. DORMAX.

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2830) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Elvira M. Dorman; which was referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re-
port, ordered to be printed.

ELIZA M. SBCANDLIN.

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-

%ﬂed back favorably the bill (8. 2779) granting a pension to Iliza
Scandlin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House

on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered
to be printed.
JOHN G. MERRITT.

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (8. 2738) granting an increase of pension
to John G. Merritt; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed.

ALLEX DLETHEN.

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (8. 2700) granting an increase of pension
to Allen Blethen; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed.

H. H. RUSSELL.

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re--
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to H. H.
Russell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.

: NATHAN B. BARICE.

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (8. 2578) granting a pension to Nathan
B. Rarick; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, drdered
to be printed.

PUBLIC BUILDING, PEORIA, ILL.

Mr, POST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2059) appropriating $12,000 for
the completion of the public building at Peoria, 11l., and increasing
the Jimit of the cost of said building; which was referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the
accompanying reporf, ordered to be printed.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Mr, CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back adversely the bill (H. R. 8573) granting a pension to William
Partlow; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report
ordered to be printed.

Mr. LANE, from the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions, reported back
adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on the
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed:

A bill EH. R. 3578) granting a pension to Philip Curran; and

A bill (H. R, 7915) granting a pension to Eliza E. Peterson.

1. H. CORN.

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8930) for the relief of I. H. Corn;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

ALBERT WATSON.

Mr, LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9824) for the relief of Albert Watson;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri-
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed.

GEORGE 8. THWING.

Mr. LANE also, from the Committea on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (8. 2240) for the relief of George 8. Thwing;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

SARAH J. FOY.

~ Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported

back favorably the bill (8. 2829) granting a pension to Sarah J. Foy;

which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri-

vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered tobe printed.
ROBERT H. STURGESS,

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (8. 767) granting a pension to Robert H. Stur-
gess; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
Privaie Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be
printed.

DAVID H. LUTMAN.

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (S. 2206) granting a pension to David H. Lut-
man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be
printed.

WILLIAM COLLINSWORTIH.

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back faverably the bill (8. 1122) granting an increase of pension to
William Collinsworth; which was referred to the Committec of the
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying
report, ordered to be printed.
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MARGARET M. MILLER.

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (S. 1500) granting a pension to Margaret M.
Miller; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.

ELIZA J. MAYDEN.

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (8. 1254) granting a pension to Eliza J. Mayden;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

SALLIE R. ALEXANDER.

Mr, HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (8. 1009) granting an increase of pension to
Sallie R. Alexander, widow of Lieut. Col. Thomas L. Alexander, United
States Army; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered
to be printed.

MINOR CHILDREN OF PATRICK FRAWLEY.

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (8. 2655) granting a pension to the widow
and minor children of Patrick Frawley; which was referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac-
companying report, ordered to be printed.

LYDIA HAWKINS.

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2655) granting a pension to Lydia
Hawkins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be
printed.

JOHN LEARY, DECEASED.

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-
ported back favorably the bill (S, 1076) granting a pension to the widow
of John Leary, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re-
port, ordered to be printed.

AUSTIN P. COX.

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor-
ably the bill (H. R. 6067) for the relief of Austin P. Cox; which was
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen-
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back
adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on the
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed:

A bill (H. R. 6530) for the relief of Manual Mason;

A bill (H. R. 4563) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to refund
money wrongfully paid for duties on imports by Daniel Marcy; and

A bill (H. R. 7619) for the relief of John P. Clum.

THOMAS G. MACKIE.

Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back
favorably the bill (H. R. 6069) for the relief of Thomas G. Mackie and
the heirs at law of William A. Hyde, deceased; which was referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

WILLIAM H. TABARRERAH.

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back
‘with amendment the bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of William H. Ta-
barrah; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed. =

R. D. BABCOCK.

Mr. CAREY also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of R. D. Babcock;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri-
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

IRREGULARITIES IN COMPENSATION OF GOVEENMENT OFFICIALS,

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas-
ury Department, reported back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res.
164) for the appointment of a joint committee of both Houses of Con-
gress to inquire into existing irregularities, if any, in the compensation
of the officers and employés of the Executive Departments and bureauns

| of the Government; which was referred to the House Calendar, and,
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.
GRANT OF CERTAIN LANDS, WYOMING.

Mr. WHEELER also, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re-
ported back favorably the bill (S, 850) granting certain lands in thel
Territory of Wyoming for public purposes; which was referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with

THE TARIFF.

Mr, MILLS. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider-
ation 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, and re-
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and
to simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue.

Mr. HATCH rose and was recognized.

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimouns consent that the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr, HATcH] may have an extension of his
time, not exceeding thirty minutes, if he so desires, in crder to con-
clude the remarks which he is about to make to the committee,

There was no ohjection, and it was so ordered.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I am very much obliged to the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. PAvsoN] and to the Committee of the Whole for
the courtesy extended to me. Nothing less than the magnitude of the
interests involved in the pending bill and its effects upon the pros-
perity and welfare of the people of the whole conntry would induce me
to trespass upon the patience of the House at this time. But, Mr. Chair-
man, I feel that I would be faithless to my own convictions, derelict in
my duty to the people I have the honor to represent upon this floor,
and disloyal to the interests confided to the Committee on Agriculture,
of which I have the honor to be the chairman, if I refused or neglected
to speak earnestly and plainly u{)on what I consider a legislative crisis
in the history of the country. I shall offer no apology to this House,
as I have never offered one anywhere, for speaking in behalf of the agri-
culturists and of the agricultural interests of the country.

Agricalture is the oldest and the most honorable occupation of man.
Itisthe foundation ofour earliest civilization, and its development marks
the periods of the passage in the history of the world *‘ from savagery to
barbarism and from barbarism to civilization.’” It is to-day the foun-
dation of all commercial and material progress in this country. It
marks in every age of the world the steps of civilization as clearly and
distinctly as the posts mark the miles on the road. The history of the
world teaches us that in all ages, in every country, agriculture has
borne more than its fair proportion of the burdens of government.

‘Whether taxation has been exacted from it in kind, or nnder what-
ever system taxes have been levied, agriculture has always borne more
than ifs just proportion, and too often, as in our own country, has
been the prey of skillfully devised systems of taxation for the benefit
and enrichment of some favored class. This, Mr, Chairman, is partic-
ularly true in the nineteenth century and under our republican form
of government in the year 1888.

No system of taxation can be devised which benefits one class of the
people in a country that does not bear with equal hardship upon some *
other class or classes. It is utterly impossible to devise a scheme of
taxation that will inure to the benefit of one class without imposing a
corresponding burden upon other classes. Under our system of taxa-
tion the largest proportion of the money exacted from the people by the
Federal Government comes through the custom-house. It is either
levied upon articles that are not manufactured in this country, in which
case the Government gets the sole benefit of the tax, or it is levied upon
articles that are manufactured in this country as well as in foreign
countries, and in all such cases the Government gets its proportion of
the tax, while the manufacturer of the protected articles is also bene-
fited by the tax; and the proposition which has been stated upon the
floor of this House by more that one gentleman, that a tax upon an
article manufactured abroad and brought into this country through
the custom-house does not add to the cost of the article to the con-
sumer is too ridiculous to be met by argument.

A gentleman who can persuade himself to believe that proposition
certainly could not be convinced by argument, even if one should rise
from the dead. The idea that a tax upon a manufactured article does
not add to its cost to the consnmer is as ridienlous as the idea that the
freight charges added to the cost of an article transported 1,000 or
3,000 miles does not add to its price to the consumer. No tax can be
levied upon a manufactured article that does not benefit the manufact-
urer, and a long line of the ablest writers and speakers upon this ques-
tion, covering a period of a hundred years, have stated time and again
that the manufacturer alone receives the benefit of such taxes. And,
Mr. Chairman, within the last few years there has been added to the
roll of illustrions authorities who have declared this to be a maxim in
political cconomy the name of the distinguished gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. LoDGE], an extract from whose life of Hamilton was
read upon this floor by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Wrr-

the benefit of the manunfacturer alone.

Now, sir, if that proposition be true, the agriculturists and the great
mass of consumers of this conntry certainly have no share in the profits
made by the manufacturers, and therefore no share in the benefits re-
(sulting from this species of taxation.

Mr. Chairman, there has been enough written and said upon this
subjeet within the last week or two in the House of Representatives to

the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

deter almost anybody from attempting a set tariff speech at this stage

.!(

20X ] the other day, in which it is stated that the tariff tax inures to ) ‘/
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of the discussion of the pending bill. History has been ransacked, li-
braries have been overhauled, and everything of interest upon the ques-
tion that has been printed within the last hundred years has been
quoted upon this floor.

I have been looking through the RECORD at some of the printed
speeches, and they remind me of one of those new-fangled patch quilts,
some of them ‘‘crazy-quilts’ at that. They are patched all through
with quotations and tables, and again quotations, in a manner which
must appal the reader (and which certainly does appal the speaker),
who is to follow their publication. I do not, therefore, expect, and do
not undertake, to say anything new upon this subject; but I do wish
to call the attention of the House and, as far as my words can reach,
the attention of the country to the proposition I have laid down, that
a tax which enriches the manufacturer impoverishes the farmer. We
have seen in this discussion a good deal of skill and ability on the part
of our friends on the other side in the manner in which they have con-
ducted their part of if, so as to lead not only the minds of the mem-
bers on this floor, but the minds of the people throughout the country,
into a discussion of the principles of taxation, as if we were undertak-
ing here to inaugurate a brand new system of tariff.

I'wish it were true. I am ready for that contest whenever it comes.
I do not believe in the present system. I do not believein the prinei-
ples on which the present system is based. But whatis the bill under
discussion and pending before the House to-day ? Is it a departure from
any principles involved in the Morrill tariff act? Not at all; it pre-
serves, I am sorry to say, every principle and feature of thav law. It
issimply a proposition of modification and reduction. It doesnot touch
a principle involved in what is known as the Morrill tariff act. I wish
we had a bill pending before the Hounse to-day based entirely upon a

rinciple of equality and fairness—better and deeper than we can get
in the present measure. But I donot intend to be led off by the adroit-
ness and skill of our friends on the other side into discussing the prin-
ciples involved in this bill. They are fastened upon us; and all we can
hope to do, and all that this bill seeks to do, is simply to reduce under
the present system the amount of taxes now collected by the Govern-
ment and put into the Treasury; that is all.

‘What is the condition of the Treasury of the United States to-day
under the present tariff law? What is the attitudeof the Government
of the United States contrasted with that of all the other nations of the
earth in regard to this subject of taxation? ILet uslook for a moment.

At a meeting of the National Institute of Statistics, held in Europe,
a detailed comparison of the revenues and expenditures of seven of the
leading states of Europe was given by M. Cerboni, superintendent of
accounts, or perhaps I shonld rather say auditor-general of the King-
dom of Italy. The total receipts and expenditures for these different
nations for the year 1885-86 were as follows:

Austrin—

R pts $£350, 000, 000

Ex 382, 000, 000
England—

Receipts ...... 485, 000, 000

Expenses...... . 480, 000, 000
France—

Receipts €02, 000, 000

e I R R B 583, 000, 000

Germany— ,

Receipts $177, 000, 000

Exp 478, 000, 000
Italy— >

£ R Ty L R R S L L T 282, 000, 000

Exy P 286, 000, 000
Russia—

y e e e A L R e s e 613, 000, 000

B DONSBE . iie i isucissmniniiniior av 624, 000
Spain—

1o T NN A e s 167, 000, 000

Exp 175, 000, 000

‘With the exception of France, not one of these seven countries I have
pnamed levies $1 of tax upon its people over and above the amount
needed for the ordinary and extraordinary expenses of the Government.
Not a single European country to-day exacts more tribute from its

ple than it needs for the expenses of its government; and I say here
g?dny that there is not a kingdom in Europe that would dare to ex-
act of its people §100,000,000 a year in excess of the needs of the gov-
ernment. Such an exaction would produce a revolution in any country
in Europe. There is not a government upon the face of this earth, ex-
cept the United States, that is strong enongh to lay the heavy and hard
hand of the taxing power upon its people in excess of the wants of that
government. But under the system which has been fastened upon us,
what have we been doing? In 1885-'86, the year referred to in the
figures I have read, the gross receipts of our Government were $336,-
000,000, in round numbers, and the expenditures $221,000,000; in 1886-
87 the receipts were $371,000,000; actual expenses, $244,000,000; dis-
bursements for all purposes, only $267,000,000, showing a surplus
revenue in 1885-'86 of nearly $94,000,000, and in 1886-'87 nearly
$104,000,000.

Under the present system the Government of the United States isex-
acting from the people of this country nearly a hundred million dollars
a year more than it needs. For what purpose is this tribute levied ?
I propose to undertake to show for what purpose it isdone. It is done
1o enrich favored classes that have fastened their fangs upon the legis-

lation of this country. It is done to enrich one class of people at the
expense of the masses. The wholes ystem was conceived in greed and
avarice, and it has been maintained from that day to this by misrepre-
sentation, corruption, and frand.

Mr. PLUMB. Will my friend from Missouri allow me toask hima
question ?

Mr. HATCH. With great pleasure.

Mr. PLUMB. Are any of the European countries which have been
named by the gentleman engaged in paying their public debt?

Mr. HATCH. I answer, yes, sir; some of them are paying their pub-
lic debt, and some of them are paying interest on their public debt.
France is paying part of her publicdebt. But the gentleman knows as
well as I do that the United States Government to-day is not in a posi-
tion to pay its public debt; and it has been placed in that same position
by the same political party that inangurated the system of legislation
that exacts tribute from one portion of the country for the benefit of
another.

But over and above all the needs of the Government beyond every
dollar that the Government of the United States can use legitimately
to-day, except to take the surplus and go into the open maket and pay
an exorbitant price for these bonds, we are exacting from the people,
taking from the arteries of trade and commerce, nearly $100,000,000
that ought to be leftin the pockets of the honest people of the country.

Mr. PLUMB. I would like to ask one more question, if the gentle-
man pleases.

Mr. HATCH. Certainly.

Mr, PLUMB. Does not section 3693 of the Revised Statutes pro-
vide that the interest-bearing debt of the United States may be paid
whenever bonds bearing a less rate of interest can be sold at par in coin;
and if so, why not pay the public debt?

Well, my triend, I am one member of this House who bas stood
here for nine years pleading for the payment of this public debt.

Mr. HERBERT. We paid all that we could pay under the law, and
now we are buying it.

Mr. HATCH. Wepaid every dollar that was due and are glad to do it,
and if T have received any one instruction more emphatic than another
from the people whom I have the honor to represent upon this floor, it is
that I should always vote to pay the public debt. I have never seen
occasion to vary from that principle. We are willing to be taxed for
that purpose; but we are not willing to be robbed day after day and
year after year to put money into the coffers of bloated monopolies and
favored manufacturers of the country. That is the position the agri-
cultural community of this country assumes to-day; and right here the
gentleman’s question reminds me of what I had intended to refer to
later on, but shall take occasion to eall attention to now.

If gentlemen on thav side would read history, if their memories were
not so treacherous, if they would learn the lesson which experience
would teach from what transpired on this floor in the Forty-sixth Con-
gress, they would accept with avidity and gladness the bill tendered
to them by the Democratic party to-day.

My friend from New York sitting near me [Mr. Cox] remembers
it, all gentlemen around me remember it, when in the Forty-sixth
Congress Mr. Fernando Wood, of New York, then chairman of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, reported to the House what was known as
the Wood refundingbill, where he offered to the national banks, through
the measure then presented, a bond, I believe, if my memory dges not
deceive me, of 3 per cent., and when what was known as the Car-
lisle amendment was put on the bill and passed the House and Sen-
ate; but the national banks, in the exercise of their arrogant power, in-
duced the President of the United States to veto that hill; and yet
within less than twelve months afterwards they would have given:
$10,000,0000 to have had it passed.

Never from that day to this has there been a time when as liberal a
bill in their interest could be passed through the House of Represent-
atives; and if gentlemen on the other side would learn a lesson from
the experience of the past they wonld not only take this bill now be-
fore them, but they would take it by a unanimons vote upon that side
and be glad to get it; for I tell you, gentlemen, if it is rejected now,
within less than twelve months you will be willing to give millions of
dollars to get as moderate a reduction of taxation as we now propose.
In my judgment, if this bill is not passed by this Congress the voice of
the people sweeping over the length and breadth of the land will place
a membership in the Fifty-first Congress that will take this system,
and, instead of simply reducing it as we propose to do, will bring it
down to a point where it will do cqual and exact justice to all the in-
terests of the conntry without regard to favored classes or sections.

We have had some very remarkable statements made during the
course of this debate, I think one of the most eloquent, easily and
gracefully delivered speeches that I have ever had the pleasure of list-
ening to was delivered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Bun-
ROWS]; and one of the most laudatory of his own section that was ever
delivered was delivered by the gentleman from New Hampshire [ Mr.
GALLINGER]. I propose to notice a few of the statements maide by
these gentlemen. The figures that I propose to embody in my remarks
have been verified by the statistician of the Agricnltural Department,
and I believe they are exact and absolutely correct.

-,
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Now, it has been stated, and no man denies it, that since 1850 this
country has grown in wealth and in prosperity at a ratio unprecedented
in the history of any nation on earth. Notwithstanding the four years
of the civil war, notwithstanding the destruction of property during
that period—from 1850 to 1880—the country had grown to an extent
almost startling when we contemplate it. It has grown up into the
billions. I know it to be true; the figures state it. Gentlemen upen
the other side as well as upon this side have guoted them, and I believe
them to be correct. But where has that money been concentrated?
‘What favored class, if any, in the United States have reaped the benefit
of that great accumulation of wealth?  Has it been equally and evenly
distributed thronghout the land? No. Has it, in any single State or
section of the country, been distributed to all classes alike? No. Has

. one class solely got the benefit of it? Yes. Now, look first at the gen-
- eral figures before I come down to itemizing some of them.

The nearest estimate that can be made of the value of the agricult-
ural wealth of this country is based upon the valuation of farms, farm
animals, farm implements, and machinery. The ownership of the land,
its improvements, the ownership of all the stock upon the farm, the
ownership of all the tools andmachinery necessary to run it, consti-
tute the farmer’s capital. In 1850 the farmers of this country owned
$3,967,343.580 of property. In 1860—mark this—they had increased
their aggregate wealth from the sum named to nearly eight billions,
or, to be more exact, $7,980,493,063, a little more than doubling the

iginal capital in ten years, and showing by calenlation a net increase
of about 101 per cent. In 1870 they had increased from §7,980,493,-

that was very commendable and an eloguence that is not excelled by
that of any gentleman on this floor, gave us a graphic picture of the
six New England States, how much they had gained in wealth, and
he claimed &mt this prosperity was due to the present tariff laws, and
I agree with him, as it is a complete vindication of my own position.
Now let us see what proportion and what classes of the people of the
six New England States have accumulated this property, and with
what consummate tact and skill these gentlemen attempt to with-
l[;?cld from their constituents at home and from this House the real

ta.

Oh! they figcht the West as an agricultural producing region and not
a manufacturing one; and they say we are sectional if we undertake to
reform the tariff becanse it is in the interest of the West. I want to
find out whether the agriculturists of the six New England States be-
tween 1870 and 1880 received their equal, fair, and just proportion
of this immense accretion of wealth. In 1850, in the six New Eng-
land Btates, the total value of the farms, farm animals, implements,
etc., the wealth of the agriculturists of the six New England States,
aggregated the amonnts shown in the following table:

Total values of farms, farm animals, implements, cle., of the siz New

063 to $11,124,958,747; not quite 40 per cent. In 1830 they increased
from $11,124,958,747 to $12,104,001,538, or only about9 per
tween 1850 and 1860.-we had the lowest tariff and the lowest rate of tax
collections that we have had in this country for the past seventy years.
Between 1870 and 1880 we have had the highest we have ever had.
Between 1850 and 186C the farmers of the country more than doubled
their wealth, and between 1870 and 1880 they accumulated but 9 per
cent. increase.
I append an exact and verified table of the figures.

| 1850, 1560, 1870, 1880.

|
FATINS. .o reesserennees oo §3, 271, 575,426 86, 645, 045,007 |89, 262,803, 861 1§10, 197, 096,776
Farm animals........| 544,180,516 | 1,089,529,915 | 1,525, 276,457 | 1,500,884,707
~| 151,557,638 | 246,118,141 |- '336,878, 406, 520, 055

Farm implemen
; 'Dotnl: 3,967, 343, 560 | 7,950,498, 063

11,124,958, 747 | 12,104,001, 533

While I do not claim that the high tariff since 1861 is the sole cause
of this decay in the industry of more than half our people, I do most
earnestly contend that in that fact is to be found the secret of one of
the most potential causes of the terrible blight and depreciation of
values which has befallen American agriculture.

If this is not true, why is it that during the same decades, and fos-
tered and protected by this system, the manufacturing districts have
so enormously increased in wealth? There is but one answer. Pro-
tection benefits the manufacturer alone, while it oppresses and levies
tribute upon all other classes.

Now, contrast the statements made and the figures given with the
following table of the wealth per capita of the nine manufacturing
Btated with that of all the other States, from 1850 to 1880 inclusive:

Weallh per capita according to census estimate of irue valualion.

For the nine manufacturing States,
Maine to Pennsylvania, inclus- All other States.
ive.
Years. 7
True value of True value of |
¥ Popula- Per Per
zealandper | FEL™ | capit. | poslandper-| T ot
1850 .....| §3,130, 080,851 | 8,626,851 §363 | §4, 004,790,377 | 14,565,025 $275
1860.....| 5,591,607, 424 | 10,594,268 525 | 10,508, 008, 644 | 20, 849,053 507
1870.....| 15,290,032, 687 | 12,298, 730 1,243 | 14,778,455, 820 | 26, 260, 641 563
1880.....| 19,630,000,000 | 14,507, 407 1,853 | 24,012, 000,000 | 35, 648, 376 674

This shows that the wealth per head was nearly as much in other
Btates as in the Eastern and Middle States in 1850 and 1860, while
in 1880 it was twice as much per ecapita in the nine manufacturing
States named.

The population of that region had increased 68 per cent., and wealth
527 per cent. The population of the other States had increased 145

cent., and their wealth 500 per cent.; f. ¢, the increase of wealth
in the manufactaring States is greater with an increment of 68 per
cent. of population than in the other Btates, which show an increase
of 145 cent. in population.

But the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], who,
I am sorry to see, is not in his seat this morning—I do not know that
I conld make any impression upon him, but I would like him to hear
what I have to say—the gentleman from New Hampshire, with a pride

England States.

States. 1850, 1560, 1870, l 1880,
New Hampshire. ..o io. $66,432,023 | $83,297,400 | 99,205,801 | §88,715,003
Maine 66, 552, 031 424,385 | 181,128,193 | 123,805,089
t. Be. | Yermont 78,740,787 | 114,196,980 | 168,506,189 | 130, 8Ll, 490
cen €~ | Massachusets 121,933,641 | 139,888,690 | 138,482,801 | 164,288 656
Rhode Island 19,100,640 | 22,179,888 | 25,496,246 29, (39, 046
Connecticut... 82, 086, 104,480,565 | 145,083,019 | 133,185,834
Total 435,164, 525 l 561,467,417 | 707,942,439 | 671,815,058

In 1880, after more than ten years of profound peace and unexampled
prosperity, ten years of the largest accumulations of wealth that New
England has never seen, the wealth of her agriculturists fell off from
$707,000,000 to $671,000,000, n loss of over $36,000,000; while the
same figures demonstrate the fact that the largest relative or percen-
tage gain in agricultural wealth was during the low-tariff period be-
tween 1850 and 1860.

This system, merciless as death itself, robs alike the neighbor and
the stranger; robs a portion of their own people as it does the people
of the Mississippi Valley. The agriculturists and people to-day are
poorer, relatively, than they were in 1870; and the census of 1890 will
show that the decrease has been greater since 1880 than in the decade
that I have named.

Mr. HERBERT. Illustrating the value of the home market they
talked so much about.

Mr. HATCH. I will come to that presently. I want the two gen-
tlemen from Massachusetts [Mr. BURNETT and Mr. RUSSELL], whom
I see before me, who are representatives of this agricultural interest in
New England, and my friend from New Hampshire [ Mr. McKINNEY],
during this coming campaign to hold up to the farmers of New Eng-
land this fact, that while New England has grown rich the farmers of
New England have grown poor. In spite of their home market, in
spite of the advantages of large cities and manufacturing towns and all
the blessings that flow from this high protective tariff, as stated by our
{riends upon the other side, the agriculturists of New England are
poorer than they were ten years ago. -

Some gentleman upon the other side has spoken of the three great
States of New York, Pennsylvania, and New Jersey, the other three
manufacturing States. From what has been said you would suppose
that the agriculturists had grown very rich. What do the figures show
in regard to those States—New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania?

Value of farms, farm animals, farm implements, and machinery.

1850. ‘ 1860. 1870. 1880,
New York.....u....| $650,202,067 | $936, 366,584 | §1,494,738,100 | §1,216, 637, 765
New Jersey...........| 155,842,805 | 202,181,598 286, 854, 830 219, 678, 330
Pennsylvania 464,008,603 | 754,166,205 | 1,194, 786,853 | 1,085 400,824
Tolal.............,......l 1, 240, 643, 065 i 1,892, 664,457 | 2,976,579,873 | 2,624,721,419

A loss of over four hundred and fifty millions in the last-named dec-

Mr. BLAND. Of farm values?

Mr. HATCH. This statement includes farm values, improvements,
stoek, and farming implements. They include the entire capital and
wealth of the farmers of thpose States. And Pennsylvania, the most
favored of all the States under the present system, with her myriad of
highly protected industries, her unexampled accumulation of wealth
in the hands of favored classes, her long role of millionaires laid the iron
hand of protection upon her farmers, and in the name of ** American
industries ’ robbed the agriculturists of $99,381,529 in the deeade be-
tween 1870 and 1830, and it is still going on in an increased ratio,
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‘What a picture the little State of New Hampshire cuts in this table,
the State that was so extolled by my friend [Mr. GALLINGER]. He
held it up in contrast with Southern States and showed how much
more money they were making than could possibly be made in the ag-
ricultural States of the South. How, then, stands New Hampshire in
this race? In 1850 the agriculturists of that State had avalue of $66,-
432,023; in 1860, $83,297,400; in 1870, $99,295,801. In 1880 they had
lost nearly eleven millions of dollars, having only $88,715,693.

Now if this system of protective tariff piles up this immense amount
of money, which has been stated, in the New England and other man-
ufacturing States, I ask again, who gets it? As stated by the gentle-
man from Massachusetts in his history of Alexander Hamilton, the
manuiacturer alone getsit. But they say to us in the West, if you
will simply build up manufactories and diversify your industries yon
will grow rich as we do. But, my friends, we do mot want to grow
rich as yon do. Public sentiment in the West is upon a higher plane
than robbing one portion of its own people to enrich another portion.
[Applause.] Whenever you devise a system of taxation that will bear
equally npon all the people of the West then we want to support it.
But when you present to us a proposition that we shall rob nine men
out of ten in the Mississippi Valley simply to make one man rich we
reject it with scorn and contempt. And that is what yon are doing.

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit me a question?

Mr. HATCH. Yes, sir.

Mr, CHEADLE. I understood yon to say, in stating the evidence
of wealth of the farming class, that it consisted in their lands and stock.
Do youn take into consideration the money they have on deposit at in-
terest ? :

Mr. HATCH., Well, my friend, between 1850 and 1860 the farmers
had some surplus money at interest; but since your party has been
robbing them under the existing tariff system they have not any sur-
plus money left. [Laughter and applause. ]

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman now permit me to state just
one fact?

Mr. HATCH. I ean not yield for the gentleman to make a speech.
If he wants to ask a guestion

Mr. CHEADLE. As a representative of an agricultural distriet, I
want to make just one statement of fact——

Mr, HATCH. Letthe gentleman get hisown time. I cannot yield
for a statement. i

Mr. CHEADLE. I only desire to say—

Mr. HATCH. I decline to yield to the gentleman for his statement.

Mr, CHEADLE, while Mr. HATCH was proceeding with his remarks,
endeavored to make himself heard.

Mr, HATCH. Oh, yes, I will stir yon up worse than that before I
g:fthrough. You gentlemen who are here representing agricaltural

istricts in the West and are opposing this bill will find a storm of in-
dignation when yon go home that will be as much as you can meet.
[Applanse on the Democratic side.] I know whereof I speak.

Mr. KERR. I desire to ask the gentleman——

Mr. HATCH. The misfortune of the gentlemen over there is that
whenever any one on this side of the Honse undertakes to make a point
on this tariff bill they try to break ihe force of it; not with argnment,
but by undertaking to ask questions. They are living, breathing in-
te n points. [Langhter.] There are some gentlemen over there
who never take the pains to expend time and labor in the preparation
of a speech of their own, but are always trying to get their names into
somebody else’s speech. They remind me very much of whatIheard a
distingunished Presbyterian divine of Kentucky say once when he re-
ferred to the fact that the greatest of English poets had stated that
some men aré born great, others achieve greatness, and others have
greatness thrust upon them. If the poet had lived in this day and
generation and been acquainted with the Hounse of IRepresentatives he
would have added a fourth class—the class of men who are continually
thrusting themselves npon greatness. [Laughter. ]

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Only a question.

Mr. HATCH. I will yield to the gentleman for a question, if he
will not make a speech.

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I wish to ask whether it is entirely be-
coming for the gentleman from Missouri to make that charge against
this side of the House, in view of the fact that we have extended his
time half an hour, although there are many gentlemen here still de-
sirous to k?

Mr. HATCH. That has nothing in the world to do with the ques-
tion I have stated, for I have patiently sat in my seat during this en-
tire debate and have never interrupted a gentleman on either side by a
question. I am notin the habit of doing so. When a gentleman has
anything to say on this iloor lef him say it in his own time; and if I
want to reply I will take my own time to do it, and not try to force
myself into his speech. I was under the impression that the extension
of time was given to me and not to gentlemen who seek to consume it
with questions.

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE]
asked me whether I included in my statement the money owned by
the fairmers. So far as was possible to get at that matter in taking the
census of what the farmers own their money is included. This is a

statement of the agricultural wealth of the country. But I want to
state here, without the fear of successful contradiction, that the bank
deposits by farmers in the agricultural districts of the country have
been steadily going down, growing ““ beautifully less’? under this tariff,
ever since 1860. I know a bank in my own county to-day which was
in existence between 1850 and 1860; and you know it (addressing Mr.
Braas, who sat near Mr. HATCH); you borrowed many a dollar from
it with which to handle stock—I refer to the old Branch Bank of the
State of Missouri, at Palmyra. It still exists nnder a different name.
Between 1850 and 1860, in Paris and Palmyra, the county seats of
Monroe and Marion Counties, and other large agricultural counties, 76
per cent. of the stock of the local banks and of all the money depos-
ited therein belonged to the farmers. Is not that true?

Mr. BIGGS. 1Itis; I know it to have been the fact.

Mr. HATCH. And to-day 75 per cent. of the loans of those banks
are made to the farmers. That is the way the tables have tumed. I
challenge the statement of the gentleman from New Hampshire [Alr.
GALLINGER ] when he says that one-third of the deposits in the savings-
banks of New England are made by farmers. I deny that statement;
and I challenge him at any time during this discussion to produce any .
statistics to show that any such proportion of the farmers of New England
are depositors in the savings-banks. I know that the farmers are get-
ting poorer every year. I know it by personal experience; I know it
by personal intercourse with leading farmers in the West; 1 know itby
statistics which no man can gainsay. And it is perfectly natural that
it should be so. The burden of this tariff taxation falls upon them;
they pay the heaviest proportion of it. Everything that they buy is
taxed, and everything that they sell is free.

I see the distingnished gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER]
in his seat. I want to refer to a very singular statement made by him
and a table printed in hisspeech. On page 3895 of the CONGRESSIONAL
RecorD that gentleman, with a facetiousness that has never been
equaled on this floor except by one or two other distinguished gentle-
men, undertook to ridicule the idea that the farmers are not protected
under our existing tariff’ legislation; and he gave a list of the imports
of farm products——

Mr. GUENTHER. Do you propose to protect the farmers?

Mr. HATCH. Do I propose to protect them? Well, if you will

Jjust listen a few minutes, you will hear my answer to that question;

I will show you how I propose to protect them. I propose to protect
them simply by keeping them from being robbed, that is all. Iwantto
protect them against robbery, but not against fair competition in the
open markets of the world.

But the gentleman from Wisconsin prints a list of farm produets im-
ported into the country, and under tke head of breadstufls he has placed
barley; and then in a note——

Mr. GUENTHER rose. ¥;

Mr. HATCH. Letme get through my statement. You will be more
uneasy before [ am done with you. According to the gentleman’s state-
ment nearly $6,000,000 worth of breadstuffs were imported in three
months, and over $4,000,000 worth consisted of barley. Barley is
brought from Canada to Milwankee and Rochester and Detroit, and
made into beer, every bushel of it made into beer. I ask, then, is bar-
ley a breadstuff? Does the gentleman claim that barley isa necessary
of life?

Mr. GUENTHER. It is to some persons. [Laughter.]

Mr. HATCH. Bat, Mr. Chairman, I want to show the skill with
which these gentlemen try to mislead the people. They talk about
the imported *‘breadstuffs,”” when four millions out of the six millions
are barley for beer! And the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, GUEN-
THER] makes a great speech about that.

Mr. ATKINSON. Is the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]
aware of the fact that in the report on Commerce and Navigation bar-
ley is classified as breadstufis?

Mr. HATCH. Oh, yes, I know it is; and the man down there that
classified it in that way knows as littleabout it as my friend from Wis-
consin [Mr. GUENTHER] or the gentleman from New York.

Mr. GUENTHER. We know as much in Wisconsin about agricnlt-
ure as they know in Missouri.

Mr. HATCH. Then the gentleman says wheat is protected. Wheat
protected! Oh, yes. They say, ** We protect the farmer by putting a
tariff of 20 cents per bushel on wheat.”’ What farmer in Wisconsin is
so ignorant that you can palm that off on him? What farmer lives to-
day in the Mississippi Valley, who grows a bushel of wheat, that you
can palm off on him the proposition that he is protected by a duty on
wheat? Gentlemen talk about wheat coming over the Canadian line;
and that duty was laid upon wheat to protect a few farmers upon the
Canadian border.

Mr, GUENTHER. Will the gentleman permit me——

Mr. HATCH. I can not yield further.

Mr. GUENTHER. Then the gentleman shonld not assail me,

Mr. HATCH. I do not propose to assail the gentleman. I assail
hisnr}f;ument The gentleman has bad his time, and I did not inter-
rupt him.

Mr. GUENTHER. Will the gentleman allow me one question?

Mr. HATCH. Yes; ask me a question, if you want to.
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Mr. GUENTHER. Do you know- the difference between the price
of wheat in Canada and the price of wheat in Wisconsin ?

Mr. HATCH. I do, and I am going to tell you. Iwillgive you all
that information. Just hoid still fora minuteor two. Iknow ithurts.
[Laughter on the Democratic side. ] -

Mr. GUENTHER. Obh, no, it does not hurt me.

Mr. HATCH. Now, Mr. Chairman, in 1887 the United States pro-
duced 456,000,000 bushels of wheat, that is, we were the largest wheat-
producing country in the world. In the same year Canada produced
36,000,000 bushels. And yet we, producing 456,000,000 bushels, are
afraid of Canada with her little 36,000,000 bushels ! If you takeoutof
the Canadian product one-ninth, or 4,000,000 bushels, for seed, that
leaves Canada only 32,000,000 bushels to feed her own peopleand for
export. And yet gentlemen tell the farmers of the United States that
they are protected because we levy a duty of 20 cents a bushel on
wheat! Gentlemen, you do not deceive anybody by that proposition.
There was a time when wheat was exported from the United States to
Canada. I heard the Hon. Frank Hurd, at Trenton, N. J., on the 27th
of Janunary, 1887, make the statement I am about to read, and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BURNETT] heard i, too, and it has
been published. Mr. Hurd said:

I remember the time when this country shipped millions of bushels of grain
annually to Canada., A number of firms in our city of Toledo, Ohio, grew rich
out of the trade with Canada under the reciprocity treaty. Now Canada has a
specific duty of 25 cents a bushel on your wheat, avowedly for the purpose of
retaliation,

Oh, yes, Canada has put a duty of 25 cenis a bushel on American
wheat, and the American farmer, when he wants a few bushels of Cana-
dian wheat or barley to improve the quality of his grain or to get a
new variety, has to pay a tariff of 10 or 20 cents a bushel on it.

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, I have waited very patiently for
the gentleman’s answer to my question about the difference between
the price of wheat in Canada and the price of wheat in Wisconsin, or
Minnesota, or Michigan.

Mr. HATCH. I have got that table here, and when I come across
it I will give the gentleman the fignres.

Mr. GUENTHER. T thought you knew it. I thought you knew
everything about agriculture.

Mr. HATCH. How much isit? Can the gentleman state it him-
self?

Mr. GUENTHER. You state it. This is not my speech.

Mr, HATCH. No; but if this was his speech the gentleman would
cut o much better figure when he goes back to Wisconsin in the next
campaign. [Laughter on the Democratic side, ]

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman—

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the gentleman whether
he has not taken up enough of my time. I am afraid he is in the con-

dition of the infant he described here the other day, and that he is cry-
ing for peppermint. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ]

Mr. GUENTHER. Oh, no; my stomach is in excellent condition.
[Laughter. ]

Mr. HATCH. Now, gentlemen talk about the price of wheat, and we
haveheard a great deal on that subject. The gentleman from Pennsylva-
nia [Mr. Scorr] gave an illustration the other day that ought to be an
answer to every gentleman upon the other side on this question of the
price of wheat. The valueof wheat is fixed in the markets of the world.
The value of every bushel of wheat or grain in Canada, in Kansas, in
New York, in Massachusetts, or in any State, is fixed by the markets of
the world, plus the cost of the transportation that is necessary to take
it to the center of trade. The price of wheat in Canada is controlled
by its guality or grade and the locality at which it is offered for sale,
just as it is in this country.

Mr. MORGAN. And the center of trade is where the surplus goes.

Mr. HATCH. There is where the surplus goes.

The gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. BurRoWS], in the very eloquent
and classical speech that he made a few days ago, stated that only
about 10 per cent. of the products of the farmers of this country were
exported. Yes; we do not export much of the peas and strawberries
and *‘ goober’’ peas, and all that; but why is not the gentleman can-
did and frank enoungh in his statement to say to the House and to the
country what proportion of the great cereal crops are exported? Mr.
Chairman, three-tenths of all the wheat grown in this country is ex-
ported. Between 1876 and 1880 one-third of the entire crop was ex-
ported. A little over one-half of the tobacco crop is exported; and
about seven-tenths of the entire cotton crop. Of all meat produects,
from 8 per cent. to 10 per cent.; and of pork products alone 15 per
cent. is the average for the last twenty-five years, and within that time
it has reached a total export of 25 per cent. We have exported in one
year the prodnet of seven millions of

There are a good many things in that table that never wereraised for
export; they are strictly for home consumption, and a very large pro-
portion are for consumption in the immediate family that raises them.
A very small proportion of perishable vegetables and fruits go abroad.

Bat the point that I want to emphasize right here is this: That the
farmers of Missouri and the Mississippi Valley have the price of their
great products fixed by what that surplus bringsin the markets of the
world. Liverpool fixes the price of wheat for the world; and it amuses
me to find gentlemen upon the other side, almost with tears in their

eyes, pleading for protection from pauper labor of Europe in behalf of
their rich manufacturers. Have you ever heard one of them say a word
about the pauper labor of Europe as it affects the agricultural elasses of
this country ?

Mr. BIGGS. Not one.

Mr. HATCH. Not one, says my friend from California. I know it;
not one. Not one word is uttered or one thought given in behalf of
the great masses of our people who are the bulk of the laborers of this
country, the agricnltural masses of our community. And what sort
of competition do they have to meet?

Mr. Chairman, here is a table embodied in a crop report, No. 46, of
the Department of Agriculture, and on page 590 I find a tabulated list
of the wages of agricultural laborers in some of the countries producing
wheat. Listen to it. India, that produced in 1837, 239,000,000 bush-
els of wheat to throw upon the markets of the world, in 1886 paid for
wages (reduced to dollars and cents in onr currency) $2.38 a month,
and in 1854 it was just $2 a month.

The wages of sgricultural labor were equivalent to $2.28 per month in 1876,
§2.01 in 1884, and if the same nominal rate in 1887, the reduction in value of the
rupee would make §1.81,« r nearly 7 cents per day for twenty-six working days.
The rupee is rated at 43.6 cents in 1876, 38.6 in 1854, and 34.6 in 1867,

The following statement shows the interior average prices of wheat, and also
the wages of egricultural labor.

YV:;::]t;c 3 x ‘Wages, per month,
Provinees,
1876, | 1884, 1876. 1884,
Cents. | Cents. | B. A.* R.A*
Northwestern Provinces.........cceineens 51| 56 4 3|8L83 313 | §L46
MRS st diinan bt asfiadabens 47 | B3 3 b 144 215 1.13
Punjab. 50 | 45 514 | 2.58 6 2| 2.8
Central Provinees ......w.ssssesssmmss 37| 44 4 5| L8 4 5| 165
Bombay 83 | T 8 4| 3.60 813 | 3.35
Bengzal 66 | 68 6 B| 2.83 6 0] 2.3
Assam ... 88 | 88
Dritish BOrmah ... s sssssesassasats 68 | 128
Mysore. 143 | 108 70 . 68
T e R R 110 | 92
Central India 94| 69 6 0 1.82
Rﬂdgutﬂm 84| 63 813 i 1.53
HFAeERbR .o iy iierdsinin e s 67| 63 7 0| 8.05 612 | 2,59
AVErage ...ccmmmsmiisennenss| 58| 587 16.23| 2.28| s22| 200
% In rupees and annas; 16 annas to the rupee. T Rupees and decimals.

Think of it for a moment: 7 cents a day the laborer in the wheat fields
of India gets; and our friends who are in favor of this system of build-
ing up the industries of the country, of piling up the money in the
pockets and coffers of the manufacturers, never look beyond that man-
ufacturing interest or have a word to say when they are confronted
with the proposition that the American wheat-grower comes into com-
petition with foreign labor that can live on $2.38 a month or as low as
7 cents a day. It is all right for the farmers to compete with the cheap
and most degraded labor of the world, but it is terrible if the Ameri-
can artisan and machinist and mechanic have to come into competition
with the skilled and cheaper labor of Europe.

1 here append a table showing the wheat supply of the world for the
years 1880 to 1887, inclusive, that those interested may examine care-
fully the condition and price of the labor with which the American
wheat-grower must compete in raising this most valuable and impor-
tant cereal.

Wheat of the world.

Countries, 1880, 1881,

Europe.....

Australasia... | 88,000, 000 32,000, 000 30, 000, 000
Africa and Western
ASIR svevrrrneiraseresnonsns| 130,000,000 | 130,000,000 | 180,000,000 | 180,(00,000
Total....ocussiees wene| 2,111,000,000 | 2,025,000,000 | 2, 282,000,000 | 2,054, 000, 000
Countries. i 1884, 8. | 1886, 1887,
| Bushels, Duskole. | Buikels. Bushels.
FUTOP..vsesesemmssssmssaensst 1, 270,000,000 | 1,183, 000,000 | 1,108,000,000 | 1,245, 000,000
United States... | “'513,000,000 | 857,000,000 | 457,000, 156, 000,
Canads..... 45, 000, 000 47,000, 000 38,000,000 | 36,000, 000
Mexico.. 13,000, 000 13, 000, 000 13,000,000 | 13,000, 000
South A 25, 000, 000 95, 000, 000 29, 000, 000 34, 000, 000
India......... 251,000,000 | 280,000,000 | 258,000,000 | 239,000,000
AUSITALASIA »vvoommemrneees| 46, 000, 000 37, 000, 000 22, 000, (02 85, 000, 000
Afrieca and Western
ASIR ..evcvens sesereememeess| 180,000,000 | 134,000,000 | 130,000,000 | 130,000, 000
TOAL orerrcvsnene| 2, 268,000,000 | 2,005,000, 000 | 2,055, 000,000 | 2,158, 000,000
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But to continue the line of thought I was pursuing. I am sorry the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BUrRROWS] is not in his seat. I think
the climax of absurdity was reached in that gentleman’s remarks when
he gaid of the woolen industries of the United States—and I want to
guote his exact words as I find them on page 11 of the printed speech.
He says:

The great wool-growing interest of the country, a matter of prime interest to
all civilized people, only in the infancy of its development.

The wool industry of the United States only in the infancy of its de-
velopment! We have heard a good deal of *infant industries,’” but
this is carrying it further than I thought a gentleman would have the
temerity to doon this floor. I want to put into my speech in the REc-
ORD, 80 that the gentleman will read it and learn the facts, a reference
to some of the early lessons of his childhood that he will find taken from
the Bible. As far back as the fourth chapter of Genesis we find, in the
second verse:

And Abel was a keeper of sheep.

And when he has digested that and familiarized himself with the
flocks of Abel, I want him to turn to the twenty-first chapter of Gen-
esis and read the verses, 21 to 31, inclusive, where Abraham presented
Abimelech with sheep and oxen.

And Abraham set seven ewe lambs of the flock by themselves,

That they might be a witness and a commemoration of his having
digged the well in dispute.

‘Wherefore he called that place Beersheba.

And if he is not satisfied with that, let him turn to the thirty-second
chapter of Genesis and read there verses 9 to 20, inclusive, where Jacob
makes the peace-offering to Esau, including two hundred ewes and
twenty rams; a larger flock perhaps than any farmer owns in the dis-
trict represented by the gentleman from Michigan.

‘Wool-growing aninfant industry ! The oldest in the history of man,
coming down to us consecrated by ages, marking the very footsteps of
civilization and the pathway of progress. Shepherds throughout the
world have been caring for their flocks since the oldest history of man;
and yet the gentleman talks about it and about wool-growing as an
‘* infant industry !’ - .

I have not time to go into all that I had intended to say upon this
wool question; but as a representative of the Western farmer, a wool-
grower myself to about the same extent as probably an average of ninety-
nine farmers out of one hundred in the Mississippi Valley, I declare that
the farmers of the Mississippi Valley to-day, almost unanimously, arein
favor of free wool and a corresponding reduction upon the manufact-
ured woolen goods of the country. Give usa reduction of manufactured
woolen goods; give us the open markets of the world in which to sell
our products, and the American farmer will undertake, wherever it can
be profitably done, to grow wool in competition with any other country

1887—HIGH TARIVF,

Sheep in Pennsylvanin.....ccocveeiviennas 1,004,323
Sheep in Ohio 4,562,013
Sheep in New York 2 1,579, 806
Pri ft 33 to 34 cents
Prices—medinm cnssesennes 31 10 38 conts
PrECBE—COMTED, o isrvrassssnsssrssrassmassssresnssns B dsniane EER S———— < R 7SR L]
SOME OF THE RESULTS.

Decrease of sheep in three States atter twenty years' high protec-

thon: sl 530, 060
Decrease in prices—fine wool = 23 to 25 cents
Decrease in prices—medium wool. . 8tol2cents
Decrease in prices—coarse wool...,.... 7 cents

1f such results as these had followed a reduction of duties orthe placing of an
article on the free-list the lamentations of the high-tariff monopolies wmﬁ:l con=
tinue withont ceasing; but they must now face the fact that the wool tariff failed
to secure even for sheep-growing farmers the results promised, andthat evenin
New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio wool-growing declined disastrionsly under
high protection. What was {;mmised at the time this tariff was adopt®d? Mr,
S}clg‘l;fn C_%lwel], the most active and influential person in devising the wool tariff
o 7, said :

“Give us the needful protection and we will engage that sheep husbandey will
increase nnd be remunerative, while woolen manufactures will expand and di-
versify, affording a market for the raw material and rescuing the ple from
their dependence on foreign lands for their clothing, which they will be able to
procure permanently at home at less eost than abroad.”

How completely each of these promises has been falsified! Instead of sheep
husbandry being extended and made remunerative it has dwindled away and
fallen off fully 50 per cent. in the States east of the Missouri, and but for the
value of sheep as mutton none of the animals eould now be raised at a profit in
this portion of the country. Instead of woolen manufacturing being expanded
and diversified factories can be found all through the manufacturing sections of
the East that have been standing idle for years or working only on half time,
and, as a leading woolen manufacturer recently said, an advertiser who would
offer to buy & woolen-mill at 50 per cent, of its cost would have “more answers
than if he wanted a bull pup.”

Instead of having a home supply of wool, nearly one-half the wool used inthe
United States isimported, notwithstanding a 41 per cent. duty, and the raw wool
and that embodied in woolen goods brought into thiscountry from abroad with
duties added on both, cost the [:veua:ln at least §60,000,000 per annum. The tre-
mendous burden of a high tax and incident bounties on an article of prime
necessity used by every man, woman, and child has been endured for twenty
years wilthout producing any of the benefits promised to the farmer, the wool
manufacturer, or the wearer of woolen goods,

Mr. Colwell said at the time the high wool tariff was adopted, * The protec-
tionists only asked that their policy should receive a fair trial,” and pointed
** to the other industries wherein their promises were fulfilled.” The trial was
granted, and after twenty years the experiment has proved a wretched failure
to the growers of sheep and an onerous burden to the people. All persons
concerned in wool-growing, as farmers, manufacturers, or consumers, have suf-
fered greatinjury,and benefit has accrued to no one except ahandful of wealthy
ranchmen who have great flocks of sheep on the Government and cheap lands
of the far Southwest herded by shepherd dogs and the underfed Mexican greas-
ers on nominal pay. And it is the underselling of these ranchmen that has
broken down the wool market and almost ruined the sheep-growing business
east of the Missouri.

As the flocks of sheep steadily decrease under the coddling of a hizh tariff of
41 cent. protection in all the States east of Western and Nebraska, west
and south of the ninety-seventh parallel of longitude, in the raneh couniry, the
number of sheep increases, It isthe competition of this t area, wheresh
can be raised for almost nothing, that is killinf our wool-growing in all the ol
Western, Central, and Eastern guues. The following table exhibitsthe average

size of flocks in 1880 and the per cent. of increase to 1885 in the competing sec-

in the world. Except upon the plains of the Territories and States of | tions:

the far West the growing of wool as a matter of profit is not an indas-

try; it is simply an incident upon the farms. g 5 ;
The farmers in the Mississippi Valley keep small flocks of sheep for States, g %-H g

their value in the market as mutton, and the wool crop is simply an £ gé g

incident to that industry. . o [= =
Insupport of these positions I willappend two articles from the Chicago

Tribune of recent date, carefully prepared, ably written, and strength- o Per cent.
ed by unquestioned facts and figures: SLLL el L o

an Yy ung gures: lsanm ...... — 216 30

UTTER FAILURE OF THE HIGH WOOL TARIFF. }:‘E"': e e s b s s %g% ﬁ Ig

The chief reduction effected by the Mills bill is in putting wool on the free- | O n 'ms 50 90

list. Noothersingleitem ofthe bill, save that on sugar, would lead to areduetion | California 4,826 | 1,430 1

of over £2,000,000 of revenue, while the free-listing of wool will of itself cut down | Idaho 128 | 1,465 GO

the surplus revenues over $12,000,000 and lead to the cheapening of clothing | Colorado ...... 406 | B8.075 14

more that one hundred millions a year, Free wool, therefore, must be consid- ontana 137 | 3,400 67

ered the distinctive feature of the bill, and the ultra protectionists who have | Nevad 97 | 4,000 (]

made this provision of the their strongest attack should be encouraged | New MeXico.......curemmmsmemsssmsssnsmsrmmsns ssssssassssns sesnssssssns 814 | 5,450 13

to continue the fight on the ground of their own ehoosing. Texas..... 8,390 | 9,480 118
No ismore unjustifiable than that on raw wool, and the pretense that the | WHOmMINE .....uiemiiiiiismmmesmsssmmsiossmsemeesmssesms 44 | 13, 33

levy o]peratm to protect and benefit farmers is already disproved by i tro- | Arizona.......ciiuies 35 | 23,220 T4

vertible facts, Eagerly seeking to make a handle of the wool tariff, | this

tax was imposed ostensibly for the Erotectlon of farmers, the bounty-monopoly

advoeates now find they have canght a Tartar, but they should not be tted The increase here has been, from 1850 to 1884, from 17,710,351 to 25,319,877,

to shift the ar t and abandon the g d of their own selection. Free
wool is the nh?ef provision in any genuine tariff-reform bill, and on that main
issue the contest must turn.

As the Tribune has rlr];eatzdiy shown from the official record, the number of
sheep in the States of Ohio, Michigan, Pennsylvania, New York, Indiana, I1i-
nois, Wisconsin, Iowa, and Minnesota decreased during the period of high wool
duties between 1867 and 1852 from 29,879,222 to 14,761,150, or a loss of one-half—a
frightful decline of a product in soshort a time, and so highly protected. Wool-
growing was better maintained during the period of high protection in Penn-
sylvania and Ohio than inany other States east of the Missouri, but even in these
exceptional States the loss was heavy. The Pittsbugh Post prepared the
following table on wool: wing in New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, the
figures being taken from the census of 1860, the agricultural report of 1887, and
the Treasury report on wool prices:

1860—X0 TARIFF.

Sheep in Pennsylvania

Bheep in Ohio...... 767
Sheep in New York 617, 855

o b R R e e S L S 56 to 60 cents
Pr dium 45 to B0 cents
Prices 40 to 42 cents

XIX—257 :

Nothing has checked it.

The high wool tariff’ enables these States and Territories to undersell and
seize the American market for wool; and yet scores of Congressmen whose
constituents are going out of the wool-growing business refuse to vote to give
their people cheaper clothes by ?!m:lng wool on the free-list. Who are they
a:lpmsouliag. any way? Certainly not the people living east of the Missouri

ver.

These gentlemen from the East, who talk so glibly about a home mar-
ket for the products raised upon the farm and what a value it is to the
farmer if he has got a market at his door, do not understand the con-
dition of things in the Mississippi Valley, where farming is upon a
broader scale than raising products from little truck patches, There
the farmer is dependent not alone upon his home market, but upon ag-
riculturists in other sections of the country and the markets of the
world. Where does the farmer of Missouri go for a market for the sur-
plus mules and horses that he raises? To the South. He goes to the
cotton-planters nndsngnr—%anwm and rice-planters of the South. The
very best market that the Western farmer has to-day for the surplus of
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the grain upon his farm he finds when he goes to the Southern planter.
He goes to him to sell his stock and his bacon. The farmers of the West
are as much interested in the price of cotton as the cotton-planter him-
self. Ifcotton isdepressed, if there isa short crop atthe South, there is
a low market for the mules and the horses and the surplus produce of
the farms of the Wesb. All this boastful talk about the home market
for the farmer has been so often exploded that I will not take up the
time of the House to go into it further, except simply to affirm that,
with the facilities of transportation we have to-day, the farmer of New
England has got tosell all but the perishable products he raises in com-
petition with the other sections of the country.

I say the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. BURNETT], who issaid
to be the owner and proprietor of the model dairy farm of New Eng-
land, to-day can not sell the surplus butter produced in that dairy in
1Féuoat.m:l except ata price fixed by the creameries of Iowaand Northern

inois.

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. That is true.

Mr. HATCH. I know itto be trne. Transportation and facilities
of exchange have obliterated distances in this country; and except for
the little trnck which perishes in a day and must be marketed at once,
no farmer is benefited by a home market; because when he takes any-
thing worth raising into the market to sell he has got to have the price
fixed for it by the markets of the country. -

Now, what burdens are imposed upon the farmers of the country un-
der the present system. And how moderately and modestly the ma-
jority on this side of the House propose to reduce them at this time!

kat salt. Every farmerin the United States is bound to have salt.
He can not raise his stock without it. There are two hundred and sixty-

eight salt mannfactories in the United States, according to the census | flag

of 1880; and now they are all under one trust. The entire product is
fixed by a trust. There are two hundred and sixty-eight manufac-
tories, with a capital of $8,225,740, and an average number of hands of
4,289; and sixty milliors of people every day of their lives pay tribute
to these two hundred and sixty-eight manufacturers of salt. Every
head of stock in the United States, as it licks its little daily portion of
salt to preserve its life, pays tribute to two hundred and sixty-eight
manufacturers of salt,

The farmer buys his piece of land and undertakes to improve it by
building a house, and every single article he wants to put into that
house istaxed in the interestof a monopoly—his lnmber $2 a thousand;
his window-glass 61 to 68 per cent. for the smaller sizes and 94 to 108
per cent. for larger sizes of window-glass. Now, there were fifty-eight
manufacturers of window-glass in 1880. I have nnderstood there was
a convention of them held here some time this winter, and they num-

- bered seventy-two, but in 1830 there were fifty-eight protected by an

'y

average of about 65 per cent. for the small sizes of glass, and sixty
million of people, as they look out of their windows on the bright light
of heaven, have to pay tribute tofifty-eight manufacturers. Every poor
man starting in the struggle of life, who tries to build a shelter for his
family; every poor man starting in the race with an ambition to owna
home of his own—in my judgment the grandest ambition that ever
took possession of a young man—before he can put a light into his win-
dow must pay 65 per cent. tribute to these fifty-eight manufacturers.
And they comeand tell us, **If you remove this exorbitant tax, oreven
cut it down, you will destroyourindustry;’’ and they tried to frighten
my friend from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] when on the floor by shak-
ing the red flag of window-glass industry at him.

Why, my friend, if you people in Maryland who are engaged in the
manufacture of window-glass are not unlike all the other citizens of
Maryland, when you tell them that sixty million people are paying
tributes to these few glass manufacturers, they will stand by yon in
your vote mpon this bill. Stop their industry? I do not believe a
word of it.. But suppose it does stop it; if it has got to be subsidized
with the blood and the labor of sixty million people, let it go; let it
stop. Tell your fifty-eight manufacturers to go and engage in some
honerable industry that does not have to be subsidized by the people to
make it profitable. Gentlemen talk here about this little industry and
that little industry having to stop if we do not subsidize them. Then,
in God’s name, let them all stop. Let them stop, and go and engage
in some honorahle husiness that does not have to take money out of
the pockets of the rest of the people in order to make it profitable.
That sort of argument has no terrors for me—none in the world. I
never could see any sense in robbing one hundred men to make one
man rich, and it is nothing but robbery.

Grindstones—there is not a farmer in the United States that can
run his farm without a grindstone,"and that is taxed, too. Grind-
stones are taxed about 15 percent. Linseed oil, which the farmer needs
to paint his house and his other buildings, is taxed 54.79 per cent.
There is a tax of 76} per cent. on vinegar, and they call that a pro-
tection to the farmer. Some gentlemen on the otherside of the House
bave set forth in their speeches tabular statements in which they in-
clude vinggar as a farm product or industry, but I can tell those gen-
tlemen that Yankee industry has wronght a wonderful change of late

ears in the manner of producing vinegar. It is now a manufacturing
dnstry and in 1880 had 306 establishments in full operation. Vine-

T
gar made upon the farm has entirely disappeared from the commerce
of the country. p

Mr. . Can the gentleman explain to the House upon his
principles how it happens that the poor man that he talks about buys
his window-glass now under this ““oppressive’’ system cheaper than
he bought it under the tariff which was in foree in 18612

Mr. HATCH. Oh, well, if that is true—if the tariff does not in-
crease the é)riee to the consumer—why do you want to keep it on?

Mr. BUCHANAN. But if it does not hurt you, why do you want
to keep it off ?

Mr. HATCH. But it does hurt us; and if you were not afraid youn
would let us take it off. You want to keep the tariff on becaunse you
know that it enhances the profits of the glass manufacturer. If that
is not true, what is the sense of keeping it on?

Mr. Chairman, I am admonished that my time has nearly expired,
I have a word to say to my political brethren on this side of the House
before I close. Gentlemen upon the other side who are opposing the
passage of this bill are offering nothing in its stead for the relief of {he
people. They are divided among themselves upon every proposition,
as has been fully explained to the House. They wonld not dare to vote
to-day to repeal the enfire internal-revenue taxes. They will not go
before the country upon a platform of free whisky and free tobacco,
and taxed clothes and taxed window-glass, taxed lumber and taxed
salt. I know they will not do it, and it is all hypocrisy and cant to
pretend that they will do it.

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. We will try them on it.

Mr. HATCH. It is all hypoerisy and cant, for hypocrisy and cant,
like injustice and oppression, find congenial shelter under this robber
of protection. But, my friends, we are advancing rapidly. In the
Forty-eighth Congress a tariff bill had been introdaced by the chair-
man of the Committee on Waysand Means, and on the 6th day of May,
1884, after it had been in Committee of the Whole for awhile, the
enacting clause was stricken out. Gentlemen would not even wait for
the perfecting of the bill under the five-minute rule, but voted to strike
out the enacting clause. Again, in the Forty-ninth Congress, they
voted against going into Committee of the Whole to even consider a
tariff bill. But now we have not only got a tariff bill under discussion,
but there is a fair prospect of its passing the House. Moderate and
conservativeas it is, it will give some relief. It will pass, and I believe |
that when it comes to the final vote, every Democrat on this side of the
House will vote for it.

The gentleman from Michigan, with an assumed irony which I have
never heard surpassed, undertook to break the force of that sentence
of the President’s message which states that it is a condition and not
a sentiment that confronts us. Yes, my friends, it is a condition. It
is the condition of the agricnltural masses of the country that I have
undertaken in my feeble way to lay before the House. It is the con-
dition of the great mass of the laboring and producing classes of the
country. It is that condition which confronts ns to-day; it is one of
bondage to these manufacturing establishments; and the time is com-
ing, and that very soon, when the bands of that bondage are to be broken
by the action of this House.

Mr. Chairman, for eighteen hundred years that which, more thar
anything else, has given to the Christian hope and strength in his
struggle with the enemies of Christianity has been that grand declara-
tion of Paul to the Phillippians, when he said that every knee shall
bow and every tongue shall confess the divinity of the Saviour and the
fundamental truth of the Christian religion. As a Democrat, believing
in the power of Democratic principles to relieve onr people from this
great oppression, I rejoice to-day with exceeding great joy that the time
is coming and coming quickly, coming with the first bright days of
June, when every Democratic knee in the United States shall bow to
the decrees of the overwhelming majority of the Democratic party, and
every Democratic tongne shall confess revenue reform as the fundamen-
tal principle of the Democratic party. [Loud applause.]

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. SYMES, Mr. Chairman, the so-called tariff question hasbeen dis-
cussed morein this countryjthanany other. Eversince Alexander Ham-
ilton, the greatest genius of the American financial and industrial policy,
made his report in 1789 to the First Congress upon raising and collecting
the revenue, the tariffhasbeen the leadingtopicof discussionand a lead-
ing question in the division of political parties. ~All parties have agreed
in the past, and still agree, that the collection of duties on imports isa
legal and proper mode of raising the ordinary revenunes for the support
of the Government. All parties have in the pastagreed that direct tax-
ation or internal revenue shonld be resorted to only in times of great
emergencies and when the demands of the Government are greater than
it is practicable to levy or raise by taxing foreign imports. The lead-
ing American thinkers and statesmen who haverisen above the behests
of local demands or the femporary exigencies of a political campaign
have always held to this fundamental principle of American revenue
and taxation. I can not, in my limited time, take a view of and cite
from the history of these questions.

But it will not be denied that the statesmen of both parties have
never advocated resorting to internal faxation in this country except
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in pressing emergencies, and such taxes have been immediately re-
moved when the extraordinary demands that gave rise to them have
censed. Internal or direct taxes have been im upon the Ameri-
can people only ihree times in the history of the Government. The
first time was in 1791792, and it lasted until 1801. President Jeffer-
son, in his first message to Congress, specially recommended the repeal
of these internal taxes, and they were repealed. Inhis second message
he spoke of internal taxation as extraordinary, and only to be resorted
to in great emergencies. The war of 1812 with England created such
an extraordinary demand on the Treasury that internal taxation had to
be again resorted to. So soon as that emergency was over President
Monroe in 1817 specially recommended its repeal. No other internal
or direct taxes were levied until the war of the rebellion, when they
hecame 1 to assist in the preservation of the Union. So it ap-
pears that all internal taxes have been immediately repealed when the
demands of the Government made it practicable, with the single ex-
ception of the large internal-revenue taxes which have been continued
during the past fifteen years.

The repeal or material modification of the present internal taxes has
been and is now opposed by the Democratic party. In this, asin many
other things, we find the Democrats advocating a policy contrary to the
judgment and opinions of the great statesmen from whom they prelend
to derive their political principles. Under the leadership of the Pres-
ident they are endeavoring fo fasten permanently upon the people of
this country a system of internal or direct taxation which is at war
with the true theory of the American system. They insist on keeping
up this direct tax, with its inguisitorial methods and its 4,000 officers
scattered over the country, after the extraordinary emergency under
which it was adopted by the Republican party had away. Al-
though the demand for this direct taxation seemed imperative when
the same was adopted during the war, still it must be doubted whether
ihe people of the country would have indorsed such a system, or Con-
gress have enacted it, if it had even been supposed it was to be a per-
manent direct-tax system engrafted upon the institutions of this coun-
try. It has heretofore been the pride of the American people that they
had no inquisitorial direct-tax system characteristic of the governments
of Europe; that, having no standing armies in time of peace, the de-
mands for a direct-tax system could only arise tosupply deficiencies in
time of war or ether great emergencies.

Mr. Chairman, there is good reason and the best of causes for
this American system of taxation, and the policy of raising substan-
tially all the revenues of the Government in time of peace hy duties
on imports and resorting to direct taxation only when necessary to meet
the extranordinary demands of the Government in time of war. This
is the only method by which stability and permanency can be given to
the commercial, financial, and industrial interests of the country.

All must concede that a very high tariff, a very low tariff, or a
medinm tariff will result in establishing, building up, and giving pros-
perity to or causing the decline or destruction ot, as the case may be,
many leadinz industries of the country. If the tariff is to be made
by Congress very high or very low, according to temporary emergen-
cies of the Government, it will overthrow all the future prosperity and
permanency of our manufacturing and indunstrial interests. BSucha
vacillating policy of legislation, depending upen real or imaginary
contingencies, or on the opinions of seme politician whe temporarily
occupies the Executive chair, must necessarily subvert and destroy the
industrial American system, which supplies the ordinary revenues of
the Government, protects American labor, and gives material prosper-
ity to the whole nation.

Mr. Chairman, a change in the permanency of this Ameriean sys-
tem, will remit us to those dark and bankrupt times from 1846 to
1857, bronght npon the country by the Democratic party after they
had succeeded in defeating the father of the protective system, Henry
Clay, by falsely pretending before the people in the Presidential cam-
paign of 1844 they would not repeal thetariff of 1842, The history oz
that campaign and the course of the Democratic party seems to be re-
peating itself. The revenue reformers in the last campaign insisted
they did not propose to so revise or change the tariff as to interfere
with the wages of American workmen er with the great industrial and
manufacturing interests. But immediately after the election of the
first Democratic President in a quarter of a century, a combined effort
is made to so lower the import duties and so add to the free-list that it
must result in a great rednction of wages to the laboring men and in
the overthrow and destruction of many of the industrial interests of
the country. The result of raising the ordinary revenues for the sup-
port of the Government by duties on foreign imports must be that
many manufacturing, mining, and other indunstries which furnish raw
material to the manufacturers will be protected from foreign competi-
tion.

A confidence in the permanency of such a system of taxation has
caused hundreds of millions of money to be invested and expended in
the erection of permanent plants for manufacturing, mining, and oiher
industries closely allied to them. Millions of artisans and skilled
laborers in these protected industries have become dependent vpon the
merity of these factories for the support of themselves and their

ies. This state of things has continued for a long series of years.

Manufacturing and kindred indnstries have become permanently es-
tablished, The capitalists;owners, and operatives in this great system
of industries have staked their capital, their enterprise, and their
energy upon the permanency of this Ameriean system of protection by
tariff which has existed for so many years. It can not be said those
protective tariffs which have built up these industries were, to any con-
siderable extent, war taxes. It can not be said that those interested
had any reason to suppose the new unheard of and untried policy pro-
claimed by the President and the Democratic party at this time, of re-
ducing the surplus and the revenues by the repeal of the tariff taxes
instead of by the abolishment of the internal-revenue system, could
have been apprehended. The history of all political parties from the
origin of the Government seemed to demonstrate that no such radieal
chaue%e in the American system of finance and taxatien would be enter-

The extraordinary demands of the Government for the revenues col-
lected both from the tariff and internal taxes have ceased. The war
has long since ended. The great national debt created by the war has
been nearly paid off. A large surplus is accumulating in the Treas-
ury, which must be disposed of, and the revenues of the Government
must be reduced. All concede this. There iz no conflict ot opinion
between the two parties upon the proposition that the surplus and the
revenues must be reduced. This is the question that confronts us to-
day.

Mr. Chairman, it is the same question which confronied the Gov-
ernment and the people when Jefferson was elected President in 1801.
It is the same question that confronted the people and the administra-
tion after the election of President Monroe in 1817; and it is the same
question that has been before this country practically since the elec-
tion of the first Democratic House of Representatives in 1874. The
Republican party had a majority in the Forty-seventh Congress, and
made a revision and reduction of both the tariff and internal taxes.
A small portion of the Democratie party since 1874 have advocated
that the internal revenues should be reduced as well as the tariff taxes.
But after the election of President Cleveland the avowed policy of the
party is to maintain permanently the internal-revenne and direet-tax
system, and to make such a reduction in the duties on imports and by
adding to the free-list that the revenues derived from tariff taxes added
to the internal-revenue receipts shall be only sufiicient to support the
Government.

President Cleveland in his last onslaughé upen the protective sys-
tem and harangue in favor of free trade, by courtesy called his third
annual message, specially urges the retaining, permanently, the in-
ternal-tax system and the rednction of the revenues of the Govern-
ment by the repeal of tariff faxes.

The Republican party advocates the repeal or medifieation of the in-
ternal-tax system, because a war measure, and the maintaining of such
tax on imports as will not interfere with the prosperity of the manu-
facturing and other kindred industries depending upon them, and such
as will not affect the employment or lower the wages of the American
workmen.

The {xmtmn of the President and his party is entirely impracticable,
if we should admit that it was politic. The Republican party claims
that the tariff should be equitably and properly revised, and some re-
ductions made so as to correct the inequmulities and suit it to the indus-
trial changes that have taken place since the Republicans Jast revised
it in the Forty-seventh Congress. Buf they are opposed to making
such a reduction of the tariff a3 wounld reduce the surplusin the Treas-
ury and the revenuesto the ordinary needs of the Government, with-
out also a large reduction of the internal revenues.

To attempt to reduce the tariff taxes to the extent of seventy-five
millions o year, which is necessary, if noreduction of internal revenue
is made, wonld destroy American industries and impoverish American
labor. Only theorctical free-traders, Bourbon Democrats, or those as
deficient in information npon these economiec subjects as the President
seems to be, would proclaim such a policy or attempt such o task.

The Secretary of the Treasury estimates the revennes of the Govern-
ment for the fiseal year 1838 to be $383,000,000 and the actual expend-
itures at $316,000,000. Of this the receipts from customs are two
hundred and twenty-eight million, from internal revenue one hundred
and twenty millions, and miscellaneons thirty-five millions. How can
arednction of seventy-five millions be made in the two handred and
twenty-eight millions of import duties without so reducing protective
duties as to flood the country with the produets of cheap foreign labor,
close many manufacturing and kindred industries, and throw millions
of laboring men out of employment. We have listened to and we have
heard many free-trade revenne reform speeches to learn how it was
proposed to accomplish this ohject so urgently recommended by the
President and his followers in Congress, but it has not been pointed
out in any practicable way.

FHER RAW MATERIAL.

Mz. Chairman, what is raw material? If thereisaphrase in the En-
glish language that has been and now is abstractly and deceitfully used,
itis *‘ free row material.”’ Congress and the people have been treated
to an exceedingly largesupply of very freeand very raw material on this
tarift question oflate. It has certainly been free enough and rasw enough
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to suit the most nltra free-trader. For the past three weeksit has come
forth in this Hall ‘‘like the outhursting of a fountain {from the earth,
with original, spontaneous, and native force.’” It has issued forth as
free and as raw as the whisky that oozes through the worm of the illicit
distillery in the most reliable Democratic free-trade districts.

The President insists npon free raw material. He says:

The radieal redoction of the daties upon raw material used in mannfacture
or its importation is, of course, an important factor in any effort to reduce the
price of these articles. 1t would not only relieve them from the increased cost
caused by the tariff on such material, but the manufactured product being itself
cheapened, that part of the tariff now laid upon such products as a compensa-
tion to our manufacturers for the present price of raw material could be accord-
ingly modified. Such reduetion or free importation would serve largely to re-

duce the revenue. It is not apparent how such a change can haveany injurious
effect upon our manufacturers.

The President here shows his want of comprehension of the whole
tariff system. In one paragraph he persuades the farmers that the
tariff which protects the manufacturer is a great wrong to them. In
another paragraph he attempts to show the manufacturer that he will
be benefited by putting what he ecalls ‘‘ raw material ” upon the free-
list. The President forgets or ignores the fact that putting ** raw ma-
terial ’’ on the free-list would ruin many of the great agricultural, min-
ing, and other industries of this country.

The President and his party claim that their special object is to re-
duce the revenue without injuring any of the great industries of the
country. Ifall the dutiable articles now imported, generally referred
to as raw material, were pat upon the free-list it would reduce the rev-
enne only about twelve millions. The following table shows the
amount of duties collected on the different dutiable raw materials im-
ported during the year 1886:

Hops .....

Iron ore.
Marble.

§217, 017
525,193

Place all of these articles upon the free-list and it wonld almost de-
stroy the wool, flax, hemp, and jnte industries of the farmer, greatly
depress the trade and production of lumber, and depreciate the value of
the iron and copper mining and coal industries. Stillit is claimed that
the paramount object is to reduce the revenue. Then, why does not
the Mills bill put sugar on the free-list and pay a bounty to the pro-
dncers? The revenue collected on sugar and molassesamounts to abount
gixty millions per annum. Itisanecessary articleof food to 60,000,000
people. Here 60,000,000 people are taxed about §1 per head to protect
a very small industry. I would build up the sugar industry in this
country. I would pay such bounties to the producers of sugar from
cane, from sorghum, and from the sngar-beet as would make it profit-
able and an object to build up this industry for the fuoture benefit of
thiscountry. ButIwouldnottaxanecessary article of food $63,000,000
per annum for this p . Iwould at least reduce the tariff on sugar
until the revenue collected should be only sufficient to pay bounties to
insure its production and build up the industry. If there were no other
purely revenue and direct taxes that could be repealed sufficient to re-
duce the revenue to the required amount for the economical adminis-
tration of the Government I would put sugar on the free-list and pay
the bounty direct from the Treasury. Putting sugar on the free-list
or so reducing the- tariff as to derive only a sufficient revenue to pay
bounties on the American production will reduce the surplus revenue
$40,000,000 more than putting all raw materials on the free-list.

The more we examine this bill the more we are forced to the conclu-
sion that its object is to bring about free trade more than a reduction
of the revenue, The more it is scrutinized in detail the more it will
be found that the duties on the articles which produce mostly a reve-
nue tariff are not so diminished as to reduce the revenue in a material
degree. It is simply an attack upon the protective system and goes as
far in the direction of free trade as its authors dare go with any hope
of passing the measure.

The free-trader says, ‘“ England and other European countries admit
raw materials free.”’” So they do, becanse they have not got and can
not produce the quantities of raw material they must have. These
free-traders will not understand the breadth and the illimitable extent
and variety of the resources of our country. To buy raw material
abroad when it is found to an unlimited extent at home because Eng-
land and other European countries are compelled to buy it for want of
a sufficient quantity accords with other free-trade fallacies. Our coun-
try produces nearly every kind of raw material, and the few classes
which can not be produced here are now on the free-list. They seem
to forget that our country produces every article that flourishes between

' the torrid and frigid zone, from the orange of Florida and California to
the lakes of ice in Maine and Minnesota; that the traveler in our coun-
try may now in the course of a few days, by the agency of steam, gather
samples of every variety of cereals, fruits, and mineral productions
which he could formerly find in a voyage around the world. It would

be folly to try and enforce a material and industrial policy upon this
country because it has been followed by the government of an island
that might be laid down within one of our States or Territories. It is
only the Bourbonism of the free-trader or the Anglomania of the col-
legic_a professor and Mugwump that could seriously contemplate such a
policy.

l -Y FEEE TRADE HAS INJURED ENGLAND.

Mr. Chairman, it might be supposed from the continued statements
of the free-traders, by courtesy called revenue reformers, that the manu-
facturing and agricultural classes of England had been benefited and
had prospered under free trade. Our large importing merchants, who
make great fortunes by bringinyg into this country the products of cheap
foreign labor and sellingit in competition with the productsof our better-
paid labor, refer us to England as illustrating the benefits of free trade.
That class of capitalists who represent English capital and seek invest-
ments in the character of business enterprises which are aided and made
monopolies by the grants of special privileges and franchises from both
our State and National Governments, and who receive nuduly large prof-
its and dividends which are sent across the ocean to enrich English
ﬁiltalista, all cite yon to England to show the benign influence of free

e.

All those college professors and theoretical free-traders who obtain
their ideas and thoughts from English free-trade writers, who know
nothing of the practical workings and results of free trade in England
or of protection in this country, cry out for free trade, and refer to
England to prove their theories, Every Bourbon Democratic poli-
tician who has slept a Rip Van Winkle sleep for the last quarter of a
century, and has learned nothing from the actunal workings and re-
sults of the protective policy in this country, or of free trade else-
where, flippantly asserts that free trade has worked beneficially in
England.

Mr. Chairman, the fact is that free trade in England has proved very
injurious, and has blighted the former prosperity of her industrial and
laboring classes,

There are many reasons why a protective tariff shounld exist in this
country above all others. The institutions of our country, the politi-
cal status and equality of all men, whether laborers or millionaires, the
diversified and illimitable character of onr natural resources, the va-
riety of climate and products, and the necessity that our working
classes should receive much higher wages than those of other countries
make a protective policy indispensable, Still it can be shown that a
universal free-trade policy has injured England and Ireland, and given
to their continental neighbors important advantages over them.

DEPRESSION OF TRADE IN ENGLAND,

Mr. Chairman, in 1885 a royal commission was appointed to inquire
into the depression of tradeand industry in England. It was composed of
thirteen prominent business men, economists, and statesmen, Rh made
an exhaustive inquiry into the causes of the depression, and examined as
witnesses leading economists and business men, It extended itsinqgui-
ries through its foreign service to all countries. It made from time to
time, during the year 1886, reportsof the testimony of witnessesand of the
answers of laboring and eommercial organizations to its questions. The
lastreport was madein December, 1886, The whole work consistsof five
parts and of over 2,000 large pages. It covers the entire field of British
trade and industry and their relations to other countries. The conclu-
sions of these very able commissioners set forth in their final report on
the causes of the depression and continued decline of British trade and
industry should be studied by every free-trader.

I obtained this report in parts, as it was issned from time to time in
1886. I examined it with care. I wanted to find out why it wasthat
the country to which we are always referred by college professors,
Bourbon ts, Mugwumps, and other free-traders as the model
of industrious and commercial prosperity admitted such a continued
depression and langunishing of its trade and manufactures as to require
a special commission to expend much time and money in investigating
the causes. The commissioners assign among others two special causes
of the depression: the protective tariff which they say has built up
the manufacturing industries of the United States, and to a large ex-
tent excluded foreign importations; and the protective tariffs of Ger-
many and other Euro countries, which have not only excluded
British goods, but have also resnlted in large importations of manufact-
ured goods into England from Germany, Austria, and other countries.
They conclude that not only has England’s foreign market been par-
tially taken away from her by protective tariffs, but that her home
market is being seriously injured by the foreign competition of nations
whose industries have been built up by protective tarifis.

The commission says in its final report:

Weare d to think that one of the chief cies which have tended to
perpetuate this state of things is the protection liey of so many foreign
countries which has become more marked during the last ten rem'a than in any
previous period of nni similar length. The high prices which protection se-
cures the producer within the proteclied area naturally stimulates the produc-
tion and impels him t in ition in foreign markets.

The commission also speaks of foreign competition in their home
market as one of the canses of depression, and says:

P
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An effect of a similar kind, though less in degree, has been produced by the
fncreased competition in our own market of foreign manufactured and partly
manufactured ¢ oo ls, the importation of which appears to grow ata more rapid
rate than population.

In dealing with the results ot the depression the commission says:

We have observed above that the complaint proceeds chiefly from the classes
who are more immediately and directly concerned in production, and there ean
be no doubt that of the wealth annually created in the eountry a smaller pro-
portion falls to the share of the employers of labor than formerly. The dimi-
nution in the rate of profit obtainable from production, from agriculture and
manufacturing, has given rise to a widespread feeling of depression among
the producing classes. It isfrom these classes, and especially from the employ-
ers of labor, that the complaint chiefly proceeds.

Those, on the other hand, who are in receipt of fixed salaries, who draw their
incomes from fixed investments, have comparatively little to complain of.
Those classes of population who derive their income from foreign investments
or from property not directly connected with foreign industries, appear to have
little ground of complaint. On the contrary, they have profited by the remarlk-
ably low prices of many commodities.

Mr. Chairman, it is the ecapitalists, the monopolists, the importing
merchants, and those who derive large fixed incomes from bonds and
other investments who are and who have always been clamoring for {ree
trade in this conntry. It is from the employers of labor, from the
workingmen who produce the products and build up the industries of
the country that the demand comes for a protective tarifft. We can
not quote further from this very able report or cite the testimony which
supports its conclusions. 'When leading English statesmen and econo-
mists and manufacturers describe as two of the prominent causes of the
admitted depression and declining state of England’s trade and indus-
iries to be foreign tariffs and bounties and foreign competition with
continental nations as the result of those tariffs, why do Democrats ig-
nore these facts and ask for free trade?

‘We have also learned from this report that it is not alone English
competition that demands a protective tariff in this country. If Eng-
land, with her advantages as o manufacturing nation, and considering
the condition of her laboring people as compared with that of the Amer-
ican workingman, is being injured by competition with the products ot
European and Asiatic labor through her free-trade policy,how can Amer-
icaopen her markets to the manufactures and labor of Germany, France,
and other European nations? If England suffers from free importations
of the continental nations, what will become of America whensubjected
to the same foreign competition ?

Sir Edward Sullivan, a member of the British Parliament, has writ-
ten a very able and practical work upon the destructive effects which
foreign competition by free trade has bronght upon English industries.
The English laboring classes occupy somewhat an intermediate position
between the American and those of the continental nations of Europe.
The result has been that large importations into England of the prod-
nets of cheaper lahor have greatly depressed English manufactures, Mr.
Sullivan states this result as follows:

The labor problem in this country (i.e, in England) is easily stated; but its
solution is another matter., A, B,C, D, E and F are industrial communities, all
having the same or nearly the same advantages of material, machinery, ete.,
but in B,C,D, E,and F wages are from 20 to 50 to 70 per cent. lower than in A ;
and moreover, the workmen in B, C, D, E,and F work much longer hours and
are more thrifty than the workmen in A, and consequently most manufactured
articles are produced cheaper in B,C,D, E,and F than in A,

If therefore B, C, D, E, and F are allowed to send into A’s markets, duty free,
anything they can produce eheaper than A ean, it is evident they must under-
sell A, and the employment of A's workmen will be destroyed. There can be
no mistake about this; it must be so and it is so. It is just what is happening.
In France, Germany, Atlalria, Belgium, Holland, Russia, Egypt, and India the
workers work for from 20 to 70 per cent. less wagesand about 20 per cent. longer
hours, * * * Theresultisthat,all other conditions being equal, they can pro-
duce almost everything cheapsr than we can. And this they are doing; and
our free-traders, in illustration of the warning that a certain person “always
finds work for idle hands to do,” are working night and day to devise furlther
means to enable them to deliver their cheap goods in our markets at the lowest
possible cost, and their efforts are completely successful. Every yvear the deliv-
ery of foreign enormously increases, and every year the employment of
our workers enormously diminishes; and this is very simple.

It would happen to France, Germany, ete., if they were fools enough to fol-
low our example. * * * The less fitted our working people are by habit,
by education, and example to hold the lists of cheap labor against the world,
the more important becomes our duty to protect them. It is not indeed a ques-
tion whether we wish to do so or not. We must do so. Our workers must
have work. It is childish nonsense talking about theory and appealing to
figures and returns in a ease of this sort, when the wolf is at the door. There
is the fact that is patent to all the world that there are half a dozen industrial
communities who can all produce their goods cheaper than we can, and owing
to bonuses and preferential railroad rates, advocated by our free-traders,
can actually deliver them in our markets at less cost than we ean produce them.
Now, whatare we to do? Are we (o listen to the dietates of common sense, of
gelf-preservation, of national duty, of natural affection, and protect the indus-
tries of our work-people and preventthem being pauperized and forced to leave
the country, or are we to listen to the blatant folly of the free-trade popes ar.d
let the industrial interests of our workers slide? No one can come near your
free-trader for selfishness and want of sympathy,

Mr. Chairman, thisis the clear and consummate statement of an En-
glishman upon the blighting effects of free trade on the industrial in-
terests of England in her relation to her continental neighbors. The
same statement applies with greater force as to what wounld be the re-
sults upon this country of free trade with England, and in a greater
degree of {ree trade between this country and the continental nations
of Europe.

Alr. Sullivan says that in England there are 34,000,000 people—30,-

00,000 who are dependent on work, and 4,000,000 who are dependent
on capital; that no doubt—

protection to labor, that is, protection to the 20,000,000 who live by labor, will
make things dearer to the 4,000,000 who live by capital. * * * Butwhich most
concerns the prosperity, even the existence, of the whole community of 34,000,-
000; that the 30,000,000 should be employed and able to live and thrive, or that
the 4,000,000 should live in greater luxury and that the 30,000,000 should starve
or leave the country ? It is only free-trade enthusiasts who could entertain the
question; but they do. * * * A duty of 10 per cent, on the production of
foreign workers would give work to 80,000,000 of workers. *‘ Perhaps,” say the
free-traders, ‘* but then our poor capitalists would have to pay 20 per cent. more
for their luxuries,”

Mr. Chairman, some of our free-trade statesmen had better study the
actual result of free trade in England before they try to impose its curses
upon this country. The free-trade theorists say that wemust have free
trade to supply a foreign market. Do not these American free-traders
know that the production of the world exceeds the consumption of the
world; that the old countries of the world are overcrowded with the
products of cheap labor; that if it were not for the protective tariff our
country would be flooded with these products; that many classes of our
manufacturing industries would cease, and our laboring people be thrown
out of employment; that there would be no room for the hundreds of
thousands of foreign immigrants fo find work, and that our country
wonld be filled with tramps to a greater extent than it was after the
panic of 1873 ?

The protectionists in Anerica, France, Belgium, Germany, and Aus-
tria, state as a premise that the production of the world exceeds the
consumption of the world and therefore they must take steps to pre-
vent their markets from being swamped by the surplus productions of
the world, In other words, they must protect their industries against
the foreign competition of the world. It is the first duty of a nation
to protect its own laboring people and its own industries from the com-
petition of the outside world. A nation that will not do it must suffer
the consequences.

Mr. Sullivan again says:

In every industrial country in the world except England it is recognized that
the first duty of a government is to promote the employment of the people; in
other words, to protect their industries. In every other industrial oouul.rr but
England the industries of the people are protected. Is it so certain that all the
whole world is wrong and England only right? In every countr‘r except Eng-
land it is allowed that the interests of those who both produce and consume are
grealer than the interests of those who consume.: In every industrial commu-
nity out of England it is allowed that employment is of more importance than
mere cheapness. In Eogland alone it is maintained that cheapness is of more
importance than employment.

Mr. Chairman, I commend this statement of this very able and
learned English economist to the Democratic free-traders in this coun-
try. Will they learn nothing from the experience of other nations?
Will they not recognize the fact here stated that free irade does not
exist in any country except England and Ireland? Do they not know
that the protective policy has been adopted by the statesmen of Ger-
many and other nations of Europe as absolutely necessary to their in-
dustrial and material prosperity? Will they not recognize the fact
that Germany, Austria, Russia, Belginm, and France have been watch-
ing and protecting the industrial and manufacturing interests of their
countries, especially during the last few years, wherever they were
likely to be injured by competition with others? Do they not know
that so soon as the manufacturing and industrial skill and enterprise
of America produce any particular character of goods so as to be able
to compete in a limited degree with the markets of Germany, of France,
and of Autstria, that when it is made known in those countries, such
protective import duties and regulations are immediately adopted as
to prevent the American foreign competition? This is the foreign pol-
icy which has been and is being adopted, and it should satisfy the free-
traders that relying upon a foreign market exists only in theory and
can not exist as a fact.

PROTECTION HAS LOWERED THE PRICE OF MANUFACTURED GOODS TO THE CON-
EUMER,

The free-traders are continually stating that import duties are a tax
upon the consumer alone, and that all manufactured articles or raw
materials which are protected result in advancing the price to the ex-
tent of the tax collected. The President, exhibiting his sublime want
oi knowledge upon this subject, states in his message that—

These laws (tariff laws) as their primary and plain effect raisethe price to the
consumer of all articles imported and subject to duty precisely the sum paid for
such duties, Thus the amount of duty measures the tax paid by those who
purchase for use these imported articles.

The gentlemen upon the other side of the House have stated and
even assumed this to be true in the face of all the facts to the contrary.
After the above statement by the President, we can not help but ad-
mire what he says shortly afterwards in the same message to the effect
that—

This reference to the operation of our tariff laws is not made by way of in-
struction, but in order that we may be reminded of the manner in which they .
impose a burden upon those who consume imported articles and create a tax
upon all our people,

1t is fortunate that one who shows such an entire want of knowledge
upon the subject does not make his assertions *‘ by way of instruetion’’
to anybody, beeause instruction from such sources could not fail to mis-
lead all who relied upon it.
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Many illustrations to show the error of this position can be made.

I will refer to only a few.
Russian sheet-iron sold at 18 cents per pound in this country for
years before its manufacture in this country; under a protective
duty of 2} cents per pound manufactures for American sheet-iron were
established and put into competition with the Russian. Russian sheet-

The following table shows the average prices of lead in New York

from 1870 to 1886, inclusive: ~
Highest and lowest prices of lead at New York City, monihly, from 1870 to
1886, inclusive.

[Cents per pound.]

iron has fallen to 9} cents per pound and American sheet-iron is sold -
for still less. Theskilled workmen employed in this industry are paid January. February, | March.
very high wages. The Russian workmen are paid very low wages.
Thus, the American consumersaves 8} cents per pound on every pound Years, -5 < -é § -ﬁ
of sheet-iron he buys. But, according to the statement of the Presi- = g2 8=
dent and his followers, the 2} cents per pound shounld be added to the é‘ K 2 3 é‘ 2
E}f’iee before the tariff and sheet-iron would sell for 20} ecents per pound. i e Y
the tariff tax were taken off and the American sheet-iron factories +6.80 | 6.20 | 6.25 | 6.17 | 6.20 | 6.10
closed the product of the low wages of Russia would again flood the +6.30°| 6.15 | 6.25 | 6,20 | 6.20 | 6.15
country and prices would advance, because there would be no local *5.00 | 5.90 | 6.00 | 5.87 | 6.00 | 5.87
competition. <5:00 | 5.9 | 823 | 6:00 | .55 | 6.1
The lead-mining industry furnishes another strong illustration that | g 777wt e #5.20 | 6.00 | 5.90 | 5.85 | 5.75 | 5.62
the protection which b\ulg' up and prospers important industries, at #6.00 | 5.87 | 6.37 | 6.00 | 6.50 | 6.40
the same time creates a competition with the foreign articles, which re- el i e e ol g
duces the price to the consumer. The following table, from The Min- 4.50 | 4.00 | 4.50 | 4.50 | 4.50 | 3,25
eral Resources of the United States for 1836, shows the production of | 1550 6.10 | 5.50 | 6.00 | 5.87 | 5.95 | 5.0
lead in the United States from 1825 to 1856: i A g0 i e A el
* 1883 4.70 | 4.60 | 4.60 | 4.50 | 4.65 | 4.50
; Pt 104 450 | 375 | 410 [ 875 | 415 [ 410
ey Total pro- |Desilverized Non-argen- | -¢ desilver- | 1880 i s s e 8.70 | 8.55 | 3.70 | 3.60 | 3.70 | 3.62%
duction, lead. tiferouslead. ;. . o4 1836 4.70 | 4.50 | 4.90 | 4,60 | 4.95 | 4.85
Short fim;[.n Short tons. Short tons. Per cent. April, May. June.
ol [T = ;| = ;
= st EAERENNE
y i ;‘.' E E E E B
ié,'mo : ...... =] T - ) <
13,000 R e
15, 000 AR F 1870 6.25 [ 6.15 | 6.25 | 6.20 | 6.25 | 6.20
13,500 frrsseeniee 6.20 | 6.10 | 6,18 | 6.10 | 6.15 | 6.12
15, 000 { 6.12 | 5.90 | 6.62 | 6.25 | 6.62 | 6.40
Y800 o | 6.50 | 6.25 | 6,62 | 6.35 | 6.55 | 6.12
= g,% { 5.25 | 5.90 | 6.00 | 5.75 | 6.00 | 5.62
Condood { 5.87 | 5.80 | 5.95 | 5.90 | 5.90 | 5.75
e solen|m e an o2
26,000 | 8.75 | .50 | 8.50 | 3.95 | 8.50 | 3.12
000 |...... bersee | 3.25 [2.87 | 3.12 | 2.87 |3 .80 | 8.12
28, 000 [ ! 5.75 | 5.40 | 5.25 | 4.40 | 4.75 | 4.50
28,000 e 4.85 [ 4.37 | 4.70 | 4.25 | 4.50 | 4.25
25, 000 {Ereeesteni et | BB 5.00 | 4.90 | 4.85 | 4.60 | 4.90 | 4.55
23, 500 4.62 | 4.40 | 4.55 | 4.40 | 4.45 | 4.40
22, 000 4.05 | 3.624 8.75 | 3.52}{ .65 | 3.57}
e R B el I 1 O 3.70 [ 3.62H{ 3.75 | 3.60 | 3.85 | 3162}
%&x 4.00 | 4.65 | 4.75 | 4.65 | 4.90 | 4.65
16,500
12:5” * Gold. tCurrency.
16,000
15,800 { From this it will be seen that in 1870, when this country produced
b i only 17,830 tons of lead, the price was $6.25 per hundred in New York,
15, 600 and in 1884, when the production was 139,897 tons, the average price
14,100 I in New York was from $3.65 to $3.57 per hundred. The consnmption
e . of lead has almost kept pace with the great increase in production.
15,300 I With the exception of 1878 and 1879, when considerable quantities of
14,700 : lead were sent to China, the export of lead has been small as compared
e | with the home consumption.
T T | “ | The tariff on lead since the act of March 3, 1883, has been $2 pe:
17,500 { hundred on lead in pigs, bars, and blocks.
;*]'gg‘g i By the Mills tariff bill this is reduced to one and one-quarter cents
95, 850 i per pound or $1.25 per hundred. The margin of profit on lead ore and
42,540 20,150 | 22,381 smelting, and particnlarly on lead and silver ore which produces de-
b o ey 53 | silverized lead, is very small. This reduction of three-quarters of a
64,070 57,649 26,421 58.8 | cent per pound, $15 per ton, would enable the Spaniards with their
L1 L L3 ¥ a s -
81,900 50,748 31,152 62.0 | cheap labor and cheap mining and smelting of lead to glut the Amer-
Gl e 3;:% -8 | ican market and greatly cripple, if not practically destroy, the great
9-:;: 70,135 27, 690 71.7 | lead industry of the United States,
117,085 86,315 80,770 3.7 The value of the lead production of the United States has inereased
o e o 8.2 | from about $3,000,000 in 1872 to about tivelve millions in 1687. This
139, 897 119, 965 19,832 85.4 | industry has been built up in a part of the United States that before
129,412 107,437 21,975 83.0 | was almost a desert. It has gnickened and vitalized the agricultural,
18%6.... il L 16 A 500 %.0 | commercial, transportation, and other kindred industry of a a-

It will be seen from this table that the production was unimportant
for many years. It was only 1,500 tons in 1825. It only reached
25,800 tons in 1872, and it increased to 97,800 tons in 1880, and to
135,600 tons in 1886. This wonderful increase in the production of
lead caused by the great development of the mining and smelting in-
dustries in the Rocky Mountain States and Territories resulted in a
great reduction in price to the consumers. Although the consumption
has increased 300 per cent. in the past fifteen years, and although a
very large proportion of the price paid by the consumers is absorbed by
the railroad and transportation companies, the price has been reduced
to thie consnmer about 30 per cent.

nent nature in the Western and Rocky Mountain country. Vast re-
gions of the public domain wounld have remained undeveloped on ac-
count of inaccessibility and distance from seashore markets hut for the
building up of this great indusiry. It has added to the wealth of the
nation. It is estimated that it has added to the wealth of the nation
a sum almost equal to the principal which has been paid on the na-
tional debt. The lead industry supplies a better market for the prod-
ucts of the manufactorer, the farmer, and every industry west of the
Missouri than any other interest. It has supplied to railroads and
transportation companies an amount of freight trafiic without which
they counld not have paid interest on their bonds, Forty dollars per
ton is deducted in Salt Lake City from the New York price of lead,
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which the railroads and the Eastern refineries absorb. The following
table shows the amount of transportation and freight created by the
ore-producing lead and smelting industries in the Western and Rocky
Mountain region:

Railway tonnage of the Union Pacific system in the mountain country, the
Utah Central Eailway, and the Denver and Rio Grande Western Eail-
way for 1887.

Freighis. Tonnage, Percent.
Pounds,
Merchandise, etc., received .. PR R il | R L 04, 895
Merchandise, ete,, famrdﬂd 1,718,453, 420 75. 895
Ores and bullion re.eeivtd R A R 98, 542, 535 5.105
Ores and bullion forward d. 414,759,273 24.135
Qres, bullion, and merchandise received at smelting
and mining stationse....... c.oiesirnsssinnisns sass 1,018,338, 803 55,509
Ores, bullion, and merchandise forwarded from smelt-
ing and mining stations .........ccecivniacen. 1, 304, 595,166 0. 009

Grand total of merchandise, ete., ores, and bullion received and forwarded
from all stations, 4,063,376,384 pounds.

Grand total of mew.-lmndme, ete., ores, and bullion received and forwarded
from smelting and mining stations, 2,322,844,050 pounds, or 57.140 per cent.

A glance at this table shows that o great depression in or a partial
destruction of the lead-mining industry of the Rocky Mountains wou!d
in a great measure, destroy the prosperity of that regicn.

It has eansed the construction of thousands of mileg of railroad across
the desert, through the cafions, and over the mountains. As the vol-
ume of the production has increased it is shown that the price has
fallen. The average wages to miners and laborers in the lead mines
of Utah, Colorado, and other portions of the Rocky Mountain country
is §3 per day, while the lead-miners of Spain, with which the reduc-
tion of the fariff would bring them in direct competition, is about 50
cents per day.

It is not a raw material in any correct sense of the word. The ore
from which the lead is smelted lies in the mountains as valueless as the
ordinary stone until millions of dollars are invested in the sinking ot
shafts, the erection of mining machinery, pumps, and the costly plants
of the great smelting works. The plants and machinery at the large
lead and silver producing mines in Colorado, Utah, and other places
cost more money than many of the greatest manufacturing establish-
ments in the East. The great smelters of Denver and Pueblo in Colo-
rado, of Salt Lake and other cities of the Rocky Mountains are among
the most expensive establishments in the world. The United States
consumed, in 1887, 164,000 tons of lead, which, at §70 per ton, amounts
to over $11,000,000. If the proposed rednction of the tariff on lead is
made a large portion of this sum wounld have to be sent abroad in gold,
gﬂthe lead would be imported from countries with which we havelittle

e.
PLATE-GLASS,

In 1864 a duty was imposed on plate-glass of from 3 to 60 cents per
sqnare foot. It was aduty for revenue only because no polished plate-

roduced in this country prior to 1870. The cost to con-
sumﬂ's 'belP ore this was from $2 to $2.50 per square foot for such pol-
ished plate as was generally used in this country. Between 1868 and
1875 extensive manufactories were established at New Albany, Louis-
ville, Butler, Pa, and Crystal City, near 8f. Louis, and others, on ac-
count of this tariff. The home competition by the building up of this
industry has redunced the price to consumers abount $1 per square foot,
or about one-half Still, the Prezident asserts in snbstance that the
duty on plate-glass must make it cost to the consumer over 50 per cent.
more. DBefore the industry was created in this country the plate-giass
trade was controlled by a few importers in New York, who, in com-
bination with the foreign manufacturers, maintained a monopoly upon
it. Mr. Sullivan, in his work on English free trade hereinbefore re-
ferred to, ehows how the free importation of plate-glass from the Con-
tinent has destroyed that industry in England; and he points ont how
it is one of the most beneficial indastries to any community or country.

IMPORTING CHEAP-GOODS 15 FOVERTY TO THE IMPORTERS,

The theory that a country or people may prosper or profit by buying
the produets from foreign: countries because they can be produced
cheaper abroad is an absurd free-trade fallacy. The revenue reformer
says: Why, if these foreigners can sell us their manufactured goods
cheaper than we can produce them, we can profit by buying them and
importing them. This doctrine ignores the fact that the more diver-
sified the industries of o community or country are the more it will
prosper and the richer it will grow. It ignores the fact that money
sent out of a country to pay for imported goods, with a few exceptions,
makes that conntry so much the poorer.

Suppose a community has been manufrcturing and selling in the
home market $1,000,000 worth of goods at a fair profit, hecause there
was a protective tariff of 20 per cent. on the article. This fariff is re-
pealed and the same million dollars’ worth of goods is imported and
sold for $300,000. The free-trader says that the community has saved
$200,000 by purch.'l.su:lg these goods. Let us see. In the first case one

hundred men were employed in the factories. This directly increased
the population of the village over 300. Many small farmers in the
vicinity prospered by furnishing these operatives with ‘‘ garden stuff”’
and farm ucts. The erection of the factories in the first place
doubled the value of their farms and additional shops of all kinds have
been opened. The tailor, the shoemaker, and the bonnet-maker, and
any number of trades prospered directly and indirectly by the manu-
facture and sale of this $1,000,000 worth of goods.

The owners of the factories, perhaps, live in the neighborhood, and
their 10 per cent. profit of $100,000 a year is expended there ; twenty-
five thousand in living expenses and seventy-five thousand by invest-
ing in real estate, in building improvements or extending their facto-
ries, and in employing more Inbor. The owners and operatives pay a
share of the taxes to support the village school, the county, State, and
municipal government. Suddenly the free-traders repeal the 20 per
cent. tariff. The operatives can not accept low enongh wages to com-
pete with foreign goods. The factories are closed, and one hundred men
are thrown out of employment. The farmer has no market for his
“truck.” The tailor, the shoemaker, and the bonnet-maker shops are
closed. The owners of the factories take what capital they can save
from the wreck and go elsewhere seeking investment. The little farms
depreciate 50 per cent. in value; town lots, houses, and shups are almost
worthless. The community becomes suddenly bankrupt, its people
scattered, and some of them tramps looking for an existence.

They complain that the repeal of the 20 per cent. tariff has ruined
their industries and them. The free-trader says, ** No; yon do nof
understand the troe principle of political economy or you wounld see
that buying the million dollars’ worth of articles that were manufact-
ured in the foreign country actually saves to the people $200,000, be-
cause the million dollars’ worth of goods now actually costs only $200,-
000 to the consumers.”” ‘‘Dut,” says the intelligent American opera-
tive, ** that §800,000 has gone 1o the laborers of a foreign land. We
are deprived of the means of subsistence and the country is $300,000
poorer. You may say that we can buy these and other kinds of goods
a little cheaper but we have nothing to buy with. We are seeking
work at reduced wages and can find none.”” The free-trader says again,
““ You must seek employment in another trdde or business where for-
eign competition and the low wages of other countries can not compete
with and destroy your industries.””

If the Democratic free-trader can succeed in reducing the tariff as they
propose, it will overthrow and destroy the manufactures, the industries
of our country, pauperize the laboring classes, and impoverish the
whole country in the sume manner as when applied, by illustration, to
this little commmunity.

FEEE TRADE IS SIMPLY FOREIGN COMPETITION.

As Mr. Sullivan says in applying the subject to England:

¥reed from the eloud of words, the platitudes, theories, and sophisms by which

it will be aseailed, the question before the country is simply this: Can o manu-
facturing country like England, whose productsare excluded from the markets
of Furope and ' America, continue to admit, duty free, the manufactured products
of those countries withont interfering with the general employment of our
people? = * * The bankers, the merchants, the brokers, the agents, the ship-
pers, and those who deal with money and with exchangesin the sale and trans-
portation of foreign goods will say “ yes;” and so will those with realized and
fixed incomes, the drones of the community, the consumers of silks, of satins,
and light wines and a thousand and one articles of luxury that we get from
abroad. Bot il you ask the great body of producers, the eapitalists, who have
invested their money in manufacturing and similar enterprises, the great em-
sployers of labor, the operatives, the toilersand moilers, the working bees ofom‘
teeming hives of mduﬁtry. ithey will say * no.”

This statement is specially applicable to the condition of America.
Can we, after having under the protective policy built up maufactur-
ing industries and when our produects as fast as they come into compe-
tition with the products of other nations in foreign markets are ex-
cluded therefrom by the protective tarifls of those countries, admit,
duty free, the products of those countries without interfering with the
general employment of our people? The prosperity of a community
mnst depend upon the general employment of its people and the rate
of wages paid. As said, general employment and good wages mean
contentment, sobriety, self-respect, and the general progress and im-
provement of the working classes. The wantof them mean the reverse
of all this, General employment at good wages is what creates indus-
trial prosperity and adds to the wealth of a country. It is far motc
important to a community than cheap goods of any kind.

The destruction ofa few great manufactures by repealing the tar ff on
their products causes many other industries to langnish. The pros-
perity of a few great industries causes many others to prosper. The
industries of a country are so closely connected and interwoven that
you can not injufe a few of them without injuring a great many of
them. Any system or policy that will injure the manufacturing in-
terests will injure the agrienltural interests, the mining interests, and
the great trade of internal commerce. These great industries must
sl?lnd or fall together. By free trade and foreign competition they will
fall.

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr, McMiLLIN] made
the statement that the guestion narrowed itself to a contest between
the drunkard’s appetite and the poor man’s back, attempting to con-
vey the idea that the poor man had to a hlgher price for a suit of

clothes than before the tarifis of 1861-62, but that the tax on distilled
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spirits was not a tax on the poor man. He ignores the fact that of the
sixty millions of tax paid on distilled spirits every year, it is estimated
that about thirly millions is for alcohol and other spirits used in the
industries, fifteen millions of which is consumed in chemical manufact-
ures. Here is a tax on raw material used in domestic industries
larger than the total duty paid on all foreign raw material. There is
no doubt that the consumer pays this. England takes the tax off of
spirits when used in the industries. Germany refunds it all, and
France a part, when it is used under the same conditions. Industrial
alcohol is used free in Italy and Austria.

But the American free-trader requires these useful industries to pay
over $95 for a barrel of spirits, more than four times its intrinsic value,
which would be less than $20 if the tax was removed from this raw
material. The poor man pays this when he buys anything at the family
drug-store. The principle of taxing liguor which is used as a beverage
is not opposed; but no one but a blind free-trader bent upon ruining
the manunfacturing industries would insist on continuning the tax on
alcohol and other spirits used in the arts and industries. The poor man
pays less per yard for a good class of American cassimeres to-day than
he did for a poor quality of English cassimeres before the tariff. A
stated and balanced account will show that the wagesof a laboring man
wounld buy him and his family 50 per cent. more of the necessaries and
luxuries of life in the American market than they would in 1859-'60.
The same aceount stated and balanced correctly shows that an equiva-
lent amount of farm produce will purchase for the farmer and his family
50 per cent. more of the necessaries and comforts of life than it wounld
in 1859-'60. Such statements as those made by the gentieman from
Tennessee are only calculated to deceive.

THE PROTECTIVE TARIFF BENEFITS THE FARMER.

Mr. Chairman, it is continunally stated that the farmer gets none of
the henefits and bears an undue proportion of the burdens of protection.
The President, in his annual onslaught on the tariff, by courtesy called
his annual message, attempts to sympathize with the farmer. He
says:

The farmer and iculturist, who manufactures nothing, but who pays the in-
creased price which the tariff imposes upon every agricultural implement,
upon all he wears, on all he uses and owns, except upon the increase of his
flocks and herds and such things as his husbandry produces from the soil, is
invited to aid in maintaining the present situation.

The free trade that first existed, which it was supposed would bene-
fit the farmers, was the repeal of the tariff on wheat, corn, and provis-
ions by England, known as the corn law. Every free-trader and Cob-
den Club man in England said that this would greatly benefit the labor-
ing man, thereby giving him a cheap loaf, and every one of their blind
followers in this country said that it wonld prove of immense benefit
to the American farmer by enhancing the price and furnishing a for-
eign market for his grain and provisions. It did open the markets of
England and Ireland free to the products of the American farmer.
‘What has been the result? During the last ten years there has been a
continual decrease in the amount of wheat exported and the export
price has continually depreciated, The following table from the report
of the Burean of Statistics shows the number of bushels of wheat ex-
ported from the United States and the export price for the seven fiseal
years from June, 1879, to June, 1886, inclusive:

Average
Bushels. | Value, price per
| bushel.

Years.

| §190, 546, 305

&88REE

compm=E

51
-]

Ounr decrease in exports during this period, according to the report of
the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, is as follows:

Years. Bushels, | Value.
|
1879-"80 159,565, 477 | 8167, 698, 455
1 RS ae 57,750,200 | 50,262,715
8B e e e ¢

| %,MSGSI 117, 435,770

So that the free-trade policy of England which was to create an un-
limited market for the wheat of the American farmer and advance its
price has proved untrue. In seven years our exports of wheat from
this country decreased over 92,000,000 bushels and the value of the
exports fell off over $117,000,000. TIn other words, the farmers of the
United States received $117,000,000 less for the wheat exported in 1886
than for the exportof 1879. This was a lossof over 61 per cent. in the
. amount of wheat exported, and of over 70 per cent. in the value of the
exports. The export value of a bushel of wheat in 1881 was over $1.24
and in 1836 it was only 87 cents.

During this time there has been no export duty in this country orim-
port duty in England on wheat. Absolute free trade has existed be-
tween these two countries so far as grain is concerned, and the resultant
facts are apparent to every one. :

This ought to show the American farmer that British free trade and
Cobden Club laws have not and will not furnish him a foreign market
or a high price for his products. What is the special cause of this fall-
ing off in the amount of exports and the depreciation in the export price
of wheat? It is that England, by her policy towards her colonies, has
imported her wheat from Indiainstead of from America. England has
expended almost hundreds of millions of money in building up the agri-
caltural industries of her possessions in India. She has built thonsands
of miles of railroad and aided in the construction of hundreds of miles
of irrigating canals, which has resulted in a very large increase in the
production of wheat in India. The Indian ryots, as the small wheat
farmers of India are called, who work for about 10 cents per day, are
brought into competition with the Jabor of the American farmer to such
an extentthat they can produce wheat cheaper than the American farmer,
notwithstanding the great advancementin agriculture and agrienltural
machinery in this country.

The following table, from the report of the Chief of the Bureaun of
Statisties for 1886, shows the amount of exports of wheat from India and

the export price from 1879-'80 to 1885-'86, the same period covered by
the table above showing the exports of American wheat:

Averago

Year, Bushels. Value. |price per

bushel,
1879-"50 ....l 4,100,405 | §5, 306, 491 $1.313
e T S SN R S e 13,806,168 | 15,952, 105 1.148
p |1 LR T RO N O R e 87,008,571 | 41,871,765 1.129
188283 26,402, 893 | 29, 534, 467 1.128
1853-"84 39,118,701 | 43,202, 651 1.105
188485 20,550, 741 | 30, 703, 430 1. 040
1885-"86 ? 39, 312, 969 943,436 991

From this it will be seen that while the exports of American wheat
for seven years have fallen off from 153,000,000 bushels in 1879 to 57,-
000,000 in 1886, the exports of wheat from India have increased from
4,000,000 bushels in 1879 to over 39,000,000 bushels in 188G. The
American exports of wheat have declined over 69 per cent. The India
exports of wheat have increased over %00 per cent.

The American farmer can not rely in the future npon a market for
his wheat in England. The continued decline of exports from this
country and the continual increase of exports from India will drive the
wheat of the American farmer entirely from the British islands during
the next decade,

Mr. Sullivan, in the work referred to, has pointed ount the great de-
cline in English agricultural interests since the imports of wheat from
India began under her free-trade policy. Hehas incontrovertibly shown
that the agricultural interests of England are being destroyed by this
poliey, but the moneyed classes and the capitalists of the British Em-
pire of England and of India are being benefited. The English free-
trade policy is governed by the money princes and capitalists of the
world. Their policy is to build up a foreign commerce and a foreign
import trade, becanse from it they accumulate their millions. Incon-
ceiving and originating legislation they adopt and enforce a policy
which they think will advance the interests and increase the accumu-
lations of these classes. I believe that if the policy of England, which
has been somewhat destructive of the agricultural interests of Ireland
and of England, had not been compensated for, in the eyes of English
statesmen and capitalists, by the trade and commerce created by the
imports of wheat and other products from India, the tariff on Ameri-
can wheat would have been readopted in England years ago.

If the American farmer can not depend upon England as a foreign
market for his wheat or produce when his home market is destroyed
by the decline or overthrow of the manufacturing interests and the in-
crease of agricultural produets, where can he look? In what part of
the world must he seek a market?

Mr. Chairman, comparatively asmall amount of wheat has been im-
ported into Germany and other continental nations. At different pe-
riods, when there was a foreign war, or a dronght around the Baltic
or upon the plains of Russia, there would be a demand for some Amer-
ican wheat, and America would supply the deficiency. During the last
few years, since the export has so greatly diminished, some wheat has
been exported to South Germany. What is the result? A short time
since, to cut off this import of wheat from America, a new tariff was
established on wheat in Germany. This new tariff is $1.19 on 220
pounds, or about 30 per cent. ad valorem. The New York Nation, in
commenting upon this action of Germany, says:

The object of it is to exclude American wheat from Sonth Germany and to
compel varia, Baden, and the Rhine country to buy Prussian wheat exelu-
sively. But it is much cheaper to supply the South German people with Amer-
ican wheat from London. Moreover, the Sonth Germans are accustomed to
American wheat; they even like it better than Prussian wheat. On the other

d, Prussian wheat is very conveniently situated for the English market, and
very inconveniently for the South German market. Accordingly, a bill bas
been introduced in the Reichstag to fnabla North German merchants to cxs
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yport wheat to England and to import an equivalent amount of American wheat
to South Germany free of duty. In order to make the swap easy and friction-
less, it is pmposec{that the exporter of North German wheat shall have the right
to sell his permits of importation just as he would sell & bill of exchange. The
drollery of all this cirecnmlocution, by which the consumer is sacrificed to the
producer, has not penetrated the German mind to any great exient, but there is
much suffering in South Germany in consequence of the deprivation of Amer-
ican supplies of food. Why do not some of our high-tariff men, who are such
fast friends of the American farmer, propose a measure of retaliation?

‘What a prosperous time the American farmer will have when by such
devices he is entirelyshut out of foreign markets, and our Secretary of
State, a member of the Cobden Club, is trying to enforce retaliatory
measures in his behalf,

The Nation is a very high-toned free-trade organ, but it has here
stated a few facts showing the extreme measures the German Govern-
ment has resorted to to exclude American farmers from German mar-
kets. Germany haslately adopted custom-house regulationsand tariffs,
as I am informed by men who have been exporting meats and the prod-
uets of animals, which practically prohibit the importation of American
food-products into the German Empire. Still the President and his
free-trade followers point out how the farmer is injured by Ameriean
protection and how a free-trade policy in this country would be to his
benefit. .

We now import annually over $60,000,000 worth of food supplies,
and this bill proposes to add more of these agricultural products to the
free-list. If the object is, as avowed, to protect the American farmer,
why does not this bill provide for protecting the farmers’ products
against foreign competition? It isbuilding up a home market by man-
ufacturing and diversified interests that will advance the farmers’ pro-
duce and add to the value of his real estate. In 1771 Dr. Franklin
wrote from England, where he had been watching with his masterly
mind the growth of her industries, and said:

Every manufactory encouraged in our country makes part of a market for
provisions within ourselves and saves so much money to the country as must
otherwise be exported to pay for the manufactures he supplies. Here in En-

land, it is well known and understood that whenever a manufactory is estab-

ished which employs a number of hands it raises the value of land in the neigh-
boring country all aronnd. It seems, therefore, the interest of our farmers and
owners of land to encourage our young manufacturers in preference to foreign
ones,

The first and greatest statesmen of the Republic wrote to the same
effect, that it was only by building up a horme market that the Amer-
ican farmer could look for prosperity and wealth. Why is it not pro-
posed by the bill to remove the tax from tobacco? Has not the farmer
as much right to conduct a tobacco farm as a corn or wheat farm?
Buch inconsistencies in this Mills bill, the authorship of which remains
in mystery, shows that its object is free trade, pure and simple. Dis-
guise it as they may, this bill means free irade and unrestricted for-
eign competition.

This bill puts wool on the free-list. This is an unjust blow to one
of the most important agricultural industries in this country. The
President in one paragraph of his message pretends to sympathize with
the farmer. In another he recommends taking the tariff off wool, be-
cause, he says, it is raw material. It is the finished product of the
farm. Ask the farmer who has invested all his means in a sheep farm
which is still encumbered by a mortgage if it is raw material to him.
He has watched his flocks grow and increase by expending all histime
and energy and that of his family in herding them in summer and feed-
ing them in winter. During an nnexpected hard winter he has run in
debt to buy grain to save them from the severities of the storm.

The following extract and table show how the wool industry has
been injured by the reduction of the tariff in 1833:

The wool-growers have especial reasons at this time to appeal totheir brother
farmers for support. At a time when their industry is depressed as it hardly
ever has been gefom by foreign competition, permitted by a reduoction of doties
in 1853, by Treasury rulings since, and by systematic frauds in foreign ports, the
President proposes in his annual message the repeal of all duties on wool, In
the two years before the change of duty, and in the past two years, the imporis
for consumption were as follows:

Year. Quantities. | Duties. ‘ Year. I Quantities, | Duties,
Cents. Cenls.
1B8L ...osnrnnsiainnin] » 67, 416,967 7.20 107, 910, 549 4.5
1882....ccieennsescs| O3, 016, 769 6.11 114,404, 174 b5.16
Average..| 65,216,808 | 6.65 | Average..... 111,157,861 4.95
1

Under efficient protection the production of wool rose from 60,000,000 pounds
in 1860 to 308,000,000 pounds in 1884, the vear after the change of duty. It has
since declined to 285,000,000 pounds in 1856, and according to estimates of the Ag-
ricultural Bureau to 265,000,000 pounds in1887. Meanwhile the stocksof domestic
wool unsold at the close of 1857 are greatly increased; 31,974,000 pounds are on
hand, an increase of 6,620,157 pounds at Boston alone. To the mischief done by
reduced duties there is added, first, the great fraudulent importation of Donskoli
and other washed wool, under pretense that it is unwashed, a systemaltic fraud
by which the United States consul at Odessa reports to the State Department
that the Government has been defrauded for years out of more than £15,000,000
in duties. Each pound of foreign wool thus frandulently imported, already
scoured aud shrunken, takes the place of 2 to 4 pounds of American wool in
natural condition.

The importations of wool have nearly doubled, while the American
wool-growers have been going to bankruptey toaid the Australian wool-
farmers. The wool-growing industry, as is well known, can not exist

in the United States to any considerable extent in open, unrestricted
competition with wool production in Australia, South America, and
other countries. In 1883 the wool-clip of the United States was 320,-
000,000 pounds; in this year only about 260,000,000.

The agricultural interests must stand or fall together. The Aus-
tralian and other foreign wool-growers are now brought into direct
competition with the American wool-growers. The American wheat-
farmer is bronght into competition with the Indian ryot, who hires
his labor for 10 ten cents per day. Many large wheat-farmers will be
compelled in a few years to diversify their industry by keeping flocks
of sheep to fertilize an impoverished soil. There are large tracts of
land in the West and Hocky Mountain country fit only for raising
sheep. Bhall this great industry be destroyed or shall it be protected,
so that Ameriea will grow all the wool required for American manu-
facture.

As has been so well said:

Price is one thing, ability or means with which to pay is quite different.

Diversified industry gives prosperity and means to purchase neces-
saries for all. Low prices and cheap goods are only a mockery to those
whose business has been so depressed by foreign competition they have
no means to buy at any price,

Destroy the sheep industry of this country, turn 200,000 people out
of employment and the million dependent on them for support; then
the foreign wool-growers will put up the price, American manufacturers
will have to buy their wool abroad, woolen goods will advance, and we
shall have another practical illustration of free-trade theories.

WE SIHOULD HAVE A NATIONAL REVENUE POLICY.

Mr. Chairman, I am for what Henry Clay called the American sys-
tem. Iam as much opposed to importing any revenue or tax system
from England or other European countries as I am to importing their
products of cheap pauperized labor. I am foranational as opposed to
an international system of political economy. This is in accord with
the progress of the times as well as with the distinct and peculiar con-
dition of the material and political institutions of our country. Since
Germany has adopted her national system of protection to her own in-
dustries and produets, as against the former free-trade policy, she has
built up her own industries as against England, in spite of all her dif-
ficulties. International free trade is not only impracticable, but it is
impossible. There can be no such a thing as universal free trade except
by reciprocity treaties between the commercial nations of the world.
Every country in the world except England is now pursuing to some
extent the policy of a national protective system.

The royal commission on the depression of British trade find asa fact
that the protective policy which has been adopted to a great extent by
the continental nations of Europe during the last ten years is one of
the great causes of England’s industrial decay.

During the last few years, whenever it is discovered by the states-
men of Germany, France, Austria, Russia, and other nations that the
imports of any particular class of products by foreign competition are
destroying the profit of their own industries, they immediately proceed
to legislate or pass decrees which prohibit such foreign competition.
Germany has within a short time practically excluded our wheat, our
meats, and other provisions from her market. Prominent witnesses
who testified before the royal commission said that the policy of other
countries had become such that they saw no other way for even Eng-
lund to protect her industries except by a protective tariff against the
importation of goods from the continental nations.

I have no time here to refer to the testimony or to the conclusions
of the able commissioners upon this subject; but it can not be denied
that the general tendency throughout the commercial world during
the past two decades is to establish a national as distingnished from an
international system. It is what the able German writer, Frederick
List, calls the national as distinguished from the cosmopolitical econ~

omy. He says that—
The actual workings and results of a national protective policy as distin-
guished from the international free-trade policy are being adopted the world

over. g

Notwithstanding the dogmatic and theorelical assumptions, the free-
tr:ultaystcm is necessarily built upon the basis of international reci-
procity.

How ecan there be such a thing as free trade when nine-tenths of the
nations of the world are adopting and enforcing a national protective
policy? J. B. SBay demands as a premise for the comprehension ‘of his
free-trade theories a universal republic and peace the world over. The
political economy of Smith, Say, and others means cosmopolitical or
world-wide economy. The theories of the advocates of free trade in
America are built upon this international system; that is, they are
built upon a myth. They ignore national boundary lines. It is not
necessary to discuss whether universal free trade, by the abolition of
protective tariffs and revenue laws the world over and the blotting out
of all national boundary lines, so far as trade and commerce are con-
cerned, would be beneficial to the human race. Such a thing is impos-
sible. If a free-trade policy were adopted by us, and by the importa-
tion of cheap raw material and cheap laborers from China and Europe
the price of labor greatly reduced, and goods were manufactured so
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cheap that we conld compete in the foreign markets, the protective tar-
iffs of other countries would prevent their exportation from this coun-
try, but could not prevent the floeding of this country with the cheap
goods of foreign nations and the closing of American factories.

BOUTH AMERICAN TRADE.

Mr. Chairman, I would, as a part of this system of American po-
litical economy, reach out after a foreign market and build np a foreign
trade where practicable. We ought to be able to build up a large
South American trade, If the proper policy was pursued we could
soon export large quantities of manufactured goods to ourSouth Ameri-
can neighbors. They are our natural commercial allies. If we should
pursue the policy of England and Germany towards these South Ameri-
can countries, we conld in time take from them a large portion of the
trade. They built up this trade by paying large]subsidies to the lines
of ships thatcreated it. Here is the one opportunity we have where it
is practicable to build up a foreign market, and the Democratic free-
traders prevent it. The Republicans have many times attempted to
subsidize steam-ship lines between America and South American ports
to build up this trade, and such subsidies have been as many times de-
feated by the free-trade Democrats. They have even refused to vote
liberal pay for carrying the mails to incidentally aid in building up
this American commerce.

Mr, Chairman, our political institutions, the future material welfare
of our country, the freedom and equality of our citizens all demand
the permanent establishment of a national system of political economy
entirely free and independent from the commercial and industrial as
well as from the political institutions and policies of other nations. I
would make the protection of American labor from foreign competition
he keystone in the arch of this American industrial system; I would
extend the wgis of that national protective system to all the industries
and productions of our broad land; I would protect from foreign com-
petition the cotton, rice, fruits, sugar, oranges, peanuts, and bananas
of the Bouthern planter, as well as the corn, wheat, meats, and other
provisions of the Northern farmer; I wonld protect the almond, the
olive, the grape, and raisin culture of California, as well as the lnm-
ber and other interests on the Northern boundary; I would protect
the great lead, iron, coke, and coal-mining interests of the South,
of the Rocky Mountains, and of the Middle States; I would protect
the great manufcturing interests everywhere, Sonth as well as North,
FEast as well as West; I would proclaim to the world that we propose
to protect our home markets and our home labor from the competition
of cheap foreign goods and pauperized labor everywhere. And, sir, I
would henceforth protect our laboring men and their families from the
importation and immigration of contract and pauperized laborers as
well as from the importation of the products of their work. I believe
the time will come when this will be imperatively necessary. As
President Garfield said:

It is our glory that the American laborer is more intelligent and better paid
than his foreign competitor. Let Americans devote themselves to the welfare
of Americn.

Mr, Huskisson, in the England Parliament, said:

To enable capital to obtain a fair remuneration labor must be kept down.
keWe say, to enable labor to obtain fair remuneration wages must be

pt up.

Lord Brougham said in Parliament:

exports i
e oty i S el g e et

The protective policy has prevented the destruction of our manu-
factures against the wish of American statesmen. The law prohibit-
ing the importation of Chinese labor has assisted in preventing the deg-
radation and poverty of the American workingmen. Many guotations
could be made to show the irreconcilable differences between the En-
glish and the American policy. The English capitalist and statesman
indorses and approves the President’s message and his free-trade pol-
icy. Others during this discussion have cited from the comments of
the English press and statesmen in favor of that un-American docu-
ment. The intelligent American laborers of this country are protest-
ing against it and the industrial policy it advocates. These American
workmen will put their protests into practical form next November,
when they will deposit their ballots ‘* as silent as snow-flakes in the
valley at midnight.”” But they will establish the permanent policy
of national protection, and they will remove from positions of power
and influence the free-traders and the authors and advocatesof free-
trade bills.

The American nation is devoted to industry. Itsoriginand history
have been industrial and not warlike. Itsconquests and advancement
have been made throngh the arts, sciences, and industries,. The Amer-
ican armies are armies of workingmen. On their banners are not writ-
ten the names of cities sacked, *‘ countries pillaged to enrich our own,™
but the names of inventors, eivilizing influences, labor-saving machin-
ery, and theindependence, education, and elevation of the laboring man.

Mr. Chairman, the blindest policy of all is the attempt to array the
‘West and South against protection. The West and South need a pro-
tective tarill more than the East, The New England States, even
with the vacillating protection they received before 1861, built up a
manufacturing and diversified industry and accumulated wealth that

gave them a commanding position over the IMiddle, Western, amd
Southern States. When the high tariff of 1861-'6G2 was enacted the
manufacturing industries crossed the Alleghany Mountains and spread
over the great Middle and adjoining Western States. It diversified
their industries and built up their manufactures until they exceeded
those of New England. Commerce and the wholesale trade followed
the manufactures until the great cities of the Ohio and Mississippi
Valleys and the Lakes far exceeded those of New England in wealth
and commerce.

Next came the efforts of the Democratic party in the Forty-fifth, For-
ty-sixth, Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and now in the Fiftieth Con-
gresses, to break down the protective system. The persistent and able
opposition of the Republican party, aided by a few Democrats, defeated
the passage of the free-trade bills in the Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, For-
ty-eighth, and Forty-ninth Congresses. This defeat cansed the manu-
fncturing industries to advance across the plains and mountains of the
far West, and to penetrate and invade the Sonthern States, The re-
sult is we see the iron and steel and lead mining and manufacturing
industries of Colorado, Alabama, and Tennessee. We behold the trade
and commerce and manufactures of Kansas Cily, Omaha, Denver, Pueb-
lo, Atlanta, Birmingham, and other cities fust growing ahead of their
rivals in the Eastern and Middle States. I speak of the South in con-
nection with the West because their interests in this industrial advance
are identical. The Eastern and Middle States with their enormous
capital and accumulated wealth can do much better without protection
than we of the West and South.

Westward [and southward] the course of empire takes its way;
The four first acts already past,

A fifth shall close the drama with the day;
Time’s noblest offspring is the last.

Yes, Mr. Chairman, the last and noblest drama of industrial offspring
will be that of the West and South. And when this free-trade bill
shall be defeated, and the people put their seal of condemnation upon it
next November, then will begin an era of manufacturing and commer-
cial growth in the South and West before unheard of. One of the ablest
of Eunropean writers on economies and protection relates the fact that
Washington, on the day of his inanguration, wore a suit of home-man-
ufactured cloth, in order, in the simple and impressive manner so pe-
culiar to this great man, to give all his suceessors in office and to all
future legislators a memorable way in which the welfare of this coun-
try is to be promoted.

How this lesson has been lost upon President Cleveland and the
Democratic party.

Mr. Chairman, I caution any gentlemen or any political party not to
attempt to overthrow the American protective system. He who sup-
poses that system had its origin or continuance in legislative statutes
is ignorant of its history or does not grasp its import. It is the result
of a growth. It is the erystallized sentiment and opinion of the Ameri-
can people. It has begn evolved from the necessities and conflicts of
our industrial system as much as our national unity has been evolved
from the necessities and conflicts of our political system.

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, the discussion of the tariff question
has already been longdrawn out, the mine has been thoroughly worked,
and there is but little that can be added on either side of the question
without repeating what has already been brought to theattention of this
House, WereI an attorney in the case I would certainly be willing to
rest the cause of protection on the evidence already adduced. This,
however,|is a case in which not only the cause at issue is being tried, but
the litigants themselves are expected to go on the stand and give the
reason for the faith that is within them. This is my only apology for
my ap ce at this time. I am for American interests as against
the ce of the world.

If any provide notfor hisown * * * he is worse than an infidel.

However much my heart may go ont for the unfortunates in the Old
World, my first duty is to my own countrymen., Therefore, I am a
protectionist in the full sense of the word. I would protect our conn-
iry against foreign invasion, whether it be armed troops to lay waste
our happy land or the manufactured products of half-paid labor to
eripple ourindustries and destroy the occupation of our laboring people.
Mr. Chairman, I am not here to-day to plead for the protection of any
special class or interest s against any others that are equally worthy.
The policy of thefriends of protection should be to build up and main-
tain a system which reaches out and includes every man, whetherrich
or poor, whether living on the plains of the West or among the hills of
New England; whether on the lakes of the North or the orange groves
of the South; a system which builds up and sacredly protects every
honest industry in which an American citizen secures employment or
invests a dollar; a system which benefits not only those who are di-
rectly engaged in the protected industry, but all others who have the
good fortune to be American citizens.

A tariff bill based on any other principle is one-sided and dispro-
portioned, and ought to be honestly adjusted, or otherwise permitted
to perish in its own narrowness and selfishness. Protected coal for
Virginia and free wool for Ohio is not a protective system. Protected
sugar for Louisiana and free salt for Michigan is not a protective sys-
tem.  Protected rice for South Carolina and free lumber for Oregon is
not a protective system. Protected wheat for Minnesota and free fruit
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for California is not a protective system. . Such a scheme islittle-souled,
narrow-minded, partisan and sectional, and unworthy of a place among
the plans of statesmen. Such is, indeed, the character of the bill which
we are called upon to consider at this time. It bears the ear-marks of
the politician in its partiality to those States the Democratic parly
hopes to carry at the next Presidentinl election. It exhibits the ac-
customed contempt of the Democracy for the interests of the agricult-
urist and the mechanic by placing many of the productions of their
toil on the free-list, while, by reducing the duty on many articles only
just enough to increase their importation and keep up the revenue, it
blunders as to its method of reducing the surplus.

Whatever may have been the design of its framers, the sure result
can only be the destruction of many of our industries in which thou-
sands of laborers find honest employment and great amounts of capital
a legitimate investment. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
RusseLL], whom I do not see in his seat, well says in his speech of the
20th of April.

18}170 are going in the same track that our predecessors followed in 1857 and

The gentleman doubtless spoke more wisely than he knew. I agree
with him fuliy, and to assist him in proving his case I will read an ex-
tract from Piesident Buchanan’s message to Congress dated December
8, 1857, in which he says:

We have pos=eased all the elements of material wealth in rich abundance, and
L“ notwithstanding all these advantages our country in ita monetary interests

at the present moment in a deplorable condition. In the midst of unsur-
paasedc{;lenly in all the productions and in all the elements of natural wealth
we find our manufactures suspended, our public works retarded, our private
enterprises of different kinds abandoned, and thousands of useful laborers
thrown out of employment and reduced to want.

The able gentleman from Massachusetts speaks for his party when
hesays “*we,’’ and he ntters the fact, whether he knows it ornot. There
can be no doubt of the intentions of the Democratie party to return to
their old beat of 1857. The same sad prospects, the same outlook of
social misfortune and industrial desolation await the unfurling again of
their free-trade banner. It brings to usa vision of the past—thesilent
wheels, the smokeless stacks, the deserted workshops, the widespread
want of 1857. [Applause.] These calamities seem to have a charm
for the average Democrat equaled only by the charm of wild-cat banks,
half-paid labor, and cheap foreign goods. As to the question of labor
in these haleyon days of Democracy, I speak from personal knowledge
when I say that the strongest and best of laborers were hired on the
farm in those days at $125 to $150 per year, and boarded themselves, and
the same class of hands are to-day receiving from $250 to §300 per year.

What is true of farm laborers, as relates to increase of wages, is true
also in all other branches of industry. No man who has the least
knowledge of the fact will deny that the laborer of to-day is paid an
increase of from 40 to 65 per cent., according to occupation, over what
he was paid in 1857 to 1860. I desire here to submit a table, whichis
the result of careful study and investigation by the Springfield (Mass. )
Republican, showing the per cent. of advance of wages of employés
since the period before the civil war to the present time: Railroads, 35
per cent.; cotton, 50 per cent.; woolen, 65 per cent.; paper, 55 per
cent.; buttons, 55 per cent.; cigars, 50 per cent.; whips, 44 per cent.;
domestics, 65 per cent.; iron, 64 per cent.; wool, 64 per cent.; day
labor, 40 per cent; average of the whole, 52 per cent. But the elo-
gquent and able gentleman from Indiana [Mr. By~uar] would tell us,
as he did in his address to this House on the 26th of last month:

That labor is as much a commodity selling in the market as the materials to
be worked up. Ifthed d is great wages will go up; if the demand fsamall
wages will go down.

Does the gentleman stop to reflect that it is protection which creates
the demand for the labor?

No one, even of the most radical free-{rade econvictions, has asserted
on this floor that protection does not build up and sustain manufact-
ures and other industries which demand the labor of many thous-
ands of men. It is the creator of demand for labor, and therefore the
creator of wages, high or low, as the tariff itself is high or low. No
one who admitsthat demand regulates wages and that a tariff createsthe
demand can arrive at any other conclusion. There is but one side,
then, of this question for the laboring man, and that is the side that
gives him the wages. That free trade or a duty for revenue only will
create a demand for Iabor no one upon this floor has had the temerity
to assert. That point has been studiously avoided by all who have
maintained the free-trade side of this question. It is the missing link
in their chain of argnment.

What is to become of the laboring man when the demand for his
services is snperseded by foreign labor expended upon imported goods
is a question of graver importance than that of a few cents on a bolt
of cloth or a barrel of salt. The labor question has become a most im-
portant factor in our system of government and no innovation shonld
be made which in any way affects this question withont carefully
ascertnining beyond a peradventure that the change will be in accord
with the labor interests of the country. Yet it is proposed by this bill
now under consideration to remove the protective duties in whole
from many important industries in which thousands of onr counfry-
men are employed, and to materially rednce protection on others, the
inevitable result of which will be the destruction of those industries

and shutting out of employment thousands of men who are now earn-
ing a comfortable living. As a reimbursement for all this loss and in-
dustrial distarbance they are told that a limited number of manu-
factured articles which they may desire to buy can be purchased a few
cents cheaper in consequence of the adoption of free-trade principles.

Do gentlemen ever reflect that the guestion of cheapness is not the
all-important question with the laboring man? The question of em-
ployment at good wages is of far greater importance tohim. None are
less inclined to higgle over prices than he. None are more willing to
live and let live than he. Something to buy with is what concerns
him most. Goods may be cheap, they may be offered at half p but
what advantage is that tq the man who is ont of employment and out
of money? The fact that goods are cheap only adds to his aggrava-
tion. No gentleman on the free-trade side of this question, who has
referred to the protection on farm products, has failed to assert that the -
duty on them does not add to their market value, except in the single
case of wool. If this be true, then the laboring man can expect no re-
duction in the prices of articles that go upon histable. If this be true,
beef and pork and bread and butter and all other articles of like kind,
which make up the most expensive part of his purchases, will remain
the same as to-day, while, if the most that is claimed for free trade be
true, he may expect to obtain his wearing apparel a few dollars cheaper
per year than nnder protection.

But this ean not apply to cotton goods, for they are already cheaper
in this country than in any other partof the world. Inany event,the
pro reduction must be confined to woolen Now, if it be
true that free wool is the panacea which shall cure all his ills, the
sovereign and only remedy provided for his relief, let us see how great
that relief will be. The present duty on wool is about10cents. Ina
suit of woolen goods there are from 3 to 7 pounds of wool. Ifall be
true that the free-traders say, the suit costs about 50 cents more than
it should under free trade. Allowing two full snits each year, $1 would
be saved to the laboring man by free wool. And to save this §1 he is
asked to join in a crusade against the manufacturing interests of the
country, by which his wages will be reduced at least one hundred
times that amount, and mostlikely he will be thrown out of emploment
altogether.

It has been uniformly urged on the other side of this House that the
manufacturer absorbs all the benefits of protection and that he does
not permit them to extend to the laborer. Might we not right here
urge with equal force that in case the duty is removed from wool the
manufacturer will absorb all the benefits and that he will not permit
them to extend to the purchaser, so that after all the §1 to be saved may
prove to be only a myth? While I do not want to be understood as
saving that free wool alone would bring about this reduction in wages,
I do want to be understood that whenever you strike down one of the
great protected industries of this country all others must go with it.

The American system of protection is one wherein every industry is
interrelated with and interdependent nupon every other. Each indus-
try stands as a pillar in a structure. Let some free-trade Samson pull
down one of these pillars and the whole temple of American industry
must fall, When this American system is destroyed lahor in Europe
and in this country must stand on the same level as to wages.

In this connection I submit a few tables taken from a most valuable
hook, entitled ** Wages, Living, and Tariff,”” by E. A. Hartshorn, toshow
what that labor level will be. The current wages paid in flax and hemp
spinning mills in Great Britain and in this country are:

New York. | England.
Per day. Per day.
Spinners, women $1.00 30
Twisters, .85 .28
Rovers, wi .75 .28
SPTedOrs, WOIDMAKL i o\ 1 it ias ea rmssstd oottt h et sh s sosien mrmosiia 1,00 .30
Card feeders, women “ .55 .30
Overseers, men 3.00 1.40
Hgeklers, men...... 2,00 .85
Children .40 .08
Newarlk, Paisley.
Per week. Per werlk.
Cop-winders $8.00 §3.50
Finishers 5.50 2.50
Reelers ... 8,00 4.25
Spoolers A A R N e S R T B 8.00 3.25
Foremen 20,00 7.00
Pickers .. 7.00 4.12
Hank-winders 7.00 3.7
New York. | SBcotland,
Wool-sorters Per weck. | Por week.
Overseer, $18.00 §7.50
A e 12,00 5.50
. Dyers, men . 7.00 3.7
Card &
Overseer...... 20. 00 16.50
Card-tenders, girls 4.00 2
Spinning | |
Owi — 18. 00 7.50
Men | 12.00 | . b
Boys | 4.00 1.50
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New York, | Scotland.
Wi ng: week. Per week,
verseer $18.00 §7.50
Dresser-tenders :
Men AL B0 | [eememsepa e
B LT e e R e R LI R e ) e o Ao L e
Children 3.50 to 4.00 1.50
Wea 1
Overseer “80. 00 16.50
Reantd ¥ 1 13‘ m 7_ m
W BRVEIS.. i el 10.00 3.7
Finishing:
Overseer... 55.00 15. 00
LT T T SRR M T I ORI 7.50 3.75
8.00 3.75
Giggers and fullers ......... 7.50 3.75
New York. | Bolton
Per week. | Per week.
Card-grinders, men §8.238 $5.59
Card-strippers, men 7.86 5.50
Slubber-tenders, girls 6.00 4.36
Mule-spinners, men 10, 50 5,95
Frame-spinners, girls. 4.50 2,31
T TRDPEEN BTN 5 L oo i psimadiinovnals cusmmnt s abs o iins o s i 6.00 4,22
Weavers, men, per loom 1.30
Weavers, girls, per loom, §8 oF .......ccceinmsnen coerinisnnsnns .00 |
m jobbers, men 12.25 9. 00
Mule overlookers, men 18.00 10.22
Mechanics, average 13,00 7.54
Engine drivers 18,00 10,22
Fir average 8.40 5.00

Comparative rales of weekly wages paid in Europe and in the United States in 1878,

|Condensed from the Report of the Secretary of State on the State of Labor in
t]iurt;% ]derlved from facts reported by the United States consuls, Washing-
n, 1573,

1o
United States.
g
Occupations. = -
pal g i l? 5] g g
3 § A IR S A M
Bla. g | & g B £
RlI&|e (S| 3 s P 5}
Bakers...... [§4.40 84.25 55 isaao $3.90 | 86.50-86.60 | £5-§3 (§8.00-§12.00
Blacksmiths......| 4.40 | 3.90 | 5.45 | 3.55 | 3.94 | 7.04- 8.12 | 10-14 | 9.G0- 12,00
Bookbind 3.72 | 4.55 38289 | 650-7.8! 12-18 | 9.00- 20.00
Bricklayers. 6.00 4.00 (360 | 3.45 | 7.58-9.03| 12-15 | 6.00- 10.50
Cabinet-makers | 4,80 6.00 | 3.97 | 4.95 | 7.70- 8.48 | 9-13 | 7.00- 15.00
Carpenters and
j:?:ers 5.40 | 4.25 | 5.42 | 4.00 | 4.158 | 7.33-8.25 | 9-12 | 7.50- 12.00
Farm labor 8.15 | 2,87 | 3.50 | 3.40- 4.25 |.........o.0fenen
292|260 4.50-5.00| 6- 9| 550 9.00
4,15 | 4.90 | 3.92 | 4.60 | 7.25- 8.16 | 10- 16 | 6.00- 12,00
3.80 | 4.35 | 7.63-10.13 | 10~ 15 | 9.00- 15,00
ooesenees| 5.50 | 8.60 | 3.90 | 7.13- 8.46 | 12- 18 (12.00- 20,00
Printers ..o |sussins 4.62 | 4.70 | 4.80 | 3.90 | 7.52- 7.75 | 8- 18 [12.00- 18.00
Shoemakers. 3.80 | 4.75 1332 14,32 | ........ 7.35 | 12- 18 | 9.00- 18.00
Tailors, 4.10 [ 5,10 | 8,58 | 4.30 | 5.00- 7.30 | 10~ 18 | 6.00- 18.00
Tinsmiths ... 4.50 | 3.90 | 4.40 | 8.65 | 3.60 | 6.00- 7.30 | 10- 14 | 9,00~ 12,00

Mr. Chairman, T hardly need follow this branch of my subject further,
only than toanticipate the charge which may be made that in thelast table
the industries mentioned are but little, if any, influenced by the tariff.
That is true so far as relates to a direct influence, but the indirect in-
fluence of the protective system is in many instances greater than the
direct. Asan illustration: A woolen mill isstarted and a thonsand men
employed at good wages. Theirbenefitis direct, because thatindustry is
protected. But the butcher who feeds them finds a ready market at
good prices, and he too is benefited, though his business is not enumer-
ated on the tariff schedule. So, also, with the carpenter who erects the
building, the workmen who dig the foundation, the artist who does the
painting, the blacksmith who repairs the tools, as also the baker, the

. the hotel-keeper, and hundreds of other avocations not men-
tioned in the tarifflist. Theseall receive an impetus because of the men
employed, and their benefits are indirect. Nor do the benefits of that
woolen mill just mentioned stop with those who are benefited seconda-
rily. Itcontinuesto others who move up and take the places of those
employed, and so on until many thousands are favorably.affected.

‘When three hundred thousand mills and manufactories of all kinds,
as there are to-day all over this great country, are put in motion, the
effect is felt in the most distant parts and becomes the nourishing life-
blood of the whole people. Nor are the benefits confined to those who
perform manual la or. The school-teacher is better paid, because so
many find employment in other business than his. The doctor finds a
wider scope for his practice, because so many have chosen callings other
than his. The lawyer and the preacher the same; and all are better
paid, because so many others have something to do and something to

with.
pa{ﬁ Chairman, after all we have heard from the gentlemen on the
other side of this Chamber about the deplorable condition of our peo-
ple under what they have chosen to call a robber-tax, we instinctively

turn to them and survey their condition. We find a greater number
of the laboring people owners of their owns homes than in any other
country upon the face of the earth. They wear better clothes and are
supplied better at their tables, and are better educated and paid than
the laboring people of any other country. We can not exaggerate by
saying that the American laborer has the comforts of life as well as
many.of the lnxuries in larger quantities than any other working peo-
ple. When their families are encountered in the churches or in the
schools or in any of the walks of life no one can determine by their
appearance to what class they belong—whether poor or rich. They do
not look like a people who were robbed. They themselves know to
the contrary, as their votes in the industrial States have always testi-
fied. And when we behold the nation’s progress in wealth ‘and all
the elements of civilization during the last twenty-five years we are
indeed lost in amazement.

I shall not attempt to repeat the facts here; suffice to say that even
within the last eighteen years it has beenmore than double that of any
other nation in the world. And all this has been done notwithstanding
the so-called robber-tariff tax of which we hear so much. The gentle-
man from Texas, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means,
says it has been done in spite of the tariff. Does any man, even the gen-
tleman from Texashimself, believe it? Does any man believe that with-
out protection the mining interestsof iron ore would have increased 110
per cent. since 1870, coal 66 per cent., and many other industries in like
proportion? Does any man believe that under free trade any judicions
business man would have put a dollar into manufacturing enterprises
in this country while he could have carried on such industry in England
at a labor cost of 25 per cent. to 100 per cent. less than here? The cost
of ocean transportation can not be offered as an obstacle in the way of
English competition. If I have been correctly informed, the rocks that
pave the streets of New Orleans were brought from England as ship-
ballast in ships used in the cotton trade.

I have no doubt that the English manufacturers would gladly lay
down their goods in our country free of the cost of transportation.
They could well afford to do it, for the monopoly of the American mar-
ket would amply reimburse them. Every American citizen should
spurn it. I for one do not want it. I would rather see the skies of
Tennessee and Pennsylvania darkened with the smoke of their fur-
naces; I would rather hear the clatter of their machinery and behold
their industrial classes employed at good wages than to have English
goods thrown upon our shores at any price, however cheap, And now,
Mr. Chairman, as to the farmer, who seems to be made the burden of
complaint by the gentlemen on the other side. Why all these tears for
the farmer? Why this lamentation, while at the same time you persist
in removing the duty on foreign wool? Wool is the only farm product
which you admit to be enhanced in value by the tariff. I want to say
to you, gentlemen, that the farmers are asking none of your sympathy.
They know your hands are against them, and the only favor they ask
of you is not to insult their intelligence with the specious assumption
that they are so ignorant as to believe in your theories or trust to the
promises which you hold out to them with one hand while you tear
down their industry with the other. Put up the duty on wool instead
of taking off what it now has, and you will give them some reason to
believe in your wisdom and sincerity. The farmer is not dead to his
interests. He knows better perhaps where they lie than the men who
are assuming to champion his canse. Butlittle if any complaint comes
from him of the high prices alleged to have arisen by reason of the

tariff,

Of all the petitions which have reached my table in the last four
years, not one has come from a farmer asking for the reduction of the
tariff on wool or on any other article. He knows there is not an arti-
cle of clothing or machinery or tools for the farm that is not cheaper
to-day than it was in the free-trade days of 1860. He knows, too,
that there has been a gradual and continuous cheapening of goods and
manufactured articles of all kinds from 1860 down to the present time.
He knows that the lives of our fathers and mothers, which were so full
of toil at the loom, the spinning-wheel, and other tedious, dreary forms
of labor, have, through the fostering care of our protective system, been
rendered comparatively happy and easy, so that where once was heard
the monotonous clinking of the shuttle are now heard the sweet tones
of the organ and the piano. Books and mewspapers have faken the
place of knitting-needles and spinning-wheels, The farmers of the
country have taken their places upon a higher and better plane of cult-
ure, from which they do not propose to be lured by the siren notes of
the free-trader. y

We hear but little complaint from them of high prices of things which
they have to buy. ! .

A first-class double-spring-seated farm wagon finished, in better style
than were the carriages of our fathers fifty years, ago now sells at $65
retail; Fitchburg cassimere, 85 cents per yard; cashmerets, 35 to 38 cents
a yard; best standard sheeting, 8 cents per yard; good calicoes, 41 to 6%
cents per yard; nails, 3 cents per pound, and all others of the real nec-
essaries of farm life at the same low rates. Thanks, gentlemen, re-
strain your sympathy; bestow it where it will be more appropriate and
better appreciated. What the farmer most desires is a good market.
What he has to buy is not a question so serious with him as what he
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has to sell. If you will only give him a good market in which to sell
his products, make his market as easy of access and as convenient as
are his places of purchase, he will ask no odds in the battle of life.
This is fast becoming the case now under the benign influences of the
American system of protection. The great cities of Chicago, 8t. Louis,
and Kansas City are fast becoming the leading markets of the world.

The great State of Illinois is one vast work-shop. Missouri, with her
rich mines of iron, coal, and zine, is only held back by the mirage of
free trade. Kansas is rapidly following with her smelting fornaces,
glass factories, foundries, and machine-shops. The farmer of the West
weleomes them as the best friends of his interests. In them heseesa
market which is far preferable to that of London, 4,000 miles away.
Engaged in these industries he sees thousands of consumers employed
who are his customers, and who, if not so employed, would be his com-
petitors in agricultural pursuits, thus doubling the productions of the
farm, which must necessarily result in an over-supply of the home
market of all such commodities as the farmer produces. Thus his home
market is destroyed, his prodnction doubled, and he driven to markets
beyond the sea, where with a vast surplus he must come into compe-
tition with the cheapest labor of the world. Gentlemen tell us that
the London market governs the price of our farm products. London
ean fix the prices of our products only so long as she pays more thanis
paid in America.

The American market has to gain but 4 per cent. on the farm pro-
ductions of the conntry to make the home demand equal to the home
supply, and then not London but our own home demand will control
the prices of all home products. The farmers of this country want to
hasten that time. Every interest impels them to it. Every patriotic
impulse urges it npon them. They want neither English markets nor
English goods, and will hail with delight the day when weshall have
only American markets and American goods. [Applanse.] I for one
am ready to put up the fences around the outside and nail up the gates.
Gentlemen have talked upon this floor about giving the farmers the
world’s market as if our protective tariff had shut them out from
the markets of the world. Such talk is absolutely silly. 'We haveno
export duty. The products of this country can leave our shores with-
out the least obstruction. The markets of the world are before them,
such as they can get into.

But we find an economicsystem much like ourown surroundingevery
country in Europe except England, and even she is not ahsolutely free,
for she collects $100,000,000 annually. Were we toadopt absolute free
trade not a single market of the world would be freer to us than it is
to-day. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. By~Nua], in his remarks on
this floor on the 26th of April, declared that our tariff rendered manu-
factured products so expensive that we cannot sell them at competitive
prices in foreign markets. Is the gentleman aware that many of our
most valuable products, such as steel, ete., are taken in the raw state
from the mines and that nothing but labor is employed to convert them
into manufactured products, and the fact that the articles when manu-
factured have profection does not prevent them being sold in foreign
or home markets just the same as ifp unprotected ?

To be more explicit, if a home manufacturer have a crate of pottery
worth $90, and there is a duty of $10 a crate on pottery, which added
to the $90 would make the selling price $100, that wounld not prevent
the home manufacturer selling his crate in a foreign market at its
actual value, which is $90, if he chose to do so. The gentleman’s
argument is in a great measure fallacious, for it can not apply to those
products into which nothing but labor enters, nor can itapply to goods
manufactured from cotton or other materials of which we are export-
ers, as the duty on such materials does not affect the price. Mr. Chair-
man, England is the only nation in Europe that makes any pretense to
free trade. Does any one believe she adopted that policy through any
feeling of brotherhood for the balance of the world? Does any one be-
lieve that she did so through any feeling of brotherly love for America?
To say so would be to stultify the history of that people in their rela-
tions to this country.

For eight hundred years England maintained the most inflexible bar-
riers of protection; and not protection only, but in many articles their
exclusive policy amounted to prohibition, preventing entirely the im-
portation of such things as came in competition with her own indus-
tries. Even while the American colonies were dependencies of Great
Britain she prohibited the exportation of Americansogar exceptin En-
glish vessels, which were compelled to discharge their cargoes in English
ports; and so jealous was she of her own colonies that she made it a
capital offense to transport sheep from England to America, in order
that she might keep down the American wool industry.

Skilled mechanies were prohibited under penalty of death from emi-
grating to America. The shipment to America of looms and other ma-
chinery for manufacturing the various textiles was prohibited nunder
heavy penalties. Lord Chatham declared at one time that the Ameri-
cans ought not to be permitted to manufacture even so much as a hoot
nail; and the English Parliament, that great body to which English-
men delight to point, came within three votes of passing a bill by which
evegl;\mencun industry was to be laid waste by English soldiery, and
all this while the American colonies werestill British possessions. Does

any man believe that a nation guilty of these flagrant ontrages against
her own colonies would have her conscience aroused with sentiments
of benevolence and philanthropy after those colonies had become an in-
dependent power and had stricken off the galling restrictions and pro-
hibitions of the mother country ? Are gentlemen so stupid as to sup~
pose that England has changed her policy as a measure of brotherly
love for us? .

England does nothing for love; she doesall things for money or other
substantial gain. When she had finally converted her whole island
into a workshop; when she had become an industrial giant, eapable of
competing with the balance of the world; when she discovered that
she must import food products valued at $200,000,000, and raw material
for manufacture to the amountof $650,000,000; when she became aware
that she needed a market abroad of $1,200,000,000 annually for her
manufactured products; when she knew that to ship manufactured
products to England would be like ‘‘carrying coals to Newecastle,'
then it was, and then only, Mr. Chairman, that she found it to herin-
terest to abolish her protective system and ask the balance of the world
to do likewise. England accumulated her wealth and strength under
a protective tariff r?gime. Free trade as yet is not her settled policy.
It is but an experiment, and it is one, too, against which many of her
wisest statesmen are opposed. Sir Edward Sullivan a few years ago
said:

Thirty years ago England had almost a monopoly of the manufacturing in-
dustries of the world ; she produced everything in excess of her consumption,
other nations comparatively nothing. The world was obliged to buy from her
because it could not buy anywhere else. The discoveries of gold and steam
mensely increased the demands and the purchasing power of the world, and
consequently the demand for the produets of England. Her wealth increased
by leaps and bounds that were bewildering; she was intoxicated with suecess;
with her immense accumulated wealth, her machinery, her coal, her iron, her
insular position, she thought herself unassailable; she laughed at the possibility
of foreign competition ; she offered to fight the rest of the world with her right
hand tied behind her back. She said to the world, ** I will receive anything you
can send me without duty,” adding at the same time an expression of hope that
they would in turn receive her goods. But they said, ** No; we ]{Iarj!y avail
ourselves of your kind offer of admitting our go ; eertainly we will send you .
all we possibly can. At present, unfortunately, we have nothing to send; we
can not yet supply our own wants, but when we have more capital and your
machinery nng workmen, we hope to have a large surplus tosend you.” Well,
that was thirty yearsago. Now, France and America and Belgium have got
our machinery and our workmen and ample capital, and they aresendingus a
yearly increasing surplus that is driving our own goods out of our own market,
and every year they are more completely closing their markets to our goods,

The language of Lord Sullivan is the language of thousands of other
Englishmen who believe that England’s interests reqnire the readop-
tion of a judicions protective policy in order to maintain the industrial
supremacy which she has achieved.

And now, Mr. Chairman, about the so-called robber tax on the poor.
man’s blankets. If there is one thing in this discussion which has re-
ceived more attention than another by the Democrats of this House it
is the tariff on blankets. They have abused it more than the tariff on
any twenty other articles on the schedule. The opprobrious epithets
of the English language have been exhausted in denunciation of that
tariff. One would suppose to hear this tirade that a Democrat regards
such tariff’ as surpassed in enormity only by outright murder. But
when we turn to the bill under consideration, which comes from the
Democratic majority of tHe Ways and Means Committee, and which
they ask us to vote for, we find they have placed a tariff of 40 percent.
on blankets. If the tariff on blankets is robbery, why this robber tax
of 40 per cent.? Why does this Democratic committee put but 50
cents on a gallon.of wine and $1 on a $2.50 blanket ?

Thisshows the insincerity of their pretensions. It shows either that
they do not believe what they say, or believing they themselves are
the willing robbers. Why did they not take all the duty off blankets
and put it on whisky and tobacco, if they are sincere inltheir assertion
that those articles shonld bear the burden of taxation?

Mr. Chairman, we have heard so much about tariff taxation upon
the people one would almost suppose that all our State and school and
road taxes were the result of the tariff, while the fact is, there is not
one penny levied upon any man or his property by the tariff outsideof
the importer of foreign goods. You may say the results are the same
as a tax on the people, but it is not a tax on the people; and we think
we are prepared to show that neither the resultsnor principles involved
are thesameasatax. Noone, I presume, disputes the right of the Gov-
ernment to levy a duty upon imported goods for purposes of revenue,
for the protection of American manufactures, for the regulation of com-
merce with foreign nations. The first and second divisions of these
propositions are sanctioned by the plain langnage of the Constitution
and by acts of Congress passed during its first session, while nearly all
were yet living who had been members of the constitutional conven-
tion that framed our present national compact, while many of these
makers of the Constitution were also members of Congress, and, too,
while Washington, who had been president of the constitutional con-
vention, was also President of the United States.

Surely in this presence the institution of the protective system
which has been fortified by legislative enactment from the inception
of our Government down to the present time, can not fail to be in ac-
cordance with the very genius and spirit of the American institutions.
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In connection with the third division of this proposition it is impor-
tant to note a valuable item of histery, cited by Hon. John A. Kasson
in a recent article in the Forum, according to which, in the year 1766,
Benjamin Franklin, when before a committee of the English Parlia-
ment, said: .

Inever heard any objection made in Amerien to the right of Parliamentta
levy duties to regulate commerce.

Again:

The payment of duties to regulate commerce was never disputed.

These early constitutional and legislative predileetions shosw that the

inciple was fundamental in our organic compact, and that the origin
and development of the foreign-commerce clanse of the Constitution
were perfectly normal and necessary. I may say, however, that the
right under the Constitution to levy duties is not now and here a dis-
puted question.

This right is reinforced by a principle which obtains in many of the
States and nearly every incorporated city. The corporate authorities
of the city say to all outsiders, ‘“We have built the city at great ex-
pense; these streets have been paved at the expense of our people; these
magnificent halls and parks are the fruits of the taxation of our persons
and property; everything you see comes from our toil; our merchants
and citizens have borne their share of all this expense; thousands of
people are located here; it is unsurpassed as a market; but before you
can drive in your wagon loaded with the same kinds of goods that are

uced by our artisans or sold by our merchants, and before you ean
permitted to run up ared flag in front of their doors you must

y money into the trensury of this eity for the acquisition of priv
E‘egm ,\:rhi.ch we only have secured at great sacrifice, Iabor, and ex-

Mr. Chairman, this is protection for the city and for the eitizens of
the city, and for the arts and artisans of the eity. No one questions
this right; no one regards it as a fax on the people of that city. The
Republican party of America stands precisely in the relation of the city
and its citizens to the outside world. It says to Europe and to all
cheap-labor countries, ** We have here the best market in the world.
It was established through the toils and hardships of our fathers. It
has been built up and is now maintained by the magnificent pluck and
energy of our people. 'We make more money and spend it faster than
any other nation of equal magnitude on the face of the earth. But be-
fore you, who have no interest whatever in our country; you, whose
hands are rather against us than for us, before you can be permitted
to run in your cheap foreign goods and compete with our own citizens,
you must pay money into the Treasury of the United States.”” This,
Mr. Chairman, is protection to our citizens and to our indusiries. Do
you call that a tax on the people?

But yousay “‘ Theamount paid for the adnission of the goodsisadded
to the price of the goods, and that the eonsumer pays it, and this isa
tax.”’

I know a certain county wherein the farmers believed they were pay-
ing too much for goods. They arganized a co-o ive association,
rented a house, hired a foreman and clerk, and obtained their goods
at a price a large per cent. below what they had been paying for them.
Dare any one say that because the hire of the foreman and clerk and
the rent of the house were computed in fixing the selling prices of
the goods those items were a tax on the stockholders? Any business
man would say that those items were a part of the expense in a busi-
ness transaction for saving or making money. In 1861 the people of
this country, throngh the National Government, entered into a business
arrangement wherein they proposed to lay duties on all foreign goods
which eame into competition with our own productions.

Under that system such goods have gradualiy grown cheaper, year
by year, until an average reduction in prices of 28 per cent. has heen
reached. Our own manufacturing enterprises have been stimulated

-and developed, a higher degree of skill has been attained in every de-
partment, and as a result of this American system we have this mag-
nificent reduction in the prices of our own home manufactures. Dare
any man call that a tax? It would be the sheerest nonsense, and I
have no better name than twaddle for such tirade. It falls beneath
the dignity of argument. We are told, however, that the reduction in
the prices of goods is due to the invention of machinery. Do gentle-
men stop to reflect that the progress of invention is the result of a de-
gire to cheapen production rather than to secure a patent? The pro-
tective tariff is as great a stimulant to the inventor as it is to the man-
ufactarer.

Vill anyman assert that the recent discoveries and inventions for the
manufacture of sugar from mrgIhm would have been made had there
been no protection on sugar? I know something of the gentleman to
whose efiorts we are indebted in a great measure for the development
of the_sorghum-sugar industry. I know that he spent a fine fortune
of his own and risked all that he could get from others, and as a last

. resort came to Congress and through the committee of which I am a
member got further assistance. Will any one tell me that that man
would have done and risked all I have mentioned had sugar not been
on the list? It was becanse ibwas there and because he had
faith in his countrymen that it should remain there; in other words,

because he believed that there was a fortune for him in the manun-
facture of sugar, that this work has been accomplished. Thus it will
be seen that a protective tariff stimulates invention. Under its influ-
ence the greatest proficiency has been attained in machinery and sav-
ing methods.

Mr. Chairman, men have almost recklessly invested their money in
manufacturing enterprises during the last twenty-five years. They
have done so because of their belief that they would havenofso much a
high market to sell in as a fair and steady market, and that their Gov-
ernment would stand over them with the shield of proteetion by which
at no time conld designing capital of Enrope crnsh them by acombined
movement. Under this benign influence millions of dollars have been
invested and millions of men employed directly and indirectly. One
invention has been added to another, waste and loss have been reduced
to a minimum, and by the progress of invention every particle and frag-
ment have been utilized for some beneficent purpose. Competition has
sprung up onall sides. Wages have gone up and prices of goods have
gone down. As a manufhcturing people we are to-day making such
rapid strides that unless some untoward misfortune, such as is implied
in the Mills bill, overtake ns we shall within a decade lead all the na-
tions of the carth.

That a frightful surplus is accnmulating in the Treasury no one will
deny. So far asit has acenmulated through the duties on foreign im-
ports it is the result of our natural relations to the balance of the world.
It could not be otherwise unless we choose to forego all advantages
arising from our isolated condition, the value of our country to foreign-
ers as a market, and the the general prosperity of all who trade with us.
To stop the flow of money to the Treasury would be like stopping the
flow of blood to the heart and the result much the same. The remedy
for theacenmulation of a great surplusis in sending it out again through
proper channels to perform its functions among the people; not by
spending if like silly children, but by wise and judicious investments.
‘What would a good business man do were he so fortunate as to aceu-
mulate in his safe a few thousand dollars more than he needs for eur-
rent outlay? If he were deing business in a rented house he wonld
probably put up one of his own which would be an honor to himself
and an orrament to his town and the erection of which would give
employment to the laboring men of his community.

The Government is to-day deing business all over the land in rented
post-office buildings, many of which, even in cities of great impor-
tance, are inferior wooden structures, liable toburndownat any moment,
and for which, too, exorbitant rents are often demanded. The Gov-
ernment should at once begin the erection of suitable]buildings
for post-offices and other Government purposes in every town
where the Government business has attained any considerable magni-
tude.

Fortifications should be erected on our seacoast to protect our cities
in case of war. I do not believe in war, and as a means of diseo
ing war I want to put ourselves in such condition that no nation wi
consider it safe or profitable to make war upon us. I would build a
navy worthy of the great people that we are, and I would be prepared
to demand that all international differences be settled by lear-
bitration. Iwouldencourage and foster the merchant marine by grant-
ing hounty for every league steamed or sailed in carrying the United
States mails. I would make the bounty sufficiently ample tocarry onr
mail and establish our trade in every nook and corner of the earth. I
am sick of this ecant about the tariff destroying our carrying trade and
thus our merchant marine. Our carrying trade to-day is, according to
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, $1,400,000,000 annually,
whereas it was but $500,000,000 in 1880, an increase of nearly 300 per
cent.

Mr. Chairman, the earrying trade is all right. The only trouble is
that it is carried in British vessels. The British built and armed and
equipped rebel privateers during our civil war, and under the guise of
Confederate eruisers and under the protection of the Confederate flag
they burned, or drove under foreign flags, the whole of onr merchant
marine; and they are now exacting from this country $150,000,000 an-
nually for having thus successfully usurped our earrying trade. Mr.

ai Iwant to see the national Treasury respond liberally to the
demands made upon it to build up and foster onr merchant marine,
whieh, by proper enco ent, would be able to do its full share of
the world’s traflic and secure its full proportion of the world’s wealth _
and lay it down at our doors.

I would see every soldier who served our couniry in the hour of her
dire distress, or his widow, placed upon the pension-roll ab fair rates
for the remainder of life, [Applause.]

After what I have now enumerated, or even half of it, in the way of
appropriate expenditure has been provided for, there will be no oceasion
to destroy our great economic system to get rid of the surplus as the
Demoerats of old burned their to get clear of the rats. Every
dollar will be placed in circulation amoeng the people, and that, too,
through the hands of those who work for wages. business will re-
ceive o new impetus and all departments of industry will flourish with
new-born presperity.

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the time is near at hand when every
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American will fully realize the importance of maintaining onr Ameri-
can protective system, and when the laborer, the capitalist, the farmer,
and the banker, the merchant, and the manuficturer may all unite to
work out the great destiny of our country. [Applanse.] ,

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Mr. Chairmon, I have listened with
some pleasure, and I am glad to think with some profit, to the discus-
sion which has taken place on the pending bill. Freely, frankly, and
gladly Isay this. At the same time I must confess that often, vety
often indeed, have I been amused at the argnments made and ideas
entertained by gentlemen upon the subject of tariff taxation. When
I hear gentlemen say they would protect the wheat-grower, the corn-
grower, the beef and pork fattener, and many other things equally
foolish, my faceinvoluntarily becomes wreathed in broad smiles, which
are beyond n:inpower to suppress. The voicing of such idess leads
me to believe that nothing in the world so much confuses and confounds
the average mind asthe effort to solve the effect of reciprocity privileges
in matters ot {rade.

Sirs, in the industries of this country we have those producing com-
modities which can not in the open markets of the world compete with
similar commodities produced elsewhere. We also have those who
produce commodities which in the open markets of the world can com-
pete. Both these classes of our citizens produee commadities that en-
ter into the traflic and commerce of our people, and are sent from lo-
cality to loenlity, from State to State, and those of one class from
country to country, as the wants of the people of those localities, States,
and countries may demand, always limited, however, by the ability to
buy.

Biesides these we have still others, and these constitute a very large

r cent. of our people, performing that kind of labor which ean only
g: performed in the locality where performed, and with which there can
be no competition except by persons living in the locality where such
labor is required.

All our people are consumers. The man who, by his labor, produces
an article which, regardless of competition, can be sold in our own or
shipped and sold in another country, needs no protection. To talkabout
protecting him is thesheerest nonsense.  After you have protected him
all you can he is still unprotected. All such men are interested in an
unfettered and uninterrnpted commerce.

The man who, however, produces that which can not compete, even
in the markets at home, wants protection. If we are to have the ben-
efit of the products his industry produces he must be But
how much onght he to be protected? More than isnecessary to enable
him to compete with the foreign producer? Notatall. Heshouldbe
protected, if at all, to snch an extent as will enable him to competein
the home market. If he can compete in foreign markets he needs no
protection. !

In all our legislation we must remember that all our people are con-
snmers; that their rights and interests are to be considered. Wemust
remember that a large per cent. of our people are producers of those
things which sell in the open marketsof the world—athome and abroad—
and that their interests are not to be ignored.

Consumerswant the widest market in which tobuy. Producers who
produce those things which sell in open and even-handed competition,
‘want the privilege of the widest marketin which to sell. Ifthe wants
of the consumer are to be curtailed, if the privileges of the unprotected
producer are to be abridged, curtail and abridge those wants and priv-
ileges enough, and only enough, to protect the man who needs protec-
tion. Levy a tariff high enough to afford him such margins as will
enable him to make and sell his Do not make it so high as to
cnt off foreign competition. When you cut off reasonable competition
yon make of him a monopolist. When you have made of him a mo-
nopolist, with all the human natare inherent in the poisoned adder
warmed into life, he turns and smites the hand that furnished the meat
upon which he fed and thereby grew into strength.

‘“ Competition is the life of trade.”” Iwould never losesightof com-
petition. As a protectionist—and I elaim to be one—I would make my
tariff high enough to enable our own people to compete. As a free-
trader—and I claim to be one—I protest against making the tariff so
high as to destroy competition from abroad. To deny protection
at home builds up monopoly abroad; to prevent competition from
abroad builds up monopoly at home. Trade and commerece give em-
ployment to labor, and the most profitable employment that can be
given. To obstruct commerce is a detriment’to every consumer. If
all are eonsumers, then it is a detriment to all. Toobstruct commerece
is not only a detriment to every consumer, but is an additional detri-
ment to every man who produces a surplus of that which is able to
stand eompetition in the open markets abroad—that which could, and
otherwise might, find its way to another land.

I belong to that numerons class of American citizens who believe in
the greatness of our country, and in the greatness of her opportuni-
ties—in many, very many, yes, in the great majority of things, sur-
passing all the balance of the world; with her energies and efliciency
unshackled capable of producing the grandest results.

In the production of all those things wherein we surpass all the rest
of the world we should give ourselves the utmost freedom: while in

those things wherein others surpass us we need not fear the hurtful
influence of giving them a reasonable show of freedom.

With the capacity of producing, and with profit, much that is needed
abroad, we simply fetter our ability to sell by paralyzing their ability
to buy. The manwho hasa thing for sale wants to find a buyer. The
man whowants to buy looks for the man who has for sale. A sale and
a purchase are the counterparts of each other. A sale is the mate of a
purchase. while a purchase is the twin of a sale. Every device that
denies us the right to buy from abroad anything that can be bought
cheaper there than we ean produce it here, only tends to prevent our
selling abroad an equal amountof something that we can produce cheaper
here than it ean be produced abroad.

An individual, a single individual, if he has it to sell, can easily sell
for money more than he buys. Why? DBecause all he has for sale is so
incomparably small in proportion to the ability of the balance of the
world to buy and pay money that he sells with comparatively little
difficulty. The people of a great nation aggregating sixty millions of
people, producing a great surplus and eapable of producing a greater,
find it difficnlt to fall in with persons able to buy. While an individual
may sell more than he buys, if he buys more than he sells hemust have
funds to draw from, a eredit to appeal to, or something that will be ac-
cepted in payment.

If he has no money, no credit, no property to exchange, but has la-
bor to sell, he may sell his labor and buy. Labor being the only thing
he has to exchange for the necessaries of life, refuse to take his labor
and he is unable to buy your goods, unable to buy your spare bread;
refuse to take his labor, and his wife goes without the necessary rai-
ment to keep her comfortable; refuse to take his labor, and his chil-
dren ery for bread toappease their hunger. With want and starvation
staring him in the face, he is ready to work at half price. Yes, rather
than suffer his loving wife to shiver, rather than see his children starve,
he works at quarter price.

With all his labor sold at quarter price he can not buy so very much.
His inability to buy leaves you with an overproduction, Ay, the
overproduction is not an overproduetion; it is an underconsumption.
Plenty of people to consume all that is made and a good deal more if
liberally supplied, and plenty to make more if a price was found for
the labor. The employer can not employ when he finds no market for
bis goods. An unnatural condition of things is brought about by an
nnnatural effort to build up something by legislation, instead of allow-
ing it to be built by reason of the natural demand for it. By such
methods, business, trade, and everything else is depressed becanse of
the obstruction to natural laws.

Theovercrowded populations of Europe, hemmed within circumseribed
limits, handicapped for the want of opportunities, are suffering and starv-
ing for the indispensable necessaries of life, and yet within easy reach
of all those necessaries if a sale for their labor could only be found.
All to gratify the greed of the American cormorant, who is only inter-
ested in shackling labor that he may *‘corner’” some commodity and
give thereto a price higher than it wounld otherwise command, an nn-
natural selling price.

After thus philosophizing, Mr. Chairman, let us inquire how it is
thatthe peopleof one country trade with the people of another country,
and what are the ordinary means and usual methods of carrying on
this trade. The merchants of one country buy from and sell to the
merchants of the other country. Each buys what his customers need
and are able to pay for; not just what their customers want, but what
they are able to pay for. Tell me, sirs, that money is so plentiful
in any country that the people can ad libitum pay money! If they
lmt?o not pay money they must go in debt or sell the product of their

ML

The people of one country rarely become in debt to the people of
another country for the little current trade thus taking place from day
to day, from week to week, and from year to year, by sending back
and forth the things as needed. These little balances are paid and set~
tled without passing money. Noindebtedness is suffered, except for
short intervals. If any considerable indebtedness is incurred, it is
by reason of the fact that the wealthy people of one country make loans
for the purpose of making public improvements in the other eountry,
or for the purpose of enabling the people of the other country to
onwar, or by making investments in such other conutry for their own
individual purposes, -

In making these loans the money is not sent over, but the material
i3 bought and sent over with which to make the improvement, or the
supplies tocarry on the war are likewise bonght and sent over.

England, by reason of her great wealth, in this way has made loans
to many of the people elsewhere. And, generally speaking, not ex-
actly loans, but they invest in stocks and become themselves the own-
ers of the foreign properties. A few years ago we were importing
more than we were exporting. All arising out of the fact that for-
cigners were taking stock in ourrailroads then being built. Now they
%m receiving their dividends by an excess of exports being sent them

¥ us.

By reason of these investments England sent forlong years more exports
than she brought home imports. Now, by reason of the payment of
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interest and of dividends, and of the receipt of incomes from foreign
properties, she is importing largely more than she is exporting. Since
1871 her imports have exceeded her exports more than $400,000,000
per annum, and yet, in the face of all this, she has during the same
period of time imported more gold and silver than she has exported by
more than §100,000,000,0r an average of more than $5,000,000 per an-
num.

I mention this becanse the great idea of business with many people
is to sell, and sell for money only; take nothing in exchange but money.
Confine trade to such narrow limits and it is gone; it comes to a dead
standstill, The history of trading between all nations shows that
countries that do not produce the precious metals, gold and silver,
and countries that produce less of these metals than their proportion-
ate part based upon their wants, needs, and capabilities, as compared
with the wants, needs, and capabilities of other countries, always im-
port more gold and silver than they export, while countries that pro-
duce more of these metals than their proportionate part, considering
their wants, needs and capabilities, always export more than they im-
port. The United States, prior to 1849, the date of its becoming a
precions-metal-producing country, imported more than she exported,
while since she has exported very much more than she has imported.
To give exact figures—taken from the American Almanac—the United
States, for the twenty-five years ending June 30, 1849—

Imported (gold and silver) $258, 820, 276
Re-exported {fomi‘gn} $165, 565, 529
Exported (Qomeslio)..... ..o imumiarsssassssmsmssssssns sssssssnsnns 24, 300, 529
Total exported 189, 865, 058
Excess of imports (twenty-five years) 68, 955, 218

Excess averaging more than two and three-fourths millions per an-
nom.

From June 30, 1849, to June 30, 1887, we imported gold and silver... §987,450, 431
RE-0XPOTEd (FOTRIRT) tuusessanreseresssmeoesussasessssssssessassses §323, 541,197
Exported (domestic) ..... 1, 518, 631, 834
e bt VR gy e R Gl e S e e - 2,141,173, 031
Deduct total imports..........cccesmememrenar 937, 450, 431
Excess of exports. 1,208, 722, 600
Average annual exports 56, 346, 658
Average annual imports 24, 669, 748
Average annual of exporta 31, 676, 910

I present these fignres simply to show, if we are capable of produc-
ing large quantities of ““stuff”’ that might be sold abroad but we re-
fuse to so sell unless we are paid money, we are simply shutting the
doors of commerce in our own face. The fact is that we are producing
more than 30 per cent. of all the gold produced in the world and more
than 40 per cent. of all the silver so produced—from seventy to one
hundred million of dollars per annum out of about two hundred millions,
What we donot produce is mostly produced in Australia, Mexico, and the
South American countries, The European countries, countries in which
we find the most and best market for our us, are not money-produc-
ing countries, and consequently are unable to buy withmoney. This
makes it impossible to sell to them for money. They are money-im-
porting and not money-exporting countries. The fact that we produce
such a large per cent. of the gold and silver produced in the world makes
it impossible for usto import more gold and silver than we export. The
inevitable laws of trade decree otherwise. For short seasons, sometimes
for two or three yearsat a time, this rule may be reversed, but it will
Jater on average itself up. You had just as well try to dam up the
Mississippi River at flood-tide with the that vegetate npon its
banks as to change the current of this natural law. If; therefore, we
would sell our products abroad we must not be afraid of buying from
abroad, becanse the only thing with which most foreigners can buy is
with the product of their labor.

I have taken from pages 110 and 314 of the American Almanac cer-
tain figures from which I have formed the table marked Table A and
made a part of my remarks. In said table is shown in one column
the amount of money, gold and silver, in most all the countries of
the world, andin another column the imports of said countries for the

iod of one year. By comparing these two columns together it will
g:naeen that with the exception of Japan, British India, Spain, France,
Mexico, and Portugal not a single one of the rest could buy at the rate
they bought for the year reported for a whole year if compelled to buy
with money only. The money—

Months,
In Germany would last her....... ...... 4
In Belgium Bl
In Great Britain and Ireland 5
In Italy 5

In all others less than five months, aside from those above excepted.
And in those the money would last longer simply because they do not
buysomunch. Japan especially isa very exclusive government, never ex-
actly fencing herself in by walls like China, but almost as exclusive in
her interconrse with others.

The following is Table A, to which I have referred.

TABLE A.
Amountof
Amount of
T Amount of goldand
Name of country. imports. ggilﬁ_g:’ld silver per
! ecapita.,

Argentine Republic.............coconsmeneinnsnnnne| §117,123,120 £9, 000, 000 £3.54
Australasia......... 298, 663, 465 000, 000 25,01
Austrin-Hungary 217,438, 850 , 500, 000 3.51
Belginm,, 283, 650, 000 500, 000 23,93
Bolivia 6, 150, 000 000 2.82
Brazil.. 103, 691, 240 |........ P
Canadn 104, 424, 661 8.07
Central AMErioh...... sesssssmiessensissssssssrmenslonsnrs saines .98
b R P R R | 52,888,846 2.47
Colombia | 12,504,000 1.50
b 3 22,07
Denmark 000 8.74
France 000 389.41
Germany. s 000 12.81
Great Britain 000 19.31
resce i 5,404, 000 2.78
Hayti 4,780, 600 8.36
India, British ...... 355, 608, B62 |1, 027, 000, 000 4.07
Italy 515, 368, 950 | 220, 000, 000 7.78
Jupﬁ_u 32, 660, 390 | 139, 468, 000 3. 80
Mexico. e 40,285,860 50, 000, 000 5.23
Netherlands, 453, 627, 840 74, 459, 000 B34
Peru ... 19, 250, 000 1, 882, 000 .62
Portugal 10, 563, 448 40, 000, 000 8.79
Russin 304, 406,528 | 119, 769, 000 1.21
Spain 111,787,910 | 200, 000, 000 12.08
Sweden and NOTWAY ..ovvmmsssssmnsssnsssnnsss| 9, 452, T60 17, 939, 000 2.77
Bwiteerland .. ..cccicicsirisesrssastisnssiosss 197, 630, 185 81,700, 000 1L14
DU RN i st vensmmecrys 87,272, 845 74, 800, 000 3.00
37 g R R S et AN S SR T 25, 275,340 5, 601, 000 2.28
v Pl e T T B, 000, 000 1.86

Our best market is England, to which we sell more than 50 per cent.
of our exports; to Germany, France, Belgium, and other European
countries fully 30 per cent. of the other 50. Yet there are men on
this floor following the lead of the Plumed Knight, who would break
down our trade with these countries, and at the expense of so doin,
make strained efforts at reciprocity treaties with South American an
other new conntries, so as to enable their constituents to exchange
their manufactured produets for the agricultural products of snch new
countries.

All that portion of our people who produce that which will sell, not
only in our own markets, but in the markets of other countries, are in-
terested in removing all obstacles that shackle commerce and trade.
If we have those among us who produce that which can not be sold
abroad, ay, that which in the open markets at home cannot even stand
the competition of foreign goods, they are of course interested in plac-
ing obstructions in the way of competition from abroad. Soat last it
depends altogether on where we live, and in what business we are en-
gaged, whether in Pennsylvania or Indiana, in a locality that must
needs beg quarter for their goods or in a locality that sends its goods
into the broad markets to compete with everybody, as to whether we
are interested in fettering trade, If that which Indianians have for sale
can stand the competition not only at home but abroad, she wants an
open field.

If that which certain individuals in Pennsylvania produce can not
compete abroad, nor even at home, withount fettering commerce, those
individuals are of course interested in fettering commerce.

If we would sell to England, France, Germany, Belgium, and other
European countries, we must make them able to buy. In the very
nature of things they can not buy with money. They use gold and
silver in the fine arts, and then there are ‘‘ wear and tear’’ in that
they have. Notbeing precious-metal-producing countries, they are com-
pelled to buy their money.

In the fine arts gold and silver are used in making watches, jewelry,
plated ware, and many other things. Pages 78 and 79 of the report of
the Director of our own Mint shows that in 1885 we used in the fine
arts $11,152,120 of gold and $5,198,413 of silver. Some years we use
as much as $20,000,000. The loss annually of gold and silver by fric-
tion and by use in the fine arts is almost equal to the annual output
of all the mines of the world. The increase of output does not more
than keep pace with the increase of wealth, population, and of business
necessities. An unusual output has more of a tendency to go into the
fine arts than to swell circulation.

My distinguished colleagne, who has so long and so ably represented
the Sixth Indiana distriet upon this floor [Mr. BROWNE], told us a few
days ago that ‘‘free tradeis only safe between nations having equal in-
dustrial conditions. The nation possessing industrial advantages al-
ways destroys or cripples the trade of its weaker and less fortunate
rival.” In my judgmentthe industrial conditions in our own country
are inferior to none, and on his own theory we ought to court free
trade with every nation, but I deny that free trade with each other
hurts either, so long as the weaker is not yoked to the strougar, and
compelled todo its trading there. If there be other places with which
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it can trade and is denied that right and compelled to trade with the
stronger, then the stronger puts the weaker to the wall. What is true
between nations is equally true between States. The mere fact of the
jurisdictional line dividing the two being in the one case aline between
nations wholly separate and independent of each other, or aline between
States only partially separate and independent of each other, makes no
sort of difference whatever.

Pennsylvania possesses superior advantages to Indiana in some
things—coal and iron ore—and may be said to possess superior indus-
trial advantages, and by reason thereof to be the superior of Indiana in
‘‘industrial relations.’”” The fact that free trade exists between Penn-
sylvania and Indiana hurts neither, but it is the yoking of Indiana to
Pennsylvania and compelling Indiana to buy Pennsylvania’s iron,
instead of allowing Indiana the unobstructed privilege of buying else-
where. Pennsylvania has iron ore, coal, timber, good soil, and sub-
stantially everything we have in Indiana, her coal and iron ore being
of a superior quality and more cheaply mined, and because of this far
surpasses Indiana in, her ability to make cheap iron, and she is the
equil of Indianain all the other items., Such being the case, she comes
to Indiana and says:

““ Let us form a compact; let’s develop our resources and diversify
our industries. If you will agree to pay us a little more for iron than
you can buy it of England, that will enable us successfully to go into
the business and develop the trade. But after being developed you
must still continue to buy our iron.”

Indiana says: ** Well, you buy our wheat, beef, pork, and agricult-
ural implements, and we will do it.”’

**Oh.”” says Pennsylvania, **we can’t do that.
wheat, beef,
want,’?

* Well,”” says Indiana, *‘unless you take our wheat, our beef, our
pork, and our agriecultural implements we will not have anything with
which to pay you.”

* Never mind, never mind,”’ says Pennsylvania. *‘ You sell your
wheat, your beef, your pork, and agricultural implements to the fel-
lows in Europe for money; this will enable you to pay us money."’

**Yes,”’ but says Indiana *‘ those fellows in Europe, I am afraid, have
no money; I understand they have none, but plenty of labor to produce
the iron, and you know at last it is simply swapping labor.”’

**Oh, oh, oh, come,’”” says Pennsylvania, ‘‘I see yon don’t under-
stand this question. The fellows in Europe can sell their iron some
place else and get the money."”’

x5 Bgu‘!i, " retorts Indiana, ‘‘ where is she going to find a market for her
iromn:

**Oh, pshaw !’ says Pennsylvania, “‘ that don’t make any difference.
She will find some place. Giveyourselfno trouble about that. Come,
come; we will pile up the money here at home; that is what we are
after. It will do usall good. We are ready to do the fair thing.??

Yes, the proposition of the white man to the Indian to divide the
game was equally fair when he said, *‘I will take the turkey and you
may have the buzzard, or you may have the buzzard and I will take
the turkey.”’

And here is the unequal contest to which the gentleman of pig-iron
fame from Pennsylvaniainvites my colleague [ Mr. Beow~E], whosedis-
trict is an agricultural district and also a manufacturing district, but
manufactures only that which will stand competition, not only at home,
but also from abroad. The clever, whole-souled, good fellow that my
colleague is, because of hisenthusiasm on thesubject of diversifying our
industries and making our country great, walks right up to the yoke
made to work on him, and allows his Pennsylvania friend to place it
upon his neck, and then, like a dumb driven ox, submits to its galling
influence.

My distinguished colleagne further says: :

The intelligent farmer knows that the poliuﬁitnlfnt gives the couniry an ex-
tended and diversified industry is beneficial to 5

Yes, when the Revolutionary war closed and we became a separate
and independent power on the face of the earth, the thirteen colonies,
with the territory ceded therewith, aggregated about 800,000 square
miles. Soon thereafter, in 1803, that far-seeing statesman, Thomas
Jefferson, made the famous Lonisiana purchase, by which we acquired
800,000 miles more of territory, thus enlarging our opportunities for
extending and diversifying our industries.

In 1819 we took in Florida with 60,000 square miles adapted to
orange culture, by which our industries were extended and diversified.
Again in 1845, Texas with her 265,000square miles became an easy ac-
quisition; then by the Ashburton treaty our claim to the Oregon ter-
ritory with its 310,000 square miles wasacquiesced in—bcth largely ex-
tending our ability to diversify our industries. Then. as a result of
the Mexican war the Rocky and trans-Rocky Mountain country, with

* its auriferous and argentiferous products came to us, containing over
500,000 more square milesof territory. Then New Mexico withits 56,000
square miles was purchased. Here was cheap land, and that gave us
not enly gold and silver, but cheap wool; then came Alaska giving us
the seal fisheries, ete. But what more benefit was all this than it wounld
have been under a foreign government, with the privilege granted and
permanently secured to us of free ingress and egress and right to oc-

XIX—258

We can raise all the
and pork, and make all the agricultural implements we

cupy and own the soil and trade back and forth without let or hin-
derance?

If diversified industry is a thing to be acquired by legislation, then
the more legislation the better. The nearer brought home to our own
doors the better. Tet us change our Federal Constitution and allow
States to obstruct the right ofits citizens to purchase from other States,
Let the States so amend their constitutions as to allow counties and
townships the right to obstruet the purchase of things not made within
their own little narrow limits, While my people have more interests
in common with the people of Pennsylvania than with Europeans,
they have more interests in common with other citizens of Indiana than
with thecitizens of Pennsylvania; and while they have more interests
in common with other citizens of Indiana than withthose of Penn-
sylvania, they have more in common with those found within the con-
fines of the counties in which they live, and still greater when narrowed
down to township limits.

Indianians have a common interest in their State government and
in the raising of funds to carry on the same. The residents of the
county have the same interest, and a still further interest, in common
in their own county affairs and in the raising of funds to provide for
those affairs; and the citizens of the township have those same inter-
ests and also have still the farther interests in common in township
and municipal affairs and in the raising of funds to supply the sinews
of war right at home.

‘We do not so much ohject to paying taxes for the general goodof In-
dianians, and less to paying taxes for the general good of those resi-
dents of the county, and still less to paying taxes for the general good
of those residing in our township or city. But the Lord deliver us
from paying taxes to build up and diversify Pennsylvania industries, -
and to put shekels into the pockets of a few dozen barons rich ina
few hundred furnaces. Will my distinguished friend from Indiana
offer a proposition to so amend the Federal Constitution as to give States
the right to collect customs duties, and invite his Pennsylvania brethren
to contemplate the change?

While we are greatly interesled in wishing Pennsylvania well, my
pecple are more concerned about where they can get their iron cheaper, .
and still more concerned about where they can the better exchange
their own labor therefor, because at last if they can not swap their labor
they are unable to buy. If they can swap a dollar’s worth of labor for
a dollar’s worth of European labor, they are not entirely satisfied to
give a dollar and a half’s worth of labor to Pennsylvanians for what
ought to be worth only a dollar, and if they can not even swap the
dollar and a half’s worth to Pennsylvania for the dollar’s worth, because
Pennsylvania does not want and has no use for the dollar and a half’s
worth, they are without the means to buy.

My distinguished colleague further says:

Duties should be inereased, and particularly on rye, wheat, and potatoes, cab-
bage and other vegetables.

If my colleague thinks he can catch any of his constituents by the
soft sop of increasing the duty on wheat he has a very low estimate of
their intelligence. To say that he made the statement ‘‘ to supply
the home demand’’ for correct ideas would be to say the ‘‘ home de-
mand”’ is more in need of protection for intelligent school-teachers to
diversify their ability to teach a little common sense. Canada is the
only country {rom which we could import wheat successfully, and ours
is the only country that can export wheat successfully to Canada. We
charge a duty of 20 cents a bushel against them; they charge a duty of
25 cents per bushel against us. Asarevenue measure this will do, but
as a measure of protection, just to keep the two peoples from trading
with each other, how foolish. Each country raises a surplus and that
surplus finds a market in Europe. While my colleague from Indiana
would protect rye, wheat, cabbage and other vegetables, other gentle-
men would protect lumber, coal, iron ore, ete. The tariff on these
things is not and never was a protective tariff. On these articles it is
and always was a revenue tariff only.

My colleague quotes from Mr. Converse to show that successful mili-
tary campaigns can not be earried on without woolen clothes for soldiers.

Ay, there is your key-note, and is the only point in the whole line
of argnment in favor of protection; the only argument that has any
pretense of merit, in suffering taxation for the purpose of diversifying
industries. Ifif is war we are preparing for, that is unquestionably a
good argument; and especially if putting wool on the free-list is to
annihilate the sheep. *'In time of peace prepare for war,” is an adage
that found its way into the literature of the world when *‘ war’’ was
the rule and ““peace’’ the exception. 4

In a greatly modified degree that adage still has some force in some
of the European countries. With us it has no force, hecause with our
surroundings and prospects ‘‘ peace’’ may be r ed as the rule and
‘““war’’ as the exception. To tax ourselves heavily for wool and the
prime necessities of life with so little prospect of war and mainly to be
prepared for war is borrowing trouble too far ahead. England has
higher-priced land than we have and has more sheep according to pop-
ulation than we have, and according to territory sixteen times as many,
and yet she puts wool on the free-list. Germanyand France each have
higher-priced land than we have and each have six times as many sheep
according to territory as we have, and yet they each put wool on the
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free-list. If these three first-class European powers, in close proximity
to the warring nations of the world, can thus raise sheep and wool free
and take the risk, why not we? My colleagne further inquired why
coal and iron ore were not placed on the free-list. Ilistened to hear, and
hoped to hear him say, but he did not, that he was in favor of these
materials going on that list. On account of the small value attuched
to coal and iron ore in comparison to the cost of transportation, whether
on or off the free-list could make but little difference the one way or the
other. The tariff on them is a revenue tariff and certainly not a tariff’ for
protection. If placed on the free-list very little more would beimported
than is now imported. The substantial good effect that would have
grown out of it would be the effect it would have in removing the prej-
udice in the minds of many of our people against having anything
placed on the free-list and in giving less pretense fo those engaged in
the protected industries for keeping up high duties.

If placed on the free list, where would we continue to get our coal?
‘With possible rare exceptions, just where we get it now. The labor
cost of mining coal and placing it on the cars is very small. If weare
to rely on the information found in the second volume of Compendium
of the Censuns of 1880, pages 1237 o 1245, inclusive, the coal mined
in the United States during the census year, when mined and placed
on the cars, was worth on an average all over the United States the

sums of—
Per ton.
For anthracite coal ..... §L.47
For bituminous coal 125
At some places it was worth more, and at some places less, but this
was the average. Pennsylvania furnished all the anthracite and a very
large part of the bituminous. The latter in—

Per ton.
e o ydt R
West Virginia...... 1.15

Of the 42,000,000 tons mined during the census year 22,000,000 tons
were mined in those three States. Taking the whole country on an
average and the labor cost for mining was—

Perton,
For anthracite coal Lo O e T e - §0.79
Bitami .78

Butin Pennsylvania the labor cost was only 61 cents per ton for bitu-
minous, and but little more in Maryland, West Virginia, and in many of
the other States. So that the labor cost was small, and itis smaller to-

-

When earried to market the cost is greatly inereased, not by labor,
but by transportation, the extent of increase depending on distance of
transportation. At the little city where Ilive when at home coal, and
that of a superior quality, can be and is put on the ears for about $1

r ton, It is started East, West, North, and South, paying heavy
Ee'e.ights on short hauls and from a half to three-fourths of a cent
per ton per mile for long hauls. When it gets 100 miles off at a halt
a cent per ton 50 cents per ton are added for freight, and at three-
quarters 75 cents per ton, and so it increases as it gets farther from
home. It getsas far East as Cincinnati, as far West as 8t. Louis, as
far South as Evansville, and as far North as Chicago. When it reaches
the latter place, which is the most distant, being 258 miles, its chiet
cost is the cost of transportation. When it gets to Chicago it finds no
competition from the pauper labor of Europe, but it finds the most nip-

ing and close competition from the labor-producing coal coming from
ghio, Pennsylvania, and Illinois, and competition possibly not so nip-
ping of other railroads leading into Chicago, but such as to require if,
when it gets there, to be thrown upon the market at $2.50 per ton.

If when it got there it would bring $3.50 per ton, every person who
has ever done business with railroads knows that the freight would be
just$1 per ton more. Railroads always make the rate so as to cover all
margins. But leaving out of view the extra dollar, let us sum up the
cost of transportation. Twenty flat cars carrying twenty or more tons
each make a fair train-load; then:

20 flat cars, 20 tons each, 400 tons, §2.50,
Labor cost 400 tons, 60 cents per ton
Capital cost to mine owners, 40 cents per ton.........oovmmmieinens
1 conductor 2 days, §5 ... 5

1 engineer 2 days, £
1fireman 2days, 83 .............
2 brakemen 2 days each, SLO0. ... oo sisva sosasssassessesas sasassnainss

Total labor cost
Other cost of transportation 570,00

Now, I imagine an intelligent coal-miner of my town becoming nerv-
ous for fear coal on the free-list would so cheapen the article that the
railroad company would be forced to do its work cheaper or go out of
the business.

For the purpose of further elucidating this coal matter, I looked up,
that I might examine the question thoroughly, the report of the Sec-
retary of the Treasury for the year ending June 30, 1857, on commerce
and navigation. T was specially led todo this because I received a cir-
cular from some coal-men in SBouthwest Virginia. I presume a copy of

$§1, 000. 00

the same cirenlar was sent to all the other members of this House.
These fellows down in Virginia claimed they were 360 miles from the
nearest part of New England. They setup a terrible wail about their
woe-begone condition in the event coal went on the free-list. Theyimag-
ined they would go to the demnition bow-wows without the benefit of
clergy. Theycounld notstand the competition of Nova Scotiacoal. All
New England would get their coal from Nova Beotia. I first looked on
the map. I found Pennsylvania with her cheap coal and cheap labor
much nearer than Virginia. 1 next looked np Nova Scotia to see what
mannerof beastit was thus voraciously to *‘ chaw’’ up these WestVirginia
peﬁe. When I found Nova Scotia I discovered her population equal
to that of about two Congressional distriets, mostly engaged in agricult-
ure, and the balancein thefisheries. Ithen asked a Connecticut man—
a Democrat, of course—where they got theircoal. Heanswered, ‘‘ Penn-
sylvania.”” I said, **I thought you got, or, if the duty was taken off,
could get, your coal from Nova Scotia.’”’ He said, *‘Pshaw ! the Nova
Scotia coalisno good.”” ** Whatkind isit??’said I. *‘A sortof rotten,
semi-bituminous stuff. For manufacturing purppses it might do to mix
with other coal. Feor domestic purposes no one would have it.”’

I then turned to look up our foreign coal trade. I got the report on
commerce and navigation, to which I have already allunded. I turned
about to its several tables and found all the coal imported and ex-
ported for the year ending June 30, 1887; wherefrom imported and
whereto exported. The following is a statement of the same:

In 1887 we imported coal from—

el OGO £,k sl Ak gl irnilvBogasanedons banpsnens i wibotn dinssneins fhnnthesd e S1, 084,097
SR 5 it da e nana e i vs 021, 8045
Seotland and Ireland 633,
Nova Scoti 44,255
e [ R R A L IR LN LA RIS S LSS RRIaNs es Db L, iR i e 25,273
Fngland 20
All other countries 6, 934
Total Imports of CoBl.....c..icu seesssnssissrisssssrsanionsnsin e 2,715,442
We exported to—
Canada . $3,538 148
NovaScoti snssusar 219,401
Newfoundland and Labrad 9, 255
Cuba 873, 889
United States of Colombia (South AMETICR). ...iveemmisivansssseermsanesasessss 107, 955
Mexico 43, 804
England : 46,330
British West Indies, 27,161
e O R B R SR R R RO R S 51,281
French West Indies 23, 47
Dutch West Indies ...... 5, 300
France. 13,410
Germany P 12,185
Hawaiian Islands 12,510
¥ . : 9,500
Porto Rico......c.cciiaine e e et 6, 120
All other tries 26, 047
Total 4,526, 323

From the above table it will be seen that the coal imported came
mainly from Australia, British Columbia, Scotland, and Ireland. That
coming from Australia and British Columbia was landed at San Fran-
cisco and Wilmington, Cal.; and when it reached those ports it sold abt
more than twice what our Indiana coal will sell for at Chicago, and
this after deducting the 75 cents per ton tariff. That coming from
Ireland and Scotland came as ballast—*‘a ground-hog matter.” In
fact, the coal imported and exported, except that imported into Cali-
ﬁ;tnia and that exported toCanada and Nova Scotia was carried as bal-

-But what astonished me most was to find so large an amount ex-
ported and sold to Canada. Little Canada about supplied her full con-
sumptive demand from us, and that in view of the dangerous and un-
obstructed proximity to Nova Scotia coal. Of thatexported to Canada
the anthracite was sold for $4.15 per ton, the bituminous for $2.65 per
ton. A moment’s reflection, with a mere modicum of common sense,
wonld readily convince any one that coal on the free-list wounld not
enable Nova Scotia to compete with our own coal people. Enough on
the coal subject at present. I shall want to recur to the subject further
on in my remarks, in connection with the manufacture of pig-iron.

Dauring the present session of Congress to the present time almost
every mail has brought me some circular on the subject of the tarifl;
80 many, in fact, that I conld not read them. I presume other mem-
bers of the House have been afflicted in the same way. Generally
speaking, they came from interested parties or parties who thought
they were interested. Occasionally one camefrom a professional crank,
who felt that he owed it as a duty to his country to enlighten members
of Congress on the all-absorbing question. Among these circulars (not
from the cranks, but the others) for wecks early in the session peti-
tions poured in from California, Oregon, and Washington Territory by
the basketful protesting against placing lnmber on the free-list or dis-
turbing the duty thereon.

Lumber on the free-list, if you were to believe the wail set up by
them, and all the industries on the Pacific Slope were ruined. A re-
ceiver would have to beappointed. Bankruptey was inevitable. The
cheap labor of British Columbia would annihilate the lumber business
in aﬁ that Western country. About the time the coming of these peti-
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tions had reached a white heat, a grave and reverend seignior—Senator
Dorrm, from Oregon—broke forth in the other end of the Capitol,

chiming in with the lumber interests of that far-off country. But in
his speech he cited the fact that from Puget Sound, in Washington
Territory, last year there were shipped to China, Hong-Kong, the Ha-
waiian Islands, and other foreign countries, 103,000,000 feet of lumber,
five times as much as the whole output of British Columbia, and he
stated that he had no doubt that his own State—Oregon—had done as
much, but confessed he had no figures as to his own State.

All this in the very teeth of the even-handed competition from Brit-
ish Columbia and the cheap Iabor of that sparsely settled province.
Lumber chopped and made ready for market by Chinese cheap labor,
which it was bemoaningly suggested would be imported into that ** neck
of woods?’ to do cheap work. The idea of a California timber-owner
complaining about Chinese cheap labor in British Coelumbia when Cal-
ifornia had one hundred times as many Chinamen as had British Co-
lumbia, and when the average lumber-owner of California had been
lying awake of nights scheming in his own mind how to utilize the
cheap labor of China for nothing. Talk about borrowing trouble. The
thought that troubled the old maid past three-score and ten to suchan
extent that it brought tears to her eyes and grief to her heart is nowhere,

Not only from the grave and reverend seignior of the other end of the
Capitol, bul from the honorable Representative from the Sixteenth
Pennsylvania, come lamentations on the lumber question. He says:

Remove the duty from lumber and you immediately bring the hemlock and
spruceand lower grades of pine of Nova Sootin and New Brunswick and the
Cansadas into direct and ruinous compstition with the lowgradesof pine every-
where used for the same purposes as the hemloek and spruce, and partienlarly
with the pine of Virginin, thu Carolinas, Georgzia, and Florida. Fallowingupon
such action the mills will close, the laborer be thrown out of employment.

Mr. McConrMicK tel's us that—

Reasonably accurate estimates fix the amount of hemlock in his districi at
50,000,000,000 feet.

I was in hopes that Pennsylvania would give us a rest, but it seems
she has a monopoly, not only of cheap methods for iron making, but
that she has millions of other cheap things that she wants to make high
by closing the doors against all her competitors. Now, when we begin
to need a wider field in which to buy our lnmber, the lords rich in a
few million acres of cheap wood lands, lands which the good Lord above
gave, we find the monster monopely intrenching itself behind its an-
cient bulwarks. Away with such supreme selfishness! Down with
all such monopoly !

The idea, the Government paying the homesteaders out West a
bonnus for growing irees; and by ouar tariffs on lnmber paying a bonus
for destroying trees. Sirs, lamber ought to go on the free-list; coal
ought to go on the free-list; iron ore ought to go.

Mr. BAYNE. How about sugar?

Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana. I will tell yon about sugar. I would
like to see sugar go on the free-list, and I think it onght to go there;
but I have said that I am willing to place the tariff high enoungh to
enable our people to succeed in their efforts at competition. Sugar has
about the hardest struggle to compete of any of our industries, and
without protection would possibly go to the wall. The tariffon lumber,
on coal, and on iron ere is not at all necessary to enable our people to
compete. These industries will all flourish whether on the free-list or
not. The reason I would like to see sugar go on the free-list is because
I believe it would give us cheaper sugar. The gentleman from Pitts-
burgh, if I uanderstand him, does not believe that reducing the tariff
lessens the priee of the protected article. If I thought as does the gen-
tleman, I would favor keeping the duty intact on sugar, beeause it
gives us a large revenne. The duty, however, by the Mills bill is re-
duced on sugar more than it ison pig-iron. And I know full well, and
shall demonstrate before I get throngh, that Pennsylvania, with her
cheap coal and cheap iron ore ean, without any tariff, make pig-iron in
competition with England or any other country.

Time is passing, Mr. Chairman, and it is about time I was begin-
ning to get serions. We must proteet our labor. Ay, yes, there is
the rub. But who are our Iaborers that need protection? Our farm-
. ers? No, you can not protect them, for they are eompelled as a matter
of dire neeessity to sell their produncts wherever the sun shines, the
rain fulls, or man eats, and stand all competition. The farmers con-
stitute 44 and a fraction ount of every 100 of our working people. Our
trade and transportation people, consisting of merchants, clerks, rail-
roaders, teamsters, ete.? No, their vocationscan not be taken from them
by Europeans so long as Europeans keep away from our jurisdictions.
Thess constitute 11 and a fraction out of every 100 of our working peo-
ple. Our professiomal and personal-service people, consisting of lawyers,
doctors, preachers, school-teachers, theatrical performers, real-estate
and insurance agents, barbers, hotel-keepers, livery-stable keepers,
washerwomen, State, county, city, and Federal officers, including pest-
masters, ’squires, country constables, Congressmen, et id genus omune?
No, not these. thank God: the pauper labor of Enrope does not disturb
the equilibrinm of our minds, the honerable gentlemen nupon the other
gide of the Honse not excepted. 'We constitute 22 and a fraction out of
every 100 of onr people. Not onr coal miners; unless by tariff revision
they be let down some back stairway in the dark, they are secure  Net

our copper mmmﬁ and copper mnnuafcturing people for they can send
their goods ab and stand right on the battlements of the enemy’s
intrenchments and auction off their goods before the very eyes of the

enemy. Surelynot the few thousand of our people engaged in the petro- -

lenm business, The products of these laborers sell as readily in Europe
ashere. Besides, the Standard Oil fellows smell so badly that even pro-
tectionists are wishing them all sorts of bad Iuck. The sweet rains from
heaven would fail to remove the odor of their business. Surely not our
silver and gold mining people, for the good Lord in His infinite wisdom
and goodness did not give the European people any gold and silver to
work in. Buf, finally, what portion of our manufacturing people need
protection from the baleful influences of competition with the pauper
labor of Europe? Letusinquire. Notour printers or newspaper men;
not our carpenters, brick or stone masons, plasterers, painters, plumb-
ers, paper-hangers, or any one connected with house-building or house-
repairing—paupers in Europe, with all their meanness, have never
attempted to build a house and send it over here, nor have any of
our people sent a honse over there to get repaired; our milliners,

dressmakers, seamstresses, tailors, and tailoresses—these have to re-
side here; not our bakers, our butchers, our grist-mill employés, our
quarry men, our brick and tile makers, our blacksmiths, car-shop and
foundry men, boot or shoe makers, saddle and harness makers, tanners,
curriers, and all others working in leather—we can beat the world in
leather, if you will only leave onf kid gloves: six employés in a first-
classestablishment can makea 37 _'pair of boots in ten minutes by the
watch; not our planing-mill men, sash, doors, and blinds factory men,
wood-choppers, wood-furners, loggers, raftsmen, saw-mill men, furniture
makers, coopers, and all others engaged in working wood, because we
took oufa patent on this business after England, Germany, France, and
other first-class European powers lost their trees; nor those engaged in
the manunfacture of agricultural implements, numbering over 39,000
(although, by mistake, the President, in his annual message designated
them as numbering only 4,891), and those engaged in making wagons
and carriages, numbering over 45,000. And right herelet me pause to
remark, parenthetically of course: the largest wagon-manufacturing
establishment in the world is in my own State—Indiana. The Stude-
bakers, at South Bend, Ind., make more, better, and cheaper wagons
than are made anywhere else in the world. And not only make, but
ship their wagons to all partsof the world and sell them in competition
with wagons madein the cheap-labor districts of Enrope. If they were
given the privilege of buying their iron and steel cheaper (in the mak-
ing of agricultural implements the iron and steel used in their making
costs more than the labor of the employés engaged therein), and a few
other things used by them, but which are made higher by tariff duties,
they counldstill more eanlv sell their wagons abroad.

Our agrienltural 1mplements are among the best and sell abroad in
South Amenea, Australia, and in mostof the conntries of Eurcpe. Al-
though sold in Europe cheaper than they are sold here at home, still
at a good profit nevertheless, Our sewing-machines (the labor cost of
making one is only from $4 to $6) are also sold in Europe, and nowhere
so much as in England, Germany, and France, England leading all
other countries. England with her free trade is not only our best cus-
tomer in the purchase of our agricultural products, but she buys more
of our manufactured products than any other country of the world.
The people of that country may be pig-headed, but they understand
their own best interests. With herhighest-priced laborof any country
in Eunrope she has no tronble in competing with the cheaper labor of
France, Germany, Italy, and Belginm, and with the country possess-
ing the cheapest labor she competes the easiest and most successful.

But let us revert to the proposition, what portion of our labor, if
any, needs protection? And how much does it need? My distin-

guished colleague from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] incidentally mentions

them as those engaged in manufacturing iron and steel, cottons, wool-
ens, hemp, leather, silks, earthenware, china, glass and glassware, and
paper. About eight hundred thousand in all, or less than 5 per cent. of
our laboring people. Iassurehim hecould, with the utmost safety, have
left out those working in leather. My own best judgment is that most
ifnot all those named by my colleague need but very little protection,
and that most if notall the protection given them only benefitsthe less
than ten thousand employersunder and for whom these less than eight
hundred thousand laborersare working. These ten thonsand employers
constitute less than one out of fifteen hundred of our people. Certainly
all pretended protection given them, beyond what is necessary to pro-
tect and enable them to continue their occupations without greater dis-
turbance from foreign labor is an injury and not a benefit to their em-
ployés. To prove that fact shall be my effort to show, because if the
wages of these employés are kept np to the samestandard and as much
employment given them under a reduction of the tariftf they would be
benefited.

I maintain that all reductions made that do nof have the effect of
erippling those carrying on manuincturing industries will, to the ex-
tent that it cheapens goods, cause a greater consumption of the goods,
thereby creating additional demand for them and for the labor that
produces them, and, as a consequence, greatly benefit employés by in-
creasing the demand for their work by giving them cheaper things en-
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able them to consume more and livebetter. Where the materials used,
which constitute a chief part of the cost, can be obtained as cheaply here
as in Europe, to the extent these materials enter into as a factor or ele-
ment of cost no protection is needed, and where not needed should not
and 1I-eally can not be given. If given, it only operates to create mo-
nopoly.

Of the protected industries iron and steel, cotton goods and woolen
goods are the most important, and of these iron and steel stand at the
head and front of all the offending. Iron and steel enter not only into
our private wants, but become a great factor in our publie improve-
ments—in factare the mudsills upon which the substratum of onr rail-
;oa(lls and many other improvements, both public and private, are

nilt.

Clothes only last a short time and have to he renewed often. Iron
and steel last for years and need renewals less frequently. Clothing
though of prime and most necessary importance is but a temporary in-
vestment. Irom and steel become a sort of continuous investment.

Ten dollars per ton on steel rails saves a thousand dollars per mile
for every mile of railroad built, to say nothing of side tracks. Ten
dollars per ton on iron savesalmost as much inore in the cost of rolling-
stock, bridges, and other appurtenances to railroads. Two thousand
dollars per mile is a big sum in the building of railroads, and if it could
be saved more, many more, miles of railroad wounld be built, giving
additional employment to labor., Freight and passenger tarifis wounld
be greatly reduced. Thepeople interested in the useof roads, in cheaper
freights and passenger tariffs, would save the interest on two thousand
dollars per mile in their continuous use.

Last year we built 13,000 miles of railroad. Two thousand dollars
per mile would have been $26,000,000. That sum and the interest
thereon become a vast sum. But railroads are not the only things
which interest us in cheap iron and steel. Cheapen the machinery in
our grist-mills, saw-mills, planing-mills, woolen-mills, cotton-mills,
and the machinery in all our manufacturing establishments of every
kind, wherever used, and our manufacturers can turn out cheaper

of all kinds, becanse they need not lay aside somuch of the earn-
ings to cover interest. This will greatly cheapen the manufacturing
plant and better enable our capital to compete with European capital.

That we can make pig-iron and steel rails almost as cheap, if not
fully as cheap, as they can be made in England or elsewhere, any one
who will take the pains to investigate, from a common-sense stand-
point, may and can easily satisfy himself.

He who imagines that the per diem wages paid cut much figure in
the cost of iron, steel, cotton, or woolen goods will readily become con-

The cheapness of material, the effectiveness of labor, and surround-
ing conditions are far more important factors.

To prove this let facts be submitted. I will first takc up pig-iron
that being the substratum of all iron and steel values. T.. aief ele-
ment of cost in making pig-iron is the cost of the iron ore and the fuel.
These are as cheap in this country as they are in Europe; in fact, in
places in this country, cheaper. Our census reports (see volume 2, Com-
pendinm 1880, pages 1237 to 1243, inclusive) show that the valueof the
anthracite coal (mined only in Pennsylvania) mined during the census
year was worth $1.47 per ton, and of this value 79 cents were for labor
cost; that the bituminous coal mined—averaging the whole United
States over—was worth $1.25 per ton, and that the labor cost for min-
ing was 78 cents per ton; that while such was the average value all
over the United States, in Western Pennsylvania its value was 96
cents per ton, and the labor cost for mining 61 cents per ton. In
Clearfield, Bradford, and Tioga Counties, Pennsylvania, it was worth
$1.24 per ton, but the labor cost for mining, only 58 cents. In Mary-
land, $1.15 per ton, but only 61 cents labor cost for mini ng.

The report of the chief of the bureau of statistics of Pennsylvania,
made in 1885 for the year 1884, shows that during that year (1884) the
lIabor cost in Allegheny, Clearfield, Fayette, and Westmoreland Coun-
ties, where more than 16,000,000 tons of coal were m ined, was but 48}
cents per ton. Allowing 25 cents per ton for the Jabor of converting
about a fourth of the coal intocoke. The labor costof mining iron ore in
Berks, Blair, Centre, Chester, Clarion, Cuamberland, Huntingdon, Bed-
ford, Lancaster, Lebanon, Lehigh, Northampton, Perry, and Snyder
Counties, in that State, was, on an average, 69 cents per ton, while in
Lebanon County 392,941 tons were mined by one hundred and sixty-
five men, working three hundred days each, at a labor cost of only 17
cents per ton, each hand averaging over 7 tons per day. Think ofit!
Just like shoveling sand out of a sand-pit. Plenty of just such places
can be found in the United States.

Now, during the census year ending June 30, 1830 (see volume 2,
Compendium, pages 1138 to 1141, inclusive), there was invested in blast-
furnaces in the United States $105,151,176. All these were not in
operation, but such as were turned out 3,787,021 tons of pig-iron, valued
at $89,315,560,

For the purpose of getting at the surrounding conditions, which, I
have stated, is a chief and all-important factor of cost in the produc-
tion of pig-iron, I have, from data found in volume 2, pages 1138 to 1141,
Compendinm 1830, formulated the following table, showing the number
of blast-furnaces in the United States, in what State located, aggregate
number of tons and stated values per ton of materials used, and quan-

vinced of his mistake by a little common-sense investigation.
TABLE B.—Materials uced and products made in the blasi-furnaces of

tity and value of product made.

the Uniled States, as per census. (See second volume, pages 1138, 1139

1140, and 1141.)
'g Iren ore Bituminous coal, Anthracite coal. Coke Total product.
$4
S 1] M b= -] (™ b ~ L ™ [~ P ¥
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490 | United States............| 7,256,684 [$33,205, 208 |84.58 | 1,051,753 $2,065,857 §1.99 | 2,615,182 38,012,755 (§3.06 | 2,128,255 (§8,129,240 183,56 | 3,787,021 (999,315,560

167 | Pennsylvania... 4.60 | 215,720 | 510,768 | 2.41 | 1,921,588 | 5,631,922 | 2.91 1§1,054,452 | 3,563,566 | 3.37 | 1,980,811 | 45,573,740
82 | Ohio......... 5.41 | 638,711 | 1,170,089 | 1.83 (L = 418,624 | 1,601,300 | 3.82 | 548,712 | 13,038,193
39 | New York 3.80 E:g 496,684 | 1,252,009 | 8.13 | 84,237 | 182,604 | 5.33 | 313,368 | 6,816,241
13| New Jersey.. 4.80 siubisfasaseers 676 | 3.40 108,278 | 6.36 | 157,414 | 3,428,747
8 | Wisconsin..... 5.85 15,540 47,450 | 3.26 5. 55, 355,386 | 6.00 118,283 | 3,295 835
20 | Michigan.. 4.80 %) e WS ) 119,586 | 3,145,062
7 | Illinois.. 6.14 27,715 86,220 | 8,11 5. 624,490 | 6,15 95,408 | 2,391,850
12 4.54 21,576 59,028 | 2.70 i } | 673,170 | 6,10 95,060 | 2,227,017
12 4.65 4,047 4,907 | 1.21 348,047 | 2,88 80,050 | 1,631,096
12 907 7,000 10,500 | 1.50 ") 035 154,451 | 3.67 62,336 | 1,405,356
19 3.64 58,245 90,499 | 1.55 ‘g 7,275 | 121,690 | 3.30 58,108 | 1,248,652
18 2.03 9, 000 1,250 | 1.13 by 74,408 | 182,241 | 2. 45 47,873 840, 022
8 525 3 53] 3.08| 18770 644911
9 1.60 1,000 2,000 | 2.00 A 83,606 | 108,750 | 3.08 23, 099 466, 890
3 6.58 54,100 93,450 | .72 'g 1,418 6,143 | 4.33 18,237 460, 535
29 1.9 T, is 8, 753 45,953 | 5,25 17, 906 440, 695
4 4.05 » - Sha f* 9,043 312,810
1 1.12 i Iy 3,200 78,393
1 2.00 L E‘ { 400 306, 000
1 7.7 i IR (PR A ] g fiiy R TRt WA SR | [ P 620 24, 800

* Uses other fuel, { Uses charcoal, { Not reported.

In addition to the material disclosed in the above table there was
used—

900, 828 bushels of charcoal, valued at $3, 670,120

8,169, 149 tons of fluxing material, valued at.......cccciccnniannciriiasirennsins 2,547, 336
Other material, kind not designated, valued at...... 910, 667
Making the aggregate stated value of these materials....ccoiecrsennens 7,137,113

Now, by scanning over this table, we find iron ore, taking the average

all over the United States, valued at $4.58 per ton, and ranging all the
way from 97 cents per ton in Alabama up to $7.71 per ton in Vermont;
bituminous coal averaging all over the United Siates at $1.99, and
ranging all the way from $1.13 per ton in Tennessee to $3.26 per

ton in Wisconsin; anthracite coal averaging all over the United States
at $3.88 per ton, and ranging from $2.91 in Pennsylvania to $5.74 per
ton in Wisconsin, and coke averaging all over the United States at
$3.88 per ton and ranging in value from $2.45 per ton in Tennessee
to $6.15 in Illinois. Think of it, my friends. Think of it ye who
labor and are heavy laden. Iron ore at$4.60 per ton, bituminous coal
at $2.41 per ton, anthracite coal at $2.91 per ton, coke at $3.37 per ton.
What a commentary on the loving kindness of the good people, among
whom are the meek and lowly miners getting about 15, possibly 20 per
cent. of these values for their labor while specnlation and transporta-
tion are getting the balance. Shame on such protection,
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Now, let us see who is benefited by these prices. How much prod-

uct—§89,315,569; and in whatdoes its value consist. Let us see:
7,256,684 tons iron ore at $4.08 Per toN....coeuemsssseiesains , 205,
1,067,753 tons soft coal at £1.99 per ton 2,085, +87
2,615,182 tons hard eoal at §3.88 per ton.... 8,012,755
2,128,255 tons coke coal at $3.80 per ton 8,129,240
53,900,828 bushels charcoal, 3,679,120
Fluxing material e e L 2,547, 336
Other material...... olo,
Tolal cost materials. 58, 580, 283
Labor cost making 3,787,021 tons of pig-iron at §3.35 per ton............... 12,630,703
Total 71,260,986
Trofit to capital. .... ........ 15, 054, 583
89,315, 569

Now let us proceed to make reasonable allowances and draw our de-
ductions,

Ten per cent. on the capital invested ought to be enough; $2.58 per
ton on the iron ore onght to be enough; $1.39 per ton for the bituminons
coal ought to be enough; $1.88 per ton on the anthracite coal ought to
be enough; $2.36 per ton on the coke ought to be enongh. Every one
familiar with the values of these materials knows that I have allowed
enough. Thosenot familiar should refer to pages 1237 to 1243, volume
2, Compendinm Census, and to pages 83 and 93 of the report of the Chiet
of the Burean of Statistics of Pennsylvania. On the flaxing material,
charcoal, and other material, valued at over $7,000,000, I have no data
from which to estimate. Hence Ishall leave them unamal!ed although
I have no doubt these should stand their pro rata share of discounts.

This enables us to deduct from the capital all above 10 per cent. on
the amount invested.

by any reductions made by the Mills bill to destroy any industry. Ouar
conditions for making cheap iron in this country are as good as they
are any place in the world. Considering the large margins in the prof-
its on iron making, I regard the reduction from $6.72 to $6 on pig-iron
as a much smaller reduction than the 20 per cent. reduction on sugar.
We import nine-tenths of our sugar and produce but one-tenth. The
duty goes into the Treasury.  The duty, high as it has been and high
as it is left, has not enabled any of our people to make a mononoly of
furnishing us sugar.

We preduce nine-tenths of the iron and steel consumed by us, and
import only about one-tenth. The duty on the one-tenth goesinto the
Treasury while the increased price on nine-tenths goes into the pockets
of our iron-mongers, among whom a large portion are constituents of
the gentleman.

The large margin given by the duties oniron has created a mouopoly
and enables the iron men to limit the output and run up the price at
times to the full limit of the margin given by the duty. The iron
monopolists ean better afford to suffer an importation of one-tenth of
all we use than to lose nine-tenths of their profits.

; Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman’s proposition strikes me as strange

c.
oagfr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I amnotsurprised that anything shonld
strike the gentleman as strange which proposes to reduce the tariff on
pig-iron.

Mr. BAYNE. But if $6.72 per ton is paid on pig-iron that goemnto
the Treasury.

Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana. Itdoesso far as imported pig-iron is con-
cerned, but as to the pig-iron produced in the neighborhood of Pitts-
burgh it goes into the pockets of the manufacturer of pig-iron.

Mr. BAYNE. Bat if $6.72 per ton is paid on pig-iron, that $6.72
goes into the Treasury

Mr. O’'NEALL, of Indmna. So far as imported pig-iron is concerned
it does; but if the gentleman will study the figures already given and
another statement I have prepared especially for his edification, if he
has not already a part of the pork in his pocket, he will see where the
$6.72 per ton on the pig-iron made in and about Pittsburgh goes or has
gone. The facts from which I make this statement I find in volume
2, Compendium Census 1880, pages 1138, 1139, 1140, and 1141, In this
book and upon these pages I find that during the census year in the -

| whole State of Pennsylvania there was invested in blast farnaces $44,-

Per ton.
On the iron ore all above £2.58
On the soft coal all above ......... 1.39
On the hard coal all above 1.88
On the coke all above 2.36
Let us proceed accordingly.

Profit on BBl i e L e e e s $18, 309, 691
Allow 10 per cent...... 10,515, 176

A £ Aednatad §7,704, 415
Iron ore. 8
Allow £2.58 per “ton..

Amount deducted 14,513,368 |
Soft coal
Allow $1.39 per ton

Amount deducted ...... 610, 051
Hard coal
Allow $L.88 per ton

A t deducted 3,085, 814
Cok?... )
Allow 32.30 per ton ...........................................................

A TaABKiE Aadtotad 3,192,382

e, o e T TR R e e e e e R e R e 29, 196, 030

The amount of pig-iron made was 3,781,021 tons, which divided into
$29,196,030 makes $7.75 per ton on the pig-iron, and at that time the
tariff was only $7 per ton; more than enough to ofiset the tariff, to
say nothing of ocean freights. Now, sirs, without invading the alleged
value of over $7,000,000 worth of charcoal, fluxing and other material,
I have eliminated more from the cost of the pig-iron than the whole
tariff, and left enough to cover reasonable profits to eapital and an
abundance to pay for transportation at reasonable prices. My friend
from Ohio [Mr. ForRAN] says that capital can not work as cheap in
this country as in Europe. It never will unless forced to do so;
when forced to do so it will be found as full of activity here as any
place in the world, and will adapt itself to the necessities. Necessity
isthe motherof invention. Capital will not be longin devisingmethods
to meet the requirements, while the laborin these industries will com-
mand and receive what is established by the standard paid to other
labor. Ninety-five per cent. of our people are working in other indns-
tries, and the price paid these, they being the bulk, will regnlate and
control the price paid the few. That labor is usnally paid most which
is most difficult and nnpleasant to perform.

Mr. BAYNE. The question I desired to ask {le gentleman was,
llj,ow the 70 per cent. duty on sugar proposed by the Mills bill snits

im ?

Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana. Iunderstand the Mills bill reduces the
duty on sugar 20 per cent.

Mr. BAYNE. But 70 per cent. is a very high rate.

Mr. O’'NEALL, of Indiana. Yes, sir, it is very high, but the redue-,
tion is considerably greater than the rednction on pig-iron. Our con-
ditions, sir, for raising sugar in this ecountry are not good on account of
being too much subject to loss by overflow every two or three years
and by frost every two or three years. For these reasons I regard itas
impolitic to try to compete with Cuba and other more favored coun-
tries. The margins for sugar-raising are small, but considerable capi-
tal is invested in the sugar industry. It has not been thought proper

596,850. I find she made 1,930.311 tons of pig-iron, valued at $23.55
per ton, or in the aggregate at the sum of §45,573,750. To make this
pig-iron she paid—

For labor {3‘2 A6 per lon) &4,752,
For materials 29, 675,075
Making the allegod cost 34,427,908
Leaving for profit only... 11, 145, 847

But does any one believe the materials cost or were worth any such
sum? Letussee. Of whatdid those materials consist? The follow-
ing is an inventory, namely:

3,538,455 tons iron ore at $4.60 per ton £17, 720, 502

1,921,588 tons hard coal, at $2.91 per ton , 631,
215.588 tons soft coal, at £2 41 per ton 579, 768
l (54, 452 tons coke, at $3.57 per ton 3,563, 566
'J"D 931 tons fluxing mnlenal ............... 1, 460, 028
4.998.919 bUSHels ChATCORL. ... s ivvosnsnsmpisesssiss rassncirtaosai sins ssaiosossamtosinsise 824,757
156,223 other materials not " RO S TR 415,132
YT e T e e S I N B e L 29,675,075

Having no knowledge of the value of the three last ifems—fluxing
material, charcoal, and ‘‘other” material—we pass them over.

Our own knowledge of the value of coal, coupled with the informa-
tion obtained from second volume Cnmpend.mm Census 1880, pages 1237
to 1243, both inclusive, and from Legislative Document, vo]nme‘.! 1885,
in which is found the report of the chief of the burean of statisties of
Penusylvania upon the subject of the cost of mining coal and iron ore
in the State of Pennsylvania, enables me to make estimates and ehm-
inations as follows:

First profit on ital $11, 145, 547
Allow 10 per eent. on mpltnl !nvested w4, 459,

Amount deducted £6, 636, 762
3,438,458 tons iron ore, at .60 $17, 720, 502 |
Allow 82.60.......... ... 10,043, 586

Amonnt deducted, $2.........cciuirsesses sssvsnssiassmmasssssss weas. 7,676,816
1,921 Wmns hard wnl at529| §5,031, 922
Alloty $1.91.. 3,710,334

Amount deducted, SL... e e e L
¥ 215,588 tons soft coal, at $2, ST e e e e £519, 768
Allow SLAL....... AR SR T P o e LTV S S 5 2 |

Amount deducted. 215,588
1,054,452 tons coke, at $3.37.... omscases 3,563,566
Al]mv%‘_’ 37... . . 56&

Amount deducted.......cu i eersen s ssesmn s snsss sem sn s sas vas

Total deductions
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Nine dollars and nine cents per ton on the 1,930,311 tons of pig-iron
made just makes the above net sum of $17,5655,152. Nine do and
nine cents is $2.37 more than your persistent $6.72. With this $2.37
we can allow §1 more per ton on your iron ore and 2 per cent. more in-
terest on the capital invested. What does my friend from Pittsburgh
have to say now?

Mr. BAYNE. If my friend will go to the iron regions of Pennsyl-
vania I think he will find, if he can run a mill on the principle he sug-
gests, that I would be safe in gnarantying him a salary of $50,000 a

year.

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana.
business. [Laughter. ]

Mr. BAYNE. Buch management as that might induce the gentle-
man to abandon politics and go into the pig-iron business.

Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana. No, sir; I donot pro to become par-
ticeps eriminis to your methods of robbery. I would like to go over
into that region to teach economy and how to get an honest divide to
the poor laborers who furnish the sweat and the muscle by which the
large margins upon coal, iron ore, and pig-iron are made. They could
wellaﬁ'ordtopaysloo Omroramnhnlfaasmartaslamevenmtha
pig-iron business, [Laughter ]

Mr. SCOTT. Is the gentleman aware that there are companies en-
gaged in mining iron ore the stock of which (the par value of the share
being $25) has been sold for $2,000 a share, a very considerable advance?

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Yes, that is quite an advance—only
8,000 per cent. Iam not versed in the intricacies of protection as affect-
ing business about Pittsburgh.
-~ Mr. SCOTT. My remark does not apply to Pittsburgh, but to the
iron-ore regions of the Northwest, where the great bulk of the iron ore
of the United States is produced.

Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana. I have no doubt the gentleman’s state-
ment is correct. Although somewhat skeptical, I am prepared to be-
lieve relating to the combinations and trusts for keeping up
the price of pig-iron.

Mr. BCOTT. I repeat the statement that in such companies shares
gg stock orlgmally issued at $25 per share have been sold as high as

iIr O’NEA.LL. of Indiana. Just so; and were it not that the gen-
tleman from Pittsburgh has advertised himself so extensively, I should
be surprised at the gall he exhibits in always putting in his oar, like
a mousing owl, when any one mentions the subject of pig-iron.

Mr. BAYNE rose.

. Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana. If the gentleman will sit down I will

give him all he wants to hear.

Mr. BAYNE. Just one moment.

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. When the coal of fire begins to warm
through the shell the tortoise begins to crawl. No, sir; my time is lim-
ited, and I can not suffer further interruptions.

Mr. BAYNE. Will not the gentleman allow me—

Mr. ’NEALL, ot Indiana. Notatall. I havesubmitted to all the
interruptions from the gentleman, who is all the time seeking to occup;
the floor at the expense of another’s time, that I wish to. [Laughterg
I ask the gentleman to sit down.

I claim, sir, to have given some attention to the question of making
pig-iron. I know the chief cost is the materials, namely, iron ore, fuel.
and limestone rock. DBy the use of these materials in the year 1884
(see report chief burean of statistics of Pennsylvama) the furnace em-
anéa in Pennsylvania made 2,092,754 tons of pig-iron. For their

bor, therefor, they were paid $4,333 783, or $2.07 per ton. But this
_'was the average, and in that same chief’s report I find that much of

the 2,092,754 tons cost less. On page 94 of that report I find where
one furnace turned out 27,488 tons, and that the laborers for their work
in making it were gud $39,313, or only $1.45 per ton. I know, sir,
that day wages are higher in this country than in Europe, buf, sir, it
is cheaper becanse more effective.

I find in No. 64 of our consular reports, made in June, 1836, an offi-
cial communication from J. Schoenhoff, our consul at Tunstall, a very
carefully-prepared detailed statement of the relative cost of iron ore
and coal used in the making of pig-iron in the United States and in
England and in Germany. His information about the costin thiscoun-
try I see he takes from the second volume of our Census Compendium,
1880, and the report of the chief of statistics of Pennsylvania, by me
already referred to, and I take it his information as to costin England and
Germany is equally as reliable, and I commend the communication to
the prayerful consideration of my friend from Pittsburgh. Mr. Schoen-
hofi tells us that England’sadvantage over us, if any, is in the fact that
her materials—coal and iron ore—are closer together; that the average
distance required to remove all home iron ofé—all except what is im-

I thank you. I am notin the pig-iron

ported—is 45 miles; that Germany’s advantage, if any, consists in the’

fact that the gnvemment owns all iron ore and coal lands and that no
royalties are paid—a most wise and beneficent arrangement. He
'beﬂs us, however, that 189,248 coal miners in Germany, for the year
1885, mined only 51,867,646 tons, or an average of only 274 tons per
employé; that the coal when mined is not as good as ours; that in Eng-
land employés average 325 tons per employé per year.

In the United States our miners average a much larger quantity.

‘Take Allegheny, Clearfield, Fayette, and Westmoreland Counties in .
Pennsylvania (see report Chief Statistics, already referred to, page 83)
and we find 24,928 employés, which includes all hands inside and out-
side, working on an average of 200} days each in 1884, aggregating
4,996,911 days’ work, turned out 12,365,550 tons of coal besides making
3,694,710 tonsof coke. Ordinarily it requires 1} tons of coal to make
1 ton of coke, therefore requiring 4,618,387 tons of coal. Thus show-
ing that each employé averaged 681 tons of coal to say nothing of the
time consumed in making the more than 3,000,000 tons of coke.

Following Mr. Schoenhoff further and we find that our employés
working iron-ore mines turn out a much larger quantity of ore. And
last but not least our ore is as rich, producing as large a per cent. of
metal, and our coal is unsu

Havi ing put the knife to pig-iron and found that those engaged in mak-

ing it and in furnishing and transporting the material out of which it

was made, realized $7.75 per ton, more than enough to cover good fair
profits, tuking the average all over the United States and $9.09 in Penn-
aylvama, let us take the rolling-millsand put them through the same
process of purification and elimination through which we have put the
blast-furnaces, and what do we find? See volume 2, Compendinm
Census 1880, pages 1144 to 1151, both inclusive:

O R T & oren o ias avaertensots v s 38 St Sva e S s sd presopWamagtd $59, 751, 990
Total value product 136,798, 574
—_————
Cost of these products
Paid to labor £34, 004,799
Paid for material 88,277,233
Total cost. 122,282,032
Proflt to capital 14,516, 542
Total 136, 798, 574
But of what did the materials consist? Let us take an inventory.
1. Iron ore....... e 363, 959 tons, §7.41 per ton.
2, Pls-irnn
3. 01d iron rails 2,705, 500 tons, $25.05 per ton.

4. Other old serap-iron,
5. Hammered iron-ore bl
6. Hammered pig or scrap blooms. ... seessnes
7. Purchased muck bars

114, 762 tons, $48 per ton,

8. Charcoal 2,569, 756 bushel
Hard coal 5.6, 126 tons, $2.58 per ton.
10, Soft coal 3,915, 377 tons, $2.31 per ton.
11. Coke 14, 834 tons, $3.27 per ton.

With the above data let us proceed to make our allowances and draw
our deductions.

1. Profit on ital §14, 516, 542
_Allow 10 per cent 8,978,199
A t deduetad wenens 60, 538, 343
2. 363,959 tons iron ore, at §7.41 per ton........cveareassnns $2, 700, 167
Allow $2.58 per ton 939, 014
Amount deducted .. 1,781,153
3. 2,705,509 tons plg, old iron rall.s. and other old iron,
$%5.05 $§67,779,
Allow, less ST"IS.orSl.TSO 46, 811,939
Amount deducted 20,967, 694
4, 114, 762 tons hammered iron ore blooms, hammered pig
and scrap bl , and purel i muck bar, at $48
ton $5, 007, 676
ow §25 weeas 2,868,100
Amount deducted 2,638,576
5. Eﬂﬂlﬁtonnha:doos! at §2.58 $1,358 077
Allow §2.05... 1,005,014
Amount deducted §263, 063
6. 3,915,377 tons soft coal, at §2.31 §9, 047, 054
Allow $1.81 7,089, 366
Amount deducted 1,957,638
7. 14, 834 tons coke, at $3.27 $48,539
Allow $2.77. 41,172
Amount deducted 7,417
' A ——
Total deductions...... 83,133,934

Total products, 2,353,248 tons, or $14.07 per fon on the rolled iron.
Onacconntofthe fact that rolling-mills are farther from the places where
fuel is f;:a-v:;clm:ed than farnaces are or should be, I have allowed higher
prices for coal and cole used in the rolling-mills than I have for that used
in the blast-furnaces, and yet reference to the census reports will show
that the rolling-mills estimated these materials at a lower price than did
the blast-furnace. Itwill beobserved that mostof the deductions have
been made on acconnt of profit on eapitaland the $7.75 per ton on pig-iron,
which wefound could beeliminated by ourcalculations made on the blast-
furnaces. Asimilar calenlation’on Bessemer-steel rails would enable us
to reduce that product to a value below $30 per ton. In view of these
estimates it would seem that the tariff on pig and rolled iron and steel
rails is much, very much, too high in the Mills bill unless we are anx-
ious to give the producers of these commodities the power to combine
and run up prices. One-half the amount levied in the bill would give
our home producers an advantage such as to enable them to hold the
markets just as well as they can now. As long as Pennsylvania can
realize a profit of $10 per ton on iron by limiting her output to one-
half of our consumptive demands she can make twice as much clear
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money as she wounld make on $2.50 per ton profit and supply our full
demand.

Iron ore prepared for the furnace when it leaves labor's hands, coal
pared for the furnace when it leaves labor’'s hands, are very cheap;
fact, as cheap in the United States, and especially in Pennsylvania,

Maryland, West Virginia, Tennessee, and Alabama, as any place in
Europe. The keeping up of the tariff' affects not the price of labor, but
enables corporate wealth and the greed of monopoly to gobble up the
shekels oppress the people. In Pennsylvania during the census
year there was mined all the anthracite coal and eighteen and a quarter
of the fifty-two million dollars’ worth of bituminous coal mined in
the United States. Of all the coal mined, 44 per cent. in value was
anthracite and 56 cent. was bituminous. Pennsylvania mined all
the anthracite and more than one-third of the bituminous coal. Tak-
ing all in all, she mined 64 per cent., while the balance of the country
mined 36 per cent. only. Iowa mined two and a half million dollars’
worth of the fifty-two millions’ worth. In Pennsylvania the coal when
mined was worth 96 cents per ton, and labor cost paid for mining was

Thus by the cheapening process we have $94.74 instead of $100. In
that §94.74 there is $17.89 of labor. If there be $17.89 to protect in
$94.74 there would be $18.88 to be protected in $100. Butsuppose in-
stead of §18.88 we say $20 to make it round fignres. Now, say we pay
#1,while England pays 663 cents, then we would pay §20 while England
would pay $13.33}, difference $6.663. Protect this difference and the
$5.70 difference in cotton goods, which would more than be covered by
a 10 per cent. ad valorem duty! Then why make the ad valorem duty
30 and 40 per cent. and thus place it in the power of onr manufact-
urers to combine and run up prices?

For the purpose of showing the labor cost in the manufacture of dif-
ferent articles I have prepared a table which I desire shall be marked
Table C and made a supplement to my speech. This table I have pre-
pared wholly from information drawn from volume 2 of our Census
Compendinm, 1880, pages 932-933, etc.

‘When armed with the capital and materials the cost of labor is not
the big item, but is generally comparatively small. By reference to
Table C it will be seen that the labor on $100 worth of—

only 61 cents per ton, while in Iowa the coal was worth $1.70, and the Cost.
labor cost was higher than in Pennsylvania. Flour .40
Of all the bituminous coal turned out in the United States during | Sghngd sugar T
the census year, Pennsylvania turned out 43 per cent. in gquantity, but | Drugs and chemicals 10.80
in value only 35 per cent.; while Iowa turned out only 3.4 per cent. | Cheese and butter. ey 6.00
in quantity, but 4.7 per cent. in value, and notwithstanding the higher g‘:’m"gd Soliseran cot, ola lg'_gg
price ot coal in Towa in quality it was inferior to the Pennsylvania coal. | Tanned leather 8.10
I apprehend that my good friends from Pennsylvania will hardly | Curried leather... 6.70
admit that wages are so much higher in Iowa as to justify this differ- gomd BIEINS. oo 15.80
= = ots and shoes 25. 90
ence in the price of coal. A iqf:ldd:,? and h:lrness 'iz:l;‘gg
> i mber, sawe a4
Let us next take up the cotton goods business. Lumber, planed............ 16.00
In the cotton goods business, if we are to accept the statistics found | Fig-iTon....... %10
in volume 2, Compendinm Census 1830, pages 1124, 1125, 1126, and
1127, out of every $100 worth of goods, the materials, most all of which TABLE C. ,
was cotton—
Cost ot Average
The oporative IADOL. Kind of industry. number | AL T g
Making o total....cc.uriin e ; employés, | Products. YRS
The balance 24.00
went to capital. Now, what do you want to protect? If only the Peret,
$21.60, there is very little difference in the price of labor between the giast-fnmnm‘:}....”..................... ‘l-g @g- 35% 680,702 | 141
United States and England in the cotton goods business. Buat be 1ib- | Ritimsrmiiie - orsos 90193 | 190790574 | 4000 | oo
eral; say we pay $1 where they pay 75 cents. That being the case— | B , ete 10,835 | 55,505,210 4,930, 349 8.6
Thﬂi‘{ swonld bave paid 16,20 | Orucible and miscellaneous... | 5,196 | 10,670,258 2,045, 539 27.6
Wh ewa‘ G el A SRR O 21.60 Total and a\'erlge.‘,...‘.,.....l 140,978 | 299,567, 655 55,476,784 158
A difference of. el ey i e M =&.=-IO %?“flm good | 1?;.‘? Zt‘[ i?ig’ % g_ﬂ' 42, 040, 510 2.8
This $100 worth of goods would therefore Rave cosb........c.ivveeirs messs s - $94.60 DOIEN FOG , 655,557 | 25,839, 15.7
Mixed textiles 43,373 66, 221, 708 13,31 3
L LT T P L I R S RS e L T i}}'xningu:\d e g ;igg 3 "f‘g"gﬂ g‘;_‘,}rg gé
THITRPONIDN . c5an ity sRycetEmrass emsehmasrssycor s o ametss Keot i oy sessegs i 5.40 | Faper. : 35, ,525,355 | 15.4
If they make $94 60 while we make $100, then they would make g‘kﬁmm}’ A P N 23:350‘4] 11;: g% “’i’éﬂ:?ﬁ i?ﬁg
$100 while we wounld make §105.70, Hence the amount, $5.70 on §100 m:ﬁen‘ nned B 9,204,243 81
B : 4 er, curried .. ... > , 331, ,845,4 7
g::;h iso; t:l:}lx;gﬁ;l;:;]i]es the difference, and 10 per cent. ad valorem I ’“’:E“‘ a 3 ki ;i, 6;2? 13_ %’gﬁ 2,541 372 lg:a
. er Tk L , 020, 439, 318
Next, take woolen goods. Turn to pages 1190 to 1201, both inclusive, | Hoots ang shoes .o 111052 | 165,050,354 | 43,000 438 | 3.9
volume 2 Census, and there we find a defailed statement covering 1,990 | faddles and harness.......... ...t 3L448 | 53,081,013 s nore| e
woolen-mills in the United States, that furned out more than $160,- | Lumber, planed 15,259 | 95, 503, 356 5'390'753 ﬁg
000,000 worth of goods. A eareful analysis of the cost shows that out | Sash,doors, and blinds, ...........| 20,898 | 25,621,325 | 8540.030 | 233
of every $100 worth of m they cost— Wood, turned and earved <524 5,635 6,770,119 2 148 914 81.5
Foreign and d ot $11.16 Plumbing and gas-fitting... 9, 684 18,133, 250 4,770,389 2.3
Hair, noils, ete “g7 | Patent medicines, 4,025 | 14,652,494 1,651, 596 1L 6
OO0 SO GO W 1 i eavinasseid hiivipss miiiymeais bt b s b e adensl e 6.57 Ehotographing 3,917 5,935, 811 1,751,118 29.0
Weolsn and 3 A s i e e e 245 Sugar-refining .. 5,837 | 135,488,915 2, R75, 082 1.8
CHARSIeL T 2,90 Sewing-machin . 11,375 15, 928, 085 3,519,457 33.4
o e o e e 109 gtml springs, cars and carriages.. ;‘ﬁg 8, ?71_-:, I_m_E, 34119, :sli; ;g_ 0
e A 4.00 ll;outslidriutand machine-shops... 14—3, &»7| 3 i:ﬁ?a: ég: 65, aag: 132 32;3
- e A R , 082 6,227, 1,411,1 E
Paid g:r;{."x“’r uinterial ?g‘:"; Small.igg and rocfing and . ox8
ploy -4 l;:mmpmems e %‘g ?‘ﬁ-‘é'gﬁ 1158.% s‘!‘.:s
8 ——— W | Goul i | A g 23
Y i v
Total value of Product...............es s 100.00 | Ore,lron .. 81,605 | 20.470,756 | 053,117 | 46.6
Now, if wool is to go on the free-list, that, it is to be presumed, will 2;';12’3 tarais agle?g gmig fg:g&ﬁé %g
cheapen it. Some say it will be higher. At any rats, we can buy from | Carriages and wagons......... 45,304 | 4,951,617 | 18,988 615 28 7
the same market that England and Europe buy from. For my own | {%/Tiake and wagon materials.. (L] Bt IR b B
1 foel that it will be ch L = Awningsand tenta........ ......c.... 1,268 1, 968, 942 334, 4 17.0
h be cheapened. tus nOW 0 over theitems, and | Boxes (wooden for packin 7.822 | 43,374,971 | 11,726,001 25.4
instead of $11.16 say it costs $35. The next item, thongh small, is as | Brassand Soppes goods.. 12,461 | 26,661,571 , 663, 28,7
cheap with us as anybody, becauso admitted free of duty. The next | ook 8id tileo...o e (el B L TR
three items, except for the little dab of labor in them, are as cheap with | Charcoal 45 1,401 975,540 "300,607 | 410
us as with any one. In their unfinished condition there is but little | Chcesec and butter. 7,986 | 25,742,270 1,546, 495 6.0
labor in them ab most; but be liberal, take ont $1.50 and there will be | ©10¢ks, Wwatches, and watch-
3 ses 11,052 | 15,034,839 5,279, 056 £5.1
left $13.42, The wood and coal, I thke it, are as cheap here as any | Coffee, spices(roastand ground). 2,716 | 23,924 804 1,870,698 6.0
place, $1.09. The other materials, I do not know what they are, but | Coffins and burial-cases............. 4,415 | 8,157,760 | 1,805,805 | 23.2
they are in a crude state and have but little labor abont them; take Empe"?"" ithin zszég o Eé;'@ & gﬁ% 26.6
out, however, 15 per cent. or 60 cents in the $4 worth, leaving $3.40, | Drogs and chemicals ..... 0,545 | 88,178,638 4,157, 163 %g
Emktgg ft‘?;- mntg:éi% $53.28; now, labor, $1.50, and 60 cents, $2.10, de- ;:m!l:-lng gud “"L?h?i}"' 53,407 | 503,185,712 | 17,422.318 3.4
ucted above, a to the original $15.79 of labor cost, making total i o sl e
labor cost needing protection, $17.89; and this makes the cost of ma- rﬂ‘?nu‘ifrim“iph;ﬁ&?;& 52,057 h:?ﬂ: 'ﬁ:g s%gg g g::
terials and lahor $69.07, instead of $74.33 as before. Now add to this | Chairs.................. 10,575 9,877 3,311,286 3.7
$69.07 the $25.67 to capital, and we have $94.74. an e (ppodis) L5 0, 68 43,664 | 23
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I have not pretended to run clear throngh the list, but any person
who may feel an interest in the matter, and who is familiar with the
fundamental rules, addition, subtraction, multiplication, and division,
and the time-honored rule of three, can easily extend it through the
entire list. *

The sensible man strikes more fools on the subject of wages than upon
any other question extant. If gentlemen instead of continually harping
on the difference in the per diem wages paid in this country and in
Europe would compare the resnlts of labor more, and wonld compare the
per diem wages paid in the different States of this Union more, and in

-the different parts of the same State and often in different parts of the
same Congressional district more, they might arrive at more correct
conclusions as to why labor commands a better price at one place than
another.

Some two months ago I had a constituent, a clever fellow and on
most subjects very intelligent. He is interested in mining and ship-
ping kaoline to Philadelphia, 800 miles distant, and I may say he has
a most excellent plant when once rightly developed with all necessary
conveniences.

He got scared about the tariff and eame on here to exert his influence
againstany reductions, He called on me; Isympathized with him; was
anxious to assisthim. The duty reduced on kaoline or the productsof
kaoline wounld runin him. He prepared at some trouble and expense to
himself an argnmenton the price of wages—days’ w. between this
country and Europe, seeming to forget altogether the fact that the ques-
tion of labor was a mere song, that it was his distance from the railroad,
that he had to team it over bad, rough roads with wagons and then pay
high freights, twice as much as fair freightage ought to be, over rail-
roads a distance of more than 800 miles. In further illustration of the
wage question, I have prepared three tables which I shall mark D, E,
and F, and make parts of my remarks.

The first of the three, being the one numbered D, prepared from facts
found in volume 2, Compendium Census, beginning on page 944 an:l
ending on page 1029, shows the average number of our manufacturing
people at work in each of the States, the aggregate amouat of wages
paid, the average per employé per year, and the ratio of wages. Be-
ginning with California, where wages are highest, and making the
amount paid there the unit of comparison, and running on down to
North Carolina, where are lowest, I find Pennsylvania away
down eleventh in the list, paying $71.78, while California pays $100,
New York $94.90, and down to North Carolina, where $31.10 pettles
the bill.

The second of these three tables, the one numbered E, prepared from
facts found in volume 2, Compendiuam Census, beginning on page 1030
and ending with page 1095, shows the average number of our manu-
facturing people at work in each of the several cities named, the aggre-
gate amount of wages paid, the average per employé per year, and the
ratio of wages. Taking New York as a unit of comparison and run-
ning on down to Baltimore, where wages are lowest, I find Philadel-
phia, out of the thirteen cities considered, standing No. 10, occupying
a column one nearer the top, but relatively several nearer the bottom
than that in which Pennsylvania was found in the column of States.
While New York pays $100, San Francisco §122.95, Chicago $102.12,
and St. Louis $99.29, poor Philadelphia pays only $81.03.

But lest my distingunished friends from the Second, Third, and Fourth
districts of Pennsylvania, who have been sent here to keep the yoke
upon my constituents, for a time whereof the memory of man runneth
not to the contrary; for long years living in the past, coming from a city
evidently living in the past—lest they should think there was some thing
wrong aboutall these calculations, I have prepared athird table, marked
F, from volume 2, Compendium Census, on pages 1070 and 1076 re-
spectively, showing the average number of people engaged in cer-
tain manufacturing industries in New York City, and in the samein-
dustries. in Philadelphia, the aggregate wages paid in each branch of
industry, the average per employé, and the ratio to the employés in
the respective cities. Taking the price paid in New York as the unit
of ecomparison, and I find that in Philadelphia wages range all the way
from 47 to 87 cents, while§1 is demanded and paid in New York.

Now, sirs, at the time the census whose fignres are used was taken
Philadelphia had 185,527 persons engaged in the manufacturing indus-
tries of the city, out of a population of 847,170. New York had only
227,352 persons engaged in manufactaring industries, out of a popula-
tion of 1,206,209. To have had aslargea proportion of her population
engaged in the manufacturing industries as Philadelphia, New York
would have had to have 264,000 persons engaged insuch industries, or
37,000 more than she did have; Chicago, instead of 79,414, would have
had to have 110,000; St. Lonis, instead of 41,825, would have had to
have 76,000; San Francisco, instead of 28,442, would have had to have
51,000. This shows that Philadelphia was more of a manufacturing
city than New York, Chicago, St. Lonis, or San Francisco, and if high
wages depend on a larger per cent. of population being engaged in man-
ufactoring industries, why is it that wages are not higher in Philadel-
phia than in New York or these other cities? And if the competition
of cheap labor breaks down and destroys high-priced labor, how is it
that the 227,000 persons engaged in the manufacturing industries in

New York are not driven from their business by the cheap pauper labor
of Philadelphia?

The pauper kubor of Europe in an open field destroying the high-
priced P:bur of America! The pauper labor of Philadelphia destroying
the high-priced labor in New York! Wasanything ever more farcical ?
I invite my friends from New York to contemplate the scene. And I
pause to say to my friends from Philadelphia, Uncle Charlie in par-
ticular, *‘If you have tears to shed, prepare to shed them now.”

Our protectionist friends talk with exultation at our growth as a coun-
try (my distingnished colleague [Mr. BRow~NE] calls it ‘‘phenome-
nal ) and of onr high-priced labor, attributing it all to the tariff; and
shed erocodile tears lest it should be brought into competition with the
pauper labor of Europe. Does not every well-informed man know tha%
high-priced labor beats the world in an open field? It always has and
always will.

Our country’s greatness! What made it great? The tariff. Who
built these magnificent monuments ? The tariff. What enables us to
grow such splendid corn? The tariff. How is it that Kentucky has
such fine horses? The tariff. How is it that we have these fertile
lands, this healthful climate, these intelligent people, the good sun-
shine, and the rainfall? The tariff,. How is it that now and then we
cull out a holiday and call it the Fourth of July? The tariff, of
course.

I once heard of an old physician who had a student whom he was
trying to bring up in the ways of a full-fledged Esculapian. He had
a sick patient to visit. He took his pupil with him; they entered the
patient’s bed-room;the old doctor felt the patient’s pulse, looked about,
and said to the patient: ‘*You have been eating eggs, haven’t you?"’
**Yes,” said the patient. The old doctor preseribed, and they left.
On the way back the pupil asked: “*How did you know he had been
eating egas?’’  ““Because,”’ responded the old gentleman, ‘I sawthe
shells under the bed.” Another day passed and the old doctor sent the
young man to see the patient. The young man went in, felt the pa-
tient’s pulse, looked about, prescribed, and returned. When he gets
back the old doctor asks him: ‘‘ Well, how is Mr. Brown to-day?’’ “I
don’t know, but I am afraid he is going to die!”’ ‘‘Going todie! Why
do you think so?’ ‘‘Because he has eat a horse.”” ‘‘Eat a horse!
Why, what makes you think he has eat o horse?”” ‘‘Becaunse I saw the
saddle and harness under the bed.”

Decause our country has prospered our protectionist friends look
around, and finding the tariff in sight, they gladly attribute our growth
and prasperity to the tariff. Sirs, the tariff has handieapped our people;
it has built up millionaires, created colossal fortunes. In doing so it
has ground and oppressed the people, transfered the money from the
pockets of the many to the pockets of the few.

Why, Mr. Chairman, away back in 1860 I remember hearing Henry
8. Lane deliver a speech at Bloomfield, a town in my district. He
and Thomas A. Hendricks were opposing candidates for governor.
Hendricks dwelt with just pride on the rapid stride our country was
making in the march of progress under Democratic rule. Lane re-
plied, admitting that it had, but wondered if the sunshine, the equita-
ble rainfall, the healthfulness of our climate, the fertility of our soil,
the intelligence of our people, in short, the greatness of our opportu-
nities, did not have something to do with it.

During the decade then just passed all former decades were badly
left, just as every ten years are bound to surpass every preceding ten
years. The rule of progress, sirs, is upon the law of geometrieal pro-
gression, and not the law of arithmetical progression, 1and l1are2, and1
are3,and lare 4, and so on; 2 and 2 are 4, and 2 are 6, and 2 are 8, and o
on, arithmetieal progression; 2 and 2 are 4, and 4 are 8, and 8 are 16, and
so on, geometrical progression. Simple interest never compounded is
arithmetical pro ion. Compounded and it is geometrieal progres-
sion. One hundred dollars at 8 per cent. interest draws $8 per year, or
$300 in a hundred years. But at 8 per cent. compounded and in less
than ten years it doubles itself. In ten years it is $200; in twenty
years, $400; in thirty years, $800; in forty, $1,600; in fifty, $3,200; in
sixty, $6,400; in seventy, $12,800; in eighty, $25,600; in ninety, $51,-
200, and in one hundred years it is $102,400, or $101,500 more than
by the simple way. In 1850 we had over seven billions of property,
and in 1860 a little over sixteen billions.

For every $100 in 1850 we had $226 in 1860. This rate of increase
wonld have given us a little over thirty-six billions in 1870 and a little
over eighty-two billions in 1880. Instead, we had only thirty billions
in 1870 and forty-three billions in 1880.

In 1850 we had 9,021 miles of railroad; in 1860 we had 30.635. For
every 100 miles we had in 1850 we had 339} in 1860. The same rate
of increase would have given us over 104,000 miles in 1870 and over
356,000 miles in 1880. Instead, in 1870 we had 52,914, and in 1880
93,349. In all the essential elements of advancement the conntry never
prospered like it did between 1850 and 1860. In the language of Henry
8. Lane, wages are good; our country's prosperity is phenomenal. Our
wide fields and room for diversification, our genial sunshine, our re-
freshing rainfalls, our winters and our summers, our seed-time and
our harvest, our intelligence, our virtues, our good government, our
grand opportunities make wages good and make our country prosper,
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Although considerable of askeptie, not much given to believe in that
which I can not hear, see, taste, feel, or smell, or deduce by an & priori
course of reasoning from something that I can hear, see, taste, feel, or

TasrLe F—Continued.

smell, T am disposed to give God the glory, and to sing: g g% Z
Rise, shine, give God the glory, 5 g5 3 X
Rise, shine, give God the glory, £a% = ] 3
Rise, shine, give God the glory, . B%5 g &
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the leaders of the party on the floor of this House. The gentleman
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possessed only such powers as were expressly given to it. This party,
which afterwards became the Democratic party, founded all its doctrines
and policies upon the dogma of strict construction, and denied to the
General Government the most essential powers of government, even the
right of self-preservation, because no express warrant therefor could
be found in the Constitution. Upon this ground it denied the power
to establish a national bank, to undertake or carry on internal improve-
ments, to acquire foreign territory, and especially the rightto lay duties
for the purpose of protecting home industries, and whenever the tariff
has been under discussion in Congress the question of the constitution-
ality of protection has been raised by the Democratic membership, and
is raised to-day, notwithstanding one hundred years of Congressional
legislation recognizing it.

So that a tariff for revenue in the light of history and as expounded
by the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, means the ab-
solute destruction of the policy of protection. And if internal-revenue
taxes are retained, as proposed by this bill, the additional amount of
revenue necessary for the maintenance of the Government can be ob-
tained from duties so laid as to avoid even accidental or incidental pro-
tection—that species of protection which the Democratic party has
heretofore expressed a willingness to submit to for the sake of the rev-
enue. It is possible to select articles not produced here (as in free-
trade England, where they levy duties on tea and coffee) from which
this additional revenue may be obtained, and who can doubt, in view
of the utterances on the other side of the House in the course of this
debate, that even this species of protection will be eliminated from our
tariff policy if the Democratic party obtains full and complete control
of the Government ?

Are we prepared for a tariff for revenue only as thus understood?
‘What will it mean to the industries of this country? I will tell you.
It will mean a readjustment of the industrial system of this country
on the basis of unprotected competition with the industrial systems of
the whole world; it will mean that in order to hold our own market—
a market in which we sell at good prices 90 per cent. of our immense
production—our labor must come down to the European standard and
accept the wages and adopt the methods of living of the laborers of
England and Germany; it will mean that many of our industries must
fail utterly and their men be turned out to crowd the labor market of
the remaining industries, bringing wages still lower, or, unfitted by

ining and ience, to enter the field of agriculture, there to as-
sist in swelling the surplus of unmarketable production, or else wander
as tramps through thecountry. And it will mean in its ultimate mani-
festation danger to the peace and safety of the Republic.

Gentlemen on the other side talk glibly about our labor being able
to compete suecessfully with that of any other country and promise us
the foreign market as compensation for any impairment of the home
market. Unda:‘li)tedly the American workingman in point of intelli-
gence, energy, and industry has no superior on earth, and with anythin,
like equal conditions would fear no competition, but the free-trader, .ﬁziﬁ
trader, tariff-for-revenue reformer, or whatever else he may eall himself,
refnses to see that the conditions are not equal and can not be made so
except by bringing our standard of labor and livingdown to thatof other
countries. What are the conditions under which we must enter upon
the competition involved in the poliey of a tariff for revenue only?
First, what is our condition? We have a population of about sixty
million souls—at the last census 50,597,057—but there are only sev-
enteen pemna for each square mile of our territory. Our exports last

to §703,022,923, while our imports reached the sum of
{:trssss,am 768, leaving a halance of trade in our favor of $10,703,155,
and this does not include the imports and exports of gold and silver
bullion and ie upon which the balance of trade was also inour favor
1o the amount of $37,460,492.

Ever since and ineluding the year 1874 the balance of trade has been
very largely in our favor. Last year we exported wheat, wheat flour,
and corn to the amount of §162,013,864, and the only grain imported
was barley, to the amount of $6,568,833. Ourexports to Great Britain
were of the value of $363,101,143, while our imports from that country
_were only of the valueof $165,067,463, being a balance against free-trade
England of $198,033,680. Our debt on the first day of thismonth less
cash in the Treasury was $1,181,632,855, but our income last year was
$371,403,277 as nst an expenditure of $267,932,180, leaving a bal-
ance of $103,471,097 applicable to the payment of this debt, of which
$47,903,248 was so applied by the purchase of bonds for the sinking
fund, and the remainder might well have been applied to the purchase
of outstanding bonds of the Government but for the political necessity
of maintaining a surplus, in order to pave the wny for tariff reduction.

Thepretense of doubt about anthority under existing law to purchase
bonds having served its purpose, and Congress, to relieve the President
from embarrassment, having by resolution expressed the opinion that
the law of 1881 means just what it says, we may hope to see the accomu-
lating surplus hereafter applied to the extinguishment of the debt.
These are conditions of prosperity and offer opportunities to the citi-
zen of independence, of comfort, of leisure, for intellectual growth and
development not to be periled by a radical change of policy, the result
of which must be purely speculative, and which in any event will
bring disturbance and distress to our industrial and business interests

during the process of change from the old to the new basis. Surely it
3 a case, if there ever was one, where it is ‘’ better to let well enough

One.

But what are the industrial conditions in other lands, whose unre-
stricted competition we invite? Turn to Europe; there we find the
land erowded with human beinggs, from two hundred to five hundred
to the square mile, an average to the square mile of over two hundred
persons, who scramble and push each other in the struggle for bread,
whose lives are given over to the single effort to obtain the mere means
of existence, and who have no part or lot in making or executing the
laws under which they live. I speak of the great mass of the peopl
the common people, those who really bear the heavy burdens of
ropean government, who support in idleness its great standing urmlas
and the magnificence of its nobility and royalty. England is perhaps
less extravagant in this respect than others, and yet she pays nearly
$100,000,000 a year for her army and her royal family. The annuities
to the royal family amount to $2,715,000, the keeping of the royal pal-
aces to §$199,910, and the expenditure of the army to $91,969,500, mak-
a total of $94,884,410. The strength of the standing armies of the
leading States of Europe is as follows, namely:

Austria ...
Belgium...
Denmar,
France .....
Germany..... ey
GroRt BIIRIN ....0orvr ryscertransers
Italy. 265, 380

Each of these countries has a debt per head of its population greater
than the United States, except Italy—the debt per head ranging from
$28 to $153—and in all but Austna, Germany, and Russia their im-
ports largely exceed their exports, and especially is this true of grain
and flour; and in all except France, Germany, and Great Britain the
annual governmental expenditure is greater than the income. In
France, Germany, and Great Britain there is often a deficit, and the
expenses of government are only met by the most onerous systems of
taxation imaginable. Everything is taxed; in addition to the ordinary
subjects of taxation in all countries, they tax doors, windows, railwa;
passengers, licenses, carriages, male servants, and many things w‘hlcﬂ
display an mgenmty in ﬁndmg subjects of taxation that only the most
pressing necessity could inspire. The consolidated debt of France
amounts to the enormous sum of $4,745,619,245, and that of Great
Britain to $3,681,393,440.

These are not conditions of prosperity, not conditions eonducing to
high or even fair wages for labor and the beneficent results incident
thereto; and yet it is proposed to bring our labor to the standard of these
tax-ridden, overcrowded, ignorant populations. This bill is to be the
beginning of that end. It is but a short step from this bill to the rev-
enue basis, and the proposition is plain, if not self-evident, that free

ﬁhtmn with these peoples means tance of their standards.
ve no longer even the advantage which distanee from the field of
ir production formerly afforded us. The cost and delay of trans-
portatmn which distance im has been so lessened by the railroad,
the steam-ship, the telegraph, and ocean eable, that there is now prac-
tically no restriction npon competition between the two continents save
that imposed by legislation, and to legislation we must look as the only
efficient means ot equalizing conditions or preventing injurious com-
petition. And looking to the good of our people as the best way of
working out our part in the great plan of human progress, we have
heretofore so legislated, with reference to the conditions attending our
national development, as to prevent hurtful competitions, and we must
continue to do so unless we are willing to become mere hewers of wood
and drawers of water for some better-equipped rival.

If there conld be substantial equality of conditions, then free and
unrestricted commerce would be possible, and would follow as effect
follows cause, But if the nations are to be brought to substantial
equality in this respect, the movementshould be upward and not down-
ward, forward and not backward, up from the low wages of pauper
labor to the fair wages of independent, self-respecting, intelligent labor.

If the restrictions we have placed upon foreign commerce for the pro-
tection of our industries and our labor be removed, will the movement be
upward or downward? The crowded millions of Europe are standing
hy the shores of the Atlantie, with a surplus of everything but food,
waiting to throw their wares upon our rich market and realize returns
that will bring to them plentier and cheaper food and the comforis
which their poverty has heretofore denied them, and they will win the
market; as the cheapest producers they will take possesion of our mar-
ket and hold it, unless we cheapen our productions to their standard,

It is aquestlon of labor, of cheap labor—the cheapest labor must win
if the productions be of substantially equal value. It is hardly possi-
ble to conceive of anything having yalue and which may be made the
subject of trafiic and commerce, which is not enhanced in valune by
labor, and must have the atamp of labor upon it before it can be de-
voted to the nse of man. Gold isof no value until drawn by the hand
of labor from its hiding place in the earth or released from the slow-
yielding grasp of the quartz—and so with all things; they must be con-
secrated to use by the hand of labor. And so it is, that whatever the
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other advantages of a competitor, the element of labor is the control-
ling one, and the market will yield to the cheaper labor, the production
being substantially as good as the competing one. Itis only necessary
to state this, it needs no elaboration or argument.

Baut it is said that the increased demand for our agricultural produe-
tion will compensate for any injury to our manufactures. Necessarily
the crippling of our manufactures will cheapen agricultural production,
both by erippling the consuming power of the people and by the in-
creased production which the return of the factory hand to the field
will involve, and this cheapening and the introduction of foreign goods
may increase the demand for wheat, corn, ete., but through the lower-
ing of prices will benefit us but little, ifatall. In the end we must ac-
cept Euro conditions and cheapen our labor so as to hold our mar-
ket, or in large measure surrender commercial and industrial independ-
ence and devote ourselves to feeding the factories of Europe. Either
way, we must Jose our place in the great movement for the development
of the earth’s resources and the uplifting of its peoples,with which di-
versified industry has illustrated this age, and become mere stragglers
in the rear of the procession.

Why should we voluntarily and unnecessarily embarrass ourselves
in this race of life? We shounld lead the procession. Our area is con-
tinental; every variety of soil and climate is embraced within our
boundaries. The lakes on the North, the gulf on the South, the great
oceans on either hand, and the mighty rivers of the interior, supple-
mented with 150,000 miles of railway, afford facilities for transporta-
tion nnequaled in all the world. Timber, coal, iron, and every pro-
duction of forest, field, and mine necessary to the development of the
highest civilization are here at the command of intelligent industry;
and it is only necessary to avail ourselves of these advantages, it isonly
necessary to seize and improve the great opportunities which they af-
ford in order to become the richest and most powerful nation of the
world. Why, then, should we go to and depend on any other country
for the things necessary for our national life and progress? And why,

, should we go to them for the things we can produce ourselves?
In order that we may get them cheaper, and in order that we may es-
cape the clutch of monopolies, says the free-trader. Butthe answer to
this is one approved by a hundred years of national experience, and is
this: That home competition, the competition between our own pro-
ducers and manufacturers, will insure reasonable prices to the con-
sumer—much lower prices than wounld be accepted by the foreigner if
in control of our market.

There has been a constant and rapid cheapening to the consnmer of
all productions since the beginning of our national existence, but more

y so since the enactment of the protective tariffof 1861. Iwill
not offer tables of statistics to prove this; already the RECORD groans
with figures that prove it beyond question. And in truth it is not ques-
tioned. The free-trader does not question the fact, but will attribute
it to any cause under the sun rather than the protective tarifi, Yetit
is a fact that can not be controverted thatin every leading industry
home competition has bronght down the price, and the lowering of the
price dates from the laying of the first protective duty on the foreign
article. It was so of steel rails, as often instanced, and of spool cot-
ton, silks, woolens, blankets, etc. The country is too broad, its in-
terests too varied, the enterprise of its people too great ever to become
the helpless prey of monopoly.

Thereis a tendency, it is true, to combination on the part of capital
throngh corporate organization, trusis, and what not, that is antago-
nistic to the welfare and happiness of the people which, while not grow-
ing out of, are made possible by the modern facilities for rapid commnu-
nication and transportation. These agencies make possible the great
combinations of capital which center in New York, London, and other
great cities, and thencereachouttothe whole world demanding tribute.
They are not confined to any one conntry; they rise above all tariffs,
whether protective or foxg, revenue only, and exist wherever capital is
found, and greed of gain and unscrupulousness combine with opportu-
nity. It will not be claimed that a protective tariff gave rise to the
Standard Oil combination, nor that a tariff for revenue only is respon-
sible for the great English combinations of eapital which exist to-day,
nor that therevenue policy of Franceisresponsible for the recent French
copper snydicate. The tendency grows out of the peculiar commercial
and business conditions of the age and these combinations must be met
by legislation aimed at them directly, and of a character that will re-
strain the abuses of which they are guilty, and surely this end can bet-
ter be attained by a study of the extent and character of their opera-
tions and the true and real causes of their existence than by an outery
?gai::lst the tariff upon the demagogic assumption that it is responsible

or them.

The tendency of the age is io theaccumulation of wealth in the hands
of the few at the expense of the many, and largely grows out of the
abuse of corporate organization and power, These abuses call for rad-
ical measures, and unless the great corporations of the day are brought
within limitations that will make them agencies of good and not of
evil, they will possess the country and defy the Government, as many
of them do now., ;

But our friends on the other side charge all these abuses against the
protective tariff. On the other side of the ocean they are attribnted

to free trade. Sir Edward Sullivan, in an article in the Nineteenth
Century of August, 1881, said:

The workinimca are not working ont the question by the absiract reasoning
of others, but by their own experience; they know nothing ofrpo‘.titiml econ-
omy, but they know what were the promises of the apostles of free trade, and
they know what are the resulits. Bankers and brokers, and dealers in stocks,
and importers of foreign manufactures may tell them that they are fools an
do not know when they are well off. That may be so, but they know when
they are badly off, and they are badly off now,

The reports of their delegates state that a very large proportion of the oper-
ative population of Great Britain (they put it at one-third) is out of work; that
the rest gm’e not on an average more four days' work a week; that for
five or six years they have been consuming their savings and the funds of their
trade societies. One rich trade society has paid no less than £200,000 in * work
pay ' during the last five years and reduced its ‘capital to less than £100,000.

Whatever the wealth of the country may be it has not penetrated down to
them. Every year this wealth is accumulating into fewer hands; every year
the gulf between rich and poor becomes deeper and der. It is calculated
that there are at this moment 14,500,000 of the people with less than 10s, 6d, a
week to live on.

It would be just as fair to attribute to the protective tariff' the evils
of intemperance as to attribute to it the tendency of capital to form
combinations, or of corporations to abuse their powers, or of the rich
to grow richer and of the poor to grow poorer. Certainly the removal
of the restrictions upen foreign commerce would not relieve us from
these eombinations unless through the destruction of the wealth of the
country it should have that effect. :

The foreign market as pictured to us by the free-trader is a delusion
and a snare. We already sell there as much as there is any demand
for. We successfully compete with other nations in the sale of cotton,
grain, flour, petrolenm, tobacco, and other things of our own special pro-
duction, and can only hope toincreass our exports materially by becoming
the carrier of onr own productions. Legitimately a nation should go
abroad only for those things which it can not produce at home or can not
produce in sufficient quantities tosupply the demand of its people, and
commerece between the nations shounld, in themain, beconfined to these
things. To go beyond this isto force the marketof some other nation and
do violence to the beautiful theory of the free-trader that a nation should
shape its commercial policy for the common good of all mankind—for
surely the common good of mankind would be best promoted by re-
specting theintegrity of each country’s market as to those things which
it produces in quantities sufficient to satisfy the demand of its people.
In this view we have little io complain of—our exports last year
amounted to $703,022,923, classified as follows: .

T e e e o T o e e S S B St §323, 073,774
Manufn es 135,337,574
Mining 11,758, 720
The forest 21,126,213
T R S e e e e R A e 5,135,771
All others. 6,570,872

Total . 703,022,023

The great disturbing element in the markets of the world is overpro-
duction. Labor-saving machinery and appliances have so stimulated
and increased production of every kind that, irrespective of commercial
and industrial policies, there come times when the supply excezds the
demand and there ensues a business paralysis or stagnation that is only
cured when consumption again overtakes production; and the great
problem of the future is to so adjust the labor of the world to the new
basis created by machinery as that it may find remunerative employ-
ment without bringing upon us the distresses inecident to overprodac-
tion. And when this problem is solved it may solve the question of
*‘strikes,’” which seemed to trouble the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr.
BRECKINRIDGE] the other day, and which he attributed to the tariff,
forgetting that the **strike’’ and ‘‘lockont’’ are free importations from
free-trade England and that the argument that they grow out of the
policy of free trade is much the stronger one.

Among civilized nations there is but one free-trader or rather but one
tariff-for-revenue—only nation. All others, through restrictions on
foreign commerce suited to their condition, endeavor to hold their own
markets and support the policy which limits foreign importations {o
the things which they do not produce. The one nation which is an
exception to this rule is England, and she is sui generis. Her insular
position gives her special advantages as a maritime power. Very early
she tarned her attention to manufactares, and by a most rigid and even
unscrupulous policy of protection, pursued for hundredsof years through
tariffs and navigation laws, became the leading manufacturing nation
and the ocean carrier of the world. Soon she was compelled to look
abroad for food for her people and for raw material for her manufactures,
and of necessity was compelled also to look abroad for a market for the
surplus of her manufactured products, and so she began to plant colo-
nies in every part of the world and adopted a policy with reference to
them that compelled them to become consumers of her manufactures,
in exchange for which they were required to furnish her food and raw
material,

But she did not stop here; throngh diplomacy and with her cannons
she from time to time took possession of markets all around the world,
which she holds to-day, and when at last all these measares failed to
meet her necessities, she as a measure of protection to her indusiries
and trade, as purely protective in its operation and effect as the tariffs
which ghe abandoned, adopted her so-called policy of free trade. Hav=




4124

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

MAy 14,

ing a large and constantly increasing surplus of manufactured goods
which she was compelled to sell abroad to obtain food and raw mate-
rial, she said to the nations whose markets were yet within their con-
trol, *‘ Let us remove all restrictions on commerce; let trade be free;
let me sell in your market freely and without restriction, and you shall
so sell in mine, and great good will follow to us all.”” Sell in her
market! Sell what? Sell manufactured goods there when every dol-
lar’s worth so sold would to that extent lessen her ability to buy the
food and raw materials she must have? No; she did not intend that.
She knew that she must because of her necessity and with her advan-
tages could undersell her competitors not only in her own market hat
in all markets to which she was admitted duty free,
- Her assurance of this was in her cheap skilled labor, her improved
machinery, her abundant eapital, her large production, and in the fact
that she would carry to her own shores, upon her own terms, the greater
part of the competing goods. Beside that, she still lays duties on for-
eign importations, and still discriminates against foreign manufactures,
although gladly admitting all raw material free. For instance, she lays
duties on tobacco and coffee, but diseriminates in favor of her home
manufactures, by placing still higher duties on roasted or ground coffee
or any form of manufactured tobacco, and so with many other things.
She takes care of her own household and deserves credit for if, but of-
fers nothing to compensate us for admitting her to our market on equal
terms. If we had the cheap labor, the capital, and the ships, England
would still be a formidable competitor in the markets of the world.
She already has control of markets in every quarter of the globe from
which it would be difficult indeed to dislodge her, and she would main-
tain a keen competition for all others. In any view of the matter the
foreign market as compensation for the loss or any serious impairment
of our own great home market is a delusion and a snare.

If the time shall ever come when through the crowding of popula-
tion and the accumulation of wealth our labor shall be cheapened and
the other conditions coexist to render us independent of the competi-
tion of other nations, it will then be time enough to throw down our
walls of protection and invite the unrestricted competition of the world.
Until then it is the part of wisdom to sustain the poliey and hold the
market that has made us a prosperous people and given usa high place
among nations.

If we look abroad for a market we onght first to turn our attention
to securing control of, or at least an equnal share with other nations in,
the markets of this hemisphere. They are already valuable and stead-
ily growing more so. There is a wonderful increase in the wealth and
population of the South American states, and a growth in trade, in-
dustry, and all the peaceful arts which gives promise of a rich com-
merce. But to-day we fall behind Great Britain, France, Germany,
and even Belgium in our trade with most of these states. Last year
the exports of the Argentine Republic amounted to the sum of $69,835,-
000 and her imports to $95,403,000, and her trade with the countries
named stood as follows:

Imports | Exports
oty from, ‘ to.

Great Britain.. £33, 432, 660 | £10, 071, 850

France 17,022,038 | 22 342 153
L e e e R S e S R SR 8§, 044, 575 6, 950, 908
Belgium 7,721,817 | 10,924 737
United States, 7,673, 284 3,580, 406

In 1886_’87 the exports of Brazil to Great Britain amounted to $32,-
410,720, and her imports from Great Britain to $34,378,435, while her
exports to the United States were $52,5693,716, and her imports from
the United States were only $3,071,653, a balance against us of $44,-
522,063. For the same year the exports of Chili to Great Britain
amounted to $11,387,185, and her imports from that country to §8,041,-
985, while her exports to us amounted to $2,863,233, and her imports
from us to but $1,393,725. Our trade with these three countries
is fairly representative of our trade with all the countries of that
continent. There are twelve lines of steamers from the Argentine Re-
publie to Europe, and an ocean cable to London, but none to the United
States. This tells the story of Eunropean supremacy in the markets
of these States. To secure the trade of these countries we must offer
them as good if not better facilities for an exchange of products than
they enjoy with Europe.

To do this we must have our own ships and be able to establish as
many steam-ship lines as their commerce demands. But we have no
ships and we find the ocean covered with the subsidized ships of Great
Britain, France, Germany, and other nations, and independent of the
subsidies with which these nations protect their commercial marines,
we find that becaunse of the high price of American labor we can neither
huild nor sail ships as cheaply as they, and consequently ean not com-
pete with themin the carryingof even ourown trade. In this situation
there is but one of two thingsto do—sitstill and do nothing as we have
been doing for so many years, or else by subsidy build up a commercial
marine as we have built upour system of internal transportation, by un-
limited appropriations to railroads and for the improvement of rivers

and harbors—subsidies that will enable us to compete successfully with
other nations for the carrying trade of the world.

But at this point the Democratic party meet us again with the con-
stitutional objection—a want of power. Iwould find the powerin that
fair and reasonable construction of that instrument of which I have
spoken, which gives it effect not only according to its letter but its
spirit, and I believe with Col. J. R. G. Pitkin, whose language I now
quote from aspeech recently delivered by him before the National Con-
vention of the American Shipping and Industrial Leagune at New Or-
leans, that—

A nation by its right to be, to conserve itself, must expand its powers; and it
loyally construes its charter when it regulates commerce to that end. The
Constitution that belted a union of thirteen States must be let out 'to the girth
of the great nation which is not to be emaciated and stifled by a narrow con-
struction of the letter that is perfidy to the spirit. It is not an instrument in
which can be found by remote implication an intent or sanction to waste our
substance on foreign fleets in an annual drain of §150,000,000, or to divest from
our labor the legitimate dues by which it may be a nerved, sanguine, steadfast
American force to compel wide elbow room in the world.

The only remedy the Democratic party suggests to relieve the un-
happy condition of our commercial marineis what they call *‘ freeships;”?
which means that we shall abandon ship-building—let it become to us
one of the lost arts—and buy our ships on the Mersey and the Clyde,
forgetting that subsidies to foreign ships still shut us out of the field
of competition. What better use could be made of the surplus than to
employ it in building up our shipping and in preparing the way for our
admission on equal terms to the foreign market which our greatly in-
creasing produnction renders so desirable? We can not afford to give up
our own home market for the chance of a foreign market, or even in
exchange for it; yet wise statesmanship requires us to inaugurate such
measures as will in the no distant future secure to us equal advantages
in the marketsof theworld. Let the ‘*‘surplus’’ be devoted to rebuild-
ing the Navy; to restoring our commercial marine to the proud position
it once occupied; to the development and improvement of internal trans-
portation; to the payment of liberal pensions to the old soldiers, who
have made all the promise of our future possible, and the people will
not complain; they will sarction and approve it all.

Notwithstanding the frightful pictures of distress growing out of ex-
cessive taxation to which we have been treated in the course of this
debate, no man can lay his finger upon a single instance of real distress
resulting from national taxation, and the people are nowhere com-
plaining of it. In its daily round the sun does not shine on a more
prosperous country than this, and their fancy pictures of distress are
mere creations of the imagination, intended for use in the coming po-
litical campaign. A gentleman on the other side, from the State of
Texas, complains that, admitting we pay higher wages than any other
country, yet, to use his own language—

It is also an established fact that the laborer in the Uniled States can not, as
a general rule, save anything from the result of his toil at the end of each year.

And adds—

Then what is the difference between earning §1 per day or 10 cents per day, if
the result is the snme, namely, sufficient to eat to preserve life, and suflicient to
wear to protect the body?

It is Buchanan’s doctrine of 10 cents a day come again. This state-
ment may fairly represent the condition of labor in the gentleman's
State, and in the South generally, for some little observation in that
region prepares me to believe it, and T am willing he shall confess for
his section of the country, but not for mine. In no sense does his state-
ment truly represent the condition of labor in Ohio, or anywhere north
of Mason and Dixon’s line. The deposits in the Northern savings-
banks and in building associations refutes it, and it is absolutely re-
futed by the surroundings of comfort, convenience, and even of orna-
ment and taste with which the homes of labor are filled in the North,
whether on the farm, at the furnaces, or at the factories. Nowhere
else in the world has labor such surroundings. You may find squalor
and wretchedness in certain quarters of every great city, but there is
no ‘‘general rule,”’ as stated by the gentleman, applicable to the labor
of the North.

Every man familiar with Northern life will bear testimony to the
truth of what I say, and the census of 1880 shows that no more than
1in 505 of the people of the Northern States receives public relief,
while in England in 1868 about 1 in every 18 persons was in receipt
of parochial relief. In the city where I reside, most of the men of
family, who earn their living by labor in its numerous workshops and
factories, own their homes, which they have purchased from the sav-
ings of their labor, and because of these savings small properties of
$1,000 and less in value are almost as marketable as wheat and corn,
and I undertake tc say that this is not unusual in the towns and cities
and in the country places of the North. The earningsofour labor have
made it intelligent, independent, and self-respecting, as befitsmen who
are charged with the responsible duties of a citizenship such as ours,
and it demands a continuance of the policy which has protected it
against the underpaid, underfed, and degraded labor of the old world,
and if not heard now, will be heard in November. Thisis labor’s battle
and laber will decide it.

Petitions come here from the men in the mills, the factories, and work-
shops of the country, from the manufacturers who give them employ-
ment, from the farmers and stock-raisers, from the lumbermen, and




1888.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

4125

from the miners, asking for the preservation of this policy and for the
defeat of the Mills bill as the forerunner of its destruction; but where
are-the petitions from the people anywhere in all the land asking fora
reduction of tariff duties? Who is it that inspires this crusade against
the industries of the conntry? Notthe farmers, not the manufacturers,
not the workingmen; no, not these, but would-be political economists,
with learning enough to be dangerous; disciples of Calhoun, who have
never been charged with the responsibilities of government until within
the last three years, and whose knowledge of any industrial system is
of one that is dead and into which the question of wages never entered,
and English emissaries of free trade, organized for the conquest of the
American market.

From these come the inspiration for this warfare against the pros-
perity of the country. These men have control of the Democratic
party and our safety lies in depriving it of the power it so abuses, and
which was so improvidently placed in its hands. That day is near at
hand. The men who toil, the old soldiers of the Union, and all those
who intelligently and sincerely desire the continued prosperity of the
country will have their innings in November next, and will re-estab-
lish the American policy, the policy of Henry Clay, the policy of the
old Whig party, and of the “Republican party, on foundations so firm
that even the Bourbon Democracy will be convinced of the futility of
ever again assailing it. [Applause. ]

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to occupy any
of the time of the committee in the discussion of the pending bill. Its
merits, il any merit it has, and its demerits, and they are to my mind
many and glaring, were so well known to every gentleman on this floor
whom I could hope to reach or influence by anything 1 might say that
any suggestions on my part seemed not needed. My mind has not
changed on that score. Buf, Mr. Chairman, last evening I received
such a petition from many hundreds of people in my district protest-
ing against the ge of this most unjust, unwise, and uncalled-for
measure that I am impelled to say a word in presenting it to the Ameri-
can Congress. This petition, Mr. Chairman, is signed by many hun-
dreds of people in my little city who know what labor is. They live
by the toil of their own hands. Glad am I to say that they are intelli-
gent people. They understand the meaning of protection. They know
what the passage of the Mills bill means to them, they know what it
means o all American workingmen, and they raise their voices by this
petition in solemn protestation against its passage.

Look at this petition, gentlemen of the majority. Iislength is meas-
ured by yards and its signers are numbered by hundreds, and yet this
is not the only petition of like tenor presented by me to Congress.

Thousands of laboring men in the district I have the honor to repre-
sent are begging Congress to defeat this bill. They are workers of wool
and of cotton, of iron and of glass, the mechanic and the farmer. Mr.
Chairman, do they stand alone in making this request? Need I make
answer? Why, sir, the term of the gentleman from Texas is hardly
long enough to enable him to count the number of names of those
throughout this prosperousland who have invoked Congress by petition
not to disturb our industries, not to cripple our manufactures, not to
place our happy and contented and prosperous working people on a
{,ev]el with those less favored in other lands by the passage of the Mills

il

These petitioners are not confined toany district or any State. Why,
sir, I have received remonstrances even from the State of Texas. Isit
because these petitioners are outnumbered by those favoring the pas-
sage of the bill that no heed is paid to them by the gentlemen across the
aisle? Is it because the districts represented on this floor by Democrats
are asking for its passage that a deaf ear is turned by the gentlemen of
the majority to this petition I present, and hundreds of others like it?

Mr, Chairman, I do not recall that a single petition has been pre-
sented asking for the passage of the Mills bill.  When the American
people are interested they let that interest be known. If the people of
these United States, or any considerable number of them, desired the
passage of the Mills bill, think you, sir, they wounld have remained so
longsilent? Hasnot nearly every gentleman on this floor received many
petitions in reference to the copyright bill, the pension bills, the educa-
tional bill, the swamp-land bill, the direct-tax bill, and numerousother
measures now pending before the House? Have we not all received
protests against this bill? If petitions have been sent here favoring its
passage they have been smothered in obseurity.

Mr. Chairman, I have heard no farmers crying for the passage of this
bill; nor do I believe I will while nine-tenths of their products are
used for home consumption. I have heard nolaboring man ask for its
passage. Do you think, sir, they will so petition while their wages
approximate double those paid in every other country on the globe?

Who is it, then, that wants the provisions of the Mills bill enacted
into law? Ah, sir, I believe that question will be answered next No-
vember in no uncertain tones, I believe the verdict of the people at
the polls will answer, *‘Not the American people, but the British free-
iraders and their allies.”” [Applause.]

Mr, STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, 1 havesought thisopportunity during
the continuance of this extended, and in some respects remarkable, de-
bate to give expression to some of the views entertained by me concern-
ing this bill, and also concerning the policy of this Administration

on the subject-matter thereof, and on a question intimately connected
with the proposed revision of the tariff. Not that I shall enter upon a
lengthy discussion of the latter, but that before this controversy closes
I may state some of the things I would like to see done in the way of
revising the inequalities of our present tariff law in harmony with the
declarations of my party and the best and wisest sentiments of a ma-
jority of its thonghtful people. Nearly five sessions of experience in
this body has tanght me how difficult it is to accomplish the most in-~
consequential legislation if asingle one of the three hundred and twenty-
five members of the House sets himself actively and persistently at
work to prevent that legislation. N

How many of the hundreds who have from fime to time been mem-
bers of the lower branch of Congress have realized most emphatic, if
not bitter, disappointment when, on assuming their relation with the
House of Representatives of the United States of America, they found
themselves surrounded on all sides by insurmountable walls in the
name and form of rules, constructed by their antecedent legislators,
ostensibly for the purpose of facilitating deliberation and legislation,
but effectuating the most complete legisiative tyranny possible to con-
ceive! I can not answer, but know I am within the bounds of truth
when I surmise their number to be ‘‘legion;’ so when I wish to put
upon record some of the changes I would like to see made in our exist-
ing law, or in the so-called Mills bill before it shall, if ever, become &
law, I am sensible how unreasonablemay be the hope that such changes
as I may desire, if their wisdom were conceded by a large majority of
the present membership of the House, will be made either in existing
statute or pending bill. Notwithstanding the difficulties in the way,
however, each member has his individual duty to perform, his responsi-
bility here and elsewhere to meet, and for one I shall hesitate not in
doing the best I can to make plain my position.

Mr. Chairman, among the few things—some commendable, some des-
picable—done by this Administration there are at least three for
which it ean not escape if it would the condemnation of a majority of
the most thoughtful and intelligent people of the country. For three
attacks, neither of which involved the least exposure to physical dan-
ger, this Administration will be justly celebrated. First, the attack
on the silver dollar; second, that upon the outstanding green
and, third, that upon the protective system under which this Govern-
ment has grown and prospered, and by reason of which, as we on this
side of the Chamber believe and declare, she has attained financially,
commercially, intellectually, and nationally the proud distinetion ac-
corded her by the civilized world. The first attack, as all gentlemen
present remember, was begun early.

Indeed, it appears that so much was the President-elect wrought
upon by his own fears, or the importunities of influential single stand-
ard, gold men of the country—which on this precise point practically
means New York City—that prior to thetime when, under the Consti-
tution and laws, he could officially say or do anything, the country was
amused and surprised to find that he, on February 24, 1885, had de-
liberate]y written certain prominent members of his party then in the
Haquse of Representatives, urging them, by indirect if not direct words,
to a repeal of the law of Febrnary 28, 1878, under and by virtue of
which the regular monthly purchase and coinage of silver dollars are
being carried on. This, sir, was a most remarkable spectacle, the like
of which I do not recall.

How this early, this pre-official attack upon the financial system of
the country was followed up by the Administration is readily shown
by reference to the first official communiecation of the President to Con-

—his first annual m

Now, sir, while I do not intend to discuss for one moment the silver
question as related fo our present coinage laws, and only wish, as indi-
cating an opinion, to make brief declaration of my sympathy with the
principle of bi-metallism, I can not forbear, in view of the bitter—I
had almost said venomous—attacks made upon our tariff system by the
Administration and by the great majority of the Democrats in the House
and in the Senate since this debate began, ealling attention to this first
assault of the President upon the silver currency of the country.

As a text to this immediate discussion a wild and apparently deep-
felt alarm was sounded. Uttered by the President in his last partial
annual m e to Congress—reference to every other subject of na-
tional or international concern being spurned as unworthy in compar-
ison with the one thing forming the alpha and omega of this state
paper—the has been iterated and reiterated over and over again
during this debate that our whole land is in peril most imminent and
threatening.

Why, Mr. Chairman, to read the message attacking protection, and
the Democratic vociferations of calamities now on the country, and
every day angmented at most fearful rate, if one accepted as literally
true either the President’s extreme utterances, or discarding those, the
wild, fanatical, and vicious declamations of many of the free-traders
who have spoken since this debate hegan, he wounld conclude at once
that t‘:;lis country is going straight to perdifion by the shortest route

0ss1Dle.
’ Now, I say upon the history of this Administration, already of more
than three years’ duration, that these cries are those of alarmists in high
places and nothing more.
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To prove this let me briefly recur to the policy and utterances of the
Administration on the silver question.

I have already cited the unusual, pre-official attack made, and indi-
cated that it was thereafter officially followed usi

Let us refer to the first message of President Cleveland to Congress,
turning to pages 22 and 23 of the messages and documents of 1885 and
1886 as printed, and we will find such sentences as these:

The neeemﬂti for such an addition to the silver currency of the nation as is
compelled by the silver-coi act is negatived by the fact that up to the pres-
ent time only about fifty millions of the silver dollars so coined have actually
found their way into ecirculation, leaving more than one hundred and sixty
millions in the possession of the Government, the custody of which has entailed
o considerable expense for the construction of vaulis for its deposit, * = =

Every month two millions of gold in the public Treasury are paid out for two
millions or more of silver dollars, to be added to the idle mass already accu-
mulated. If continued ll:u:lﬁl enough this operation will result in the substitu-
tion of silver for all the gold the Government owns applicable to its general
at;rpmas. * * * The proportion of silver and its certificates received by the

wvernment will probably increase as time goes on, for the reason that the
nearer the period approaches when it will be obliged to offer silver in‘fayme‘nt
of its obligations, the greater inducement there will be to hoard gold against

de; intion in the value of silver, or for the urpose of speculation.
his hoarding of gold has already begun., When the time comes that gold has
been withdrawn from eirculation there will be apparent the difference between
the real value of the silver dollar and a dollar in gold, and the two coins will
company. * * * The hoarding of gold which hasalready taken place in-

tes that we shall not escape the usual experience in guch cases,

So, if this silver coinage be continued, we may reasonably expect that gold
and its equivalent will abandon the field of circulation to silver alone. This, of
course, must produce a severe contraction of our eirculating medium, instead of
adding toit. * * *

And on pages 25 and 26 of this same publication will be found such
sentences as these:

We bave now on hand all the silver dollnra neeessary to supply the present
needs of the people and to satisfly those who from sentiment wish to see them
in cireulation ; and if their coinage is suspended, they can be readily obtained
by all who desire them. I‘f the need of more 18 at any time apparent, their coin-

ay be renewed. * .

aq;hu ﬁwem not nlmdir overtaken us furnishes no proof that danger
does not wait upon a i tion of the pr silver coinage. Wehave been
saved by the most careful management and unusual expedients, by a combina-
tion of g.}mma.te conditions,and by a confident expectation that the course of
the Government in regard to silver coinage wonld speedily changed by the
getion of Congress, Prosperity hesitates upon our threshold because of the
dangers and uncertainties surrounding this question. Capital timidly shrinks
from trade, and investors are unwilling to take the chance ot the questionable
state in which their money will be returned to them, while enterprise halts ata
risk against which care and sagacious management do not protect, * * = [

i the susj ion of the compulsory coinage of silver dollars, directed
by the law passed in February, 1878,

A year passed. The following message contained a brief reference to
the coinage of silver and to the views expressed in his first communi-
cation to Congress, which were reaffirmed. Another year passed, and
the subject of silver coinage was wholly ignored.

It may be the ‘‘hoarding of gold’ referred to by ihe President has
not only been commenced and continued in some parts of the conmntry,
and that somewhere in some secluded spot of *‘gold bugs’’ gold and
silver have, as the President predicted, parted company, and it may be
perilous, crushing times have come somewhere, but I want to say most
emphatically that such conditions as the President prophesied have not
come to pass in my section of the country. Why, sir, as matter of evéry-
day fact, there has been more gold in the safes and on the counters of
the bankers of Northwest Iowa since the above-quoted words were writ-
ten than I ever knew of before in that part of the country.

1f you had gone into any of the banks doing a general businessin the
district I have the honor to represent at any time during the past three
{:ars you would have seen, as can be seen now, plenty of gold, and the

nks can hardly put it out, because people, under the magnificent
financial system enacted by the Republican party, know that for every
practical purpose of trade and financial transaction a paper dollarserves
them as well as either gold or silver and is vastly more convenient to
handle. In the light of this indisputable fact of the presence of an
abundance of gold on the counters of the bankers of the West, what
becomes of the great hue and cry of the President that silver was fast
driving out gold; that the gold was fast being hoarded, and wonld soon
disa from the sight of all but the miserly hoarders of it.

What hus become of the prediction of the President that financial
and commercial disaster wonld follow unless the coinage of the silver
dollar was suspended? Despite local disturbances and local failures
to realize the measure of prosperity hoped for, tile fact remains that in
the grand West at least railroad and town building, entries nupon and
purchase of land have gone on at rapid rate, and while the farmers of
the country have not realized as much for their farm products as they
desired, nor as they ought, yet I deny that during these years follow-
ing this alarm sounded by the President, they have been, as some here
have essentially depicted, going pell-mell to the poor-house.

But I shall recur to the*farmers later on in my remarks.

Now, I maintain that this plentifulness of gold in the West, in every
bank, Iarge or small, engaged in a general business, could not have
existed during all this time since the President sounded his excited
alarm, and announced the ** parting of company ’’ of the two metals,
the hoarding of gold and its disap ce from sight, were it not that
our general condition of trade and finance has been fairly good.

If the general condition of the country in d to the existence of
an ample gold fund in the hands of bankers may be properly estimated

P

by the condition of the National Treasury as to gold receipts during
the past four'years, there wonld seem to be no fear of early disappear-
ance of ‘‘shining shekels.”’

On November 1,1854, there were in gold in the National Treasury.. 8134;.'8_;& 790

On November 1,1885 reried
On November 1, 1886 158, 537,179
On October 1, 1857. 192, 957, 181

Or a gain of nearly $60,000,000.

The last monthly statement of the Treasurer is not at hand, but the
one of date of March 31, 1888, shows a net gold coin and bullion bal-
ance in the Treasury of $218,818,253.63, while the net silver balance
was only $43,886,782.00. I am aware that this is not a decisive crite-
rion by which to judge the accuracy of the President’s predictions,
and that to present such complete criterion might demand a full survey
of the field of trade and finance, the condition of our exports and im-
ports of the precious metals; but, inasmuch as I bave only songht to
prove there was no just oceasion for the deep apprehension felt by the
President in foreecasting such near and direful consequences unless the
coinage of silver should be immediately abated, the above reference is,
in my judgment, quite sufficient.

The Administration’s second attack was made upon the few mil-
lion of *“greenbacks’ still in circulation and use among the people.
Not only must silver go if the Administration can have its way, but
the ‘‘ greenbacks ’* must go quickly and not stand much on the order
of their going.

‘Why, Mr. Chairman, when I have listened to these many, very many,
iterationsand reiterations from Democrats of this House and elsewhere,
as they sound the praises ascribed this Democratic administration—how
it is the government of the poor man, the foe of monopoly, the guardian
angel of the ““meek and lowly ?’ asagainsts the high and erafty, the rich
and exacting—to all this nonsense that has flowed like an almost cease-
less current of sickening self-adulation I have felt, in the face of the
golemn facts, like turning away in shame and disgust.

In his reply to the House resolution of Febrnary 3, 1886, reported by
Mr. BLAND, calling him to inform the House, among other things,—

What amount of silver dollars was in the Treasury on the 4th day of March
last that could bave been applied in the payment of the interest-bearing debt
and other daes of the Government, and what amount of such dollarsis now held
in the Treasury that could be so applied; also, what amountof silver certificates
is held in the Treasury that could be reissued; also, what amount of interest-

bearing debt is now subjeet to eall, and will the same policy be ed in tho
payment of silver thereon and on other public dues as !’:m pnaf:iw

Mr. Manning, then Becretary of the Treasury, after having referred
to the number of silver dollars then in the Treasury, and answering
the question as to what application could be made of those accumnulat-
ing in the Treasury, said: b

As to what application “could" be made of them—

Note the irony—

being questioned, I respectfully anawer, besides what is elsewhere said, that
by careful management, so as neither to contract the currency nor to force n
silver basis, these silver doliars might all, in time, be applied to withdraw and
cancel the United States notes, which are ** other dues of the Government' now
payable. But my ipo'\\ﬂ:r to do so is left in doubt by the act of May 31,1878, I
therefore suggesi ils re l,in order to provide a larger use for silver, * = =
Noother part of the public debt is sul{f’ ectto enllat the option of the United States
before September 1,1891, except the United States notes, to the payment of which
in coin or its equivalent (besides the redemption which has been kept up since
1578) the faith of the United States was solemnly pledged in the nct of March
18,1864, The amount of these notes now subject to call is 8346, 773,116, = * #
A reform of the curreney, coupled with the payment of the two sums now alone
payable at the option of the United States prior to September, 1891—

Meaning the residue of the 3 per cent. bonds, loan of July 1, 1882,
amounting to $174,092,100, and the *‘greenbacks’’—
would constitute a financial achievement exceeding any other which has here-
tofore been attempted within such a period of time.

It is true no formal attempt was made thereafter to summarily dis-
pose of—pay off and cancel the $346,000,000 of the paper currency
then and now in circulation—the remnant of that vast volume of sim-
ilar paper money issuned by the Government during the memorable
struggle of 1861 to 1863; it is also true that the Secretary who penned
the above condemnation of the remaining paper-currency issue not
wholly based on coin has, since then, passed to his final resting-place;
but the official act clearly expressing the hostility of this administration
to the ‘‘greenbacks’ of the nation remains. The attack was most
seriously made, and the disposiiion to go the full measure that Wall
sireet might wish disclosed.

The third attack, as I have seen fit to enumerate them in the be-
cinning of my remarks, is that made by the President in his last annual
message, and now being most vigorously and tenaciously supported by
the free-trade members of this body upon the principle of economics so
well defined by the word ** protection.”” And while I wonld deplore
suecess on the part of the Democratic party to serionsly endanger this
prineciple as applied in the collection of our necessary revenue, yet I
must say I have experienced a profound satisfaction in the fact that
now and hereafter during the approaching Presidential campaign, and
I trust snbseguent thereto and during the period of the existence of
the present great competing parties, we are to know where the Demo-
cratic party as n party stands on this question; for whatever the mere
verbal statement of the next Democratic platform may be, the position
of that party is now more clearly defined by Presidential and Demeocratie
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Congressional utterance than ever before, and no skillful manipulation
of words at St. Louis wherehy, as in the last national platform of that
party, the protectionists in the East and the free-traders in the West
could, and did, with apparent equal sincerity, maintain that the party
was committed to one or the other principle as was neeessary to al-
lure the elector, can, in the coming campaign, obscure the fact or de-
ceive men of ordinary intelligence as to the real attitude of the Dem-
ocratic party toward this important issune. The fearless and able
defense of the protective principle made by such Democratic members
as RANDALL, ForaN, McADOO, and a few others—members of this
House—can not break the force attaching to the President’s message
and the great volume of Democratic utterancein the two Halls of Con-
gress in support of it.

I say, thep, welcome be the day, and all the days in political discus-
sion, when the country on this question of tariff shall be able unmistak-
ably to locate each of the great parties correctly, and know, as they must,
that the one means unyielding opposition to protection and the advo-
cacy of free trade, the other the same intense and uncompromising al-
legiance to that principle which has, in every platform since the organ-
ization of the Republican party, marked its history and will continne
to be one of its eardinal doctrines o the end of its days.

Of the so-called Mills bill let me here say that while I entertain strong
feeling that Congress shonld revise the existing tariff so as to bring
about such an administration of our revenue system, both of customs
duties and internal revenue, as will promise relief from so large a sur-
plus in the future, I can not and will not support this bill unless ma-
terially amended; and while doubting that, in the condition of the leg-
islative mind as it exists in the House at this time, it will be possible
to secure such amendments as will make it acceptable, it appears to me
1o be my duty to favor its consideration through the various parlia-
mentary stages of discussion, both general and under the five-minute
rule, in the hope that eventually it may come forth bearing far less re-
semblance to its former self and presenting a face and form in no feat-
ure of which may be traceable the strong lines of free-trade venom
which now so seriously disfigure it. Therefore, if at the conclusion of
general debate the opponents of the measure shall attempt to have the
enacting clanse of the bill stricken out, as was donein the Forty-eighth
Congress in relation to ancther billrelating to thissubject, Ishall deem
it my duty to vote with those who favor further consideration, at the
same time declaring that, unless amended in nearly all the particulars
hereafter named, it shall receive, on the attempt to pass i, my em-
phatic negative.

The great demand of the hour is such legislation, not alone of revision
of the tariff’ and internal-revenue laws, but of wise and judicious ap-
propriations as will reduce the large excess now existing and prevent
foture nnnecessary accumulations in the public Treasury.

I agree that the existence of an ample public purse should lead to no
unjustifiable and unnecessary expenditure of the public money, but
with this fact in mind I am free to say that there are some objects of
national concern requiring outlays of money which may well receive
the attention of Congress at this time.

First among these ohjects as they appear to my mind isa just enlarge-
ment and readjustment of our pension laws with a view to the admin-
istration of a larger measure of justice to the men who, by reason of
service in the Army during the late war, are now maimed or diseased
to an extent unfitting them partially or totally to earn a livelihood for
themselves and those legally dependent upon them. And by thisis
meant not only a more liberal allowance to those who_have and can
establish their claims underexisting laws and rules of the Department,
but also ex-soldiers who, while, strictly speaking, unable to connect
their present disabilities with army service, can show conclusively that
their present ailments are not due to their own immeoral and vicions
habits, but to other causes for which they may not be responsible, and
hence placing them where they may well receive reasonable aid from
the Government.

To this class, irrespective of any disability of a pensionable degree,
I would add every one of our living soldiers, who, being in the service
and line of duty, was captured and incarcerated more than thirty days
in any of the Southern prisons. These men, while in a position in
which eapture was a well-understood incident of war, and as to which
they knew on enlistment they would stand in danger, nevertheless I
contend they can not reasonably be held to the understanding that the
imprisonment to which they might, on capture, be subjected, wounld
not be in accordance with civilized warfare, and that they would be
starved 1o death in dens and pens of disgusting, sickening filth, nor
that their terms of confinement might, for any reason of public policy,
if such was ever the case, be unduly lengthened because of any failure,
avoidable or unavoidable, to effect their timely exchange, and thereby,
and by reason of the inhuman hardships to which they were by their
captors subjected, the chances of their final deliverance so much cur-
tailed as to amonntto a mostserionslessening of the possibilities of life.

To this elass, then, I would immediately grant reasonable pensions,
to be in addition to any pension they may now draw by reason of any
gpecific ailment or wound.

From my standpoint I venture to say that the sense of justice which
in the Forty-ninth Congress led a Democratic House and Republican
Senate to pass a dependent-pension bill in aid of the dependent soldiers

of the late war, their widows and orphans, more nearly met the ap-
proval of the loyal people of this country than the act of the President
that prevented the action of Congress becoming effectual.

A bill in the same Congress granting a qualified service pension to
every soldier, sailor, or marine who, being sixty-two years of age, served
in the war with Mexico fourteen days, or was, during their enlistment,
en route to the seat war, passed the same Congress and was a well under-
stood companion piece of legislation with the vetoed dependent-pension
bill above referred to. This measure gave not less than 65 per cent. of
the amount appropriated to Sonthern men, regardless of the fact whether
they were rebels during the late war or not, always excepting the chief
traitor.

This bill wasreadily sanctioned by the President; the other, providing
\'egsi.mﬂarheneﬁhs for the Union soldier, was apparently as readily de-
nied Executive sanction. Not onlyso, but a strong effort is now being
made to enlarge the scope of the Mexican pension bill, and no doubt it
will be done soon after thenextelection. Now, in view of all this, what
is the manifest duty of Congress? Let the bill now pending on the
report of the House Committee on Invalid Pensions on Senate bill No.
181, entitled *An act granting pensions to ex-soldiers and sailors who
are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing
for pensions to dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors,”
be soon taken up and passed that the many and deserving people com-
ing within its terms may know that the Congress of the United States
holds in further remembrance the invaluable services of dependent ex-
Union soldiers as well as those more unfortunate than they. Finally,
but most emphatically, on this subject let the limitation upon the arc-
rears of ion for disability be removed; its continuance is a dis-
grace to the Republic. I note with pleasure the report filed to-day on
that subject, though I have not yet examined it. Next to these elasses
may be enumerated suitable improvement of the navigation of all im-
portant and navigable rivers and harbors, and the construction of suit-
able, substantial, and enduring public buildings in our larger cities,
where the public interesis are great by reason of large postal service,
aI:r in t.e‘:idditim thereto the courts of the United States are permanently

oca .

Other manifestly worthy objects of public care and the publie reve-
nue might be enumerated, but these may suffice to indicate my views
generally on the subject of appropriations. But all these being pro-
vided for from time to time, as can be done—and certainly it can
not all be done in one year, nor two even, but will require many—
there will yet remain at the present rate of mational income, as I am
led to believe, a considerable sum of money more than will be disbursed
in the usual appropriations, and indeed, millions more than will be re-
quired. How shall this unnecessary amount be prevented from further
lodgment in the vaults now so weary, if we may believe our Demo-
cratic free-traders, of their contents? We will see.

I count it one of the marked features of our present tarifif law that
“not only the manufacturers and producers in other lines, but that onr
farmers are not forgotten. Here is the list of articles in which the
farmer deals and the rate of duty according to existing law:

Animals, 20 per cent. ad valorem. Deefand pork, 1 cent und. Hams
and bacon, 2 cents per pound. Meat, extract of, 20 per cent. ad valorem, Cheese
4 cents per pound. Butter, and substitutes therefor, 4 cents per pound. Lard,
2 cents per pound. Wheat, 20 cents per bushel. Iiye and barley, 10 cents per
buoshel. Barley, pearled, patent, or hulled, one-half cent per pound. Barley
malt, bushel of 34 pounds, 20 cents. Indian corn or maize, 10 cents per
bushel. Oats, 10 cents per bushel, Corn meal, 10 cents per bushel of 43 pounds,
Oatmeal, one-half cent per pound. Rye-flour, one-half cent per pound. Wheat
flour, 20 per cent. ad valorem. Rice, cleaned, 2} eents per pound ; uncleaned,
1} cents per pound. Paddy, 1} cents per pound. Rice flour and rice meal, 20
per cent, ad valorem. Hay, $§2 per ton. Honey,20 cents per gallon. Hops, 8
cents per pound. Milk, preserved or condensed, 20 per cent. ad valorem.
Pickles and sauces of all kinds, not otherwise speeially enumerated or provided
for in thiz act, 35 per.cent. ad valorem. Potatoes, 15 cents per bushel of 60
pounds. Vegetables, in their natural state, or in salt or brine, not otherwise
Erovided for, 10 per cent. ad valorem, Vegetables, prepared or preserved, of all

inds not otherwise provided for, 30 per cent. ad valorem. Currants, 1 cent
per pound, Fruits preserved in their own juice and fruit juices, 20 per cent.
ad valorem. Flax straw, £ perton. Flax, not hackled or dressed, $20 per ton.
Flax hackled, known as “ dressed line,"” $40 per ton, Tow of finx or hemp, §i0
per ton.,.

What has become of this farmers’ list of duties in the Mills bill?
‘*Gone where the woodbine twineth,’’ every one of them, except the
following:

Rice. Rice flour. Paddy,or rice having outer hull on. Peanuta.

There is nothing mean about this; is there? Oh, no; every grain,
all meats, vegetables, potatoes, hay, and, in short, everything the North-
ern farmer raises, dropped guietly out of the present dutiable list, while
the great rice and less important peanut crop is duly eared for.

The great food supplies of one section utterly neglected, the great
food product of the other section duly protected. Ah, what sublime
equity.

And then the potato yield of Northern fields forgotten, while the gay
and festive peanut ‘‘ bobs up serenely,” kindly sandwiched between
rice and raisins on one side and mustard and cotton manufactures on
the other. The peanut is a lucky little fellow. [Laughter.]

Take him up tenderly,
Pinch him with care,
Fashioned so slenderly,
Young, and so fair!
Peanut,
[Langhter. ]
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This Mills bill is truly odious, as has been said. It proposes to ac-
complish a reduction of revenue by dropping out the whole range of
. Northern farm products, placing some other articles on the free-list,
reducing the duty on many other articles of home production, at the
same time making but a slight reduction in the rate of duty on sugar,
none on rice, and carefully favoring the Southern cotton-raiser by let-
ting in his iron and steel cotton-ties free, and by making reduction on
nearly all manufactured products. Iam unmistakably opposed to any
such sectional propositions.

I am also opposed to placing flax and its straw on the free-list, or to
reducing the duty on the oil.

The people in my part of the country have for many years raised a
considerable surplus of flax, and in the general depression of prices,
and at timesof partial failure of crops, they have found itof good reliance
as to certainty of yield and price, and so much so as to have been most
helpful in their years of hardship and trial in developing a new coun-
try. Large oil mills have been erected in Iowa, Minnesota, and other
States west, and at Sioux City, ia thedistrict I have the honor to repre-
sent, one of the largest and finest mills in the country hasrecently been
constructed and is now operated, thus, to a marked extent, eliminat-
ing a considerable per cent. of distance and charges from the list of
fees usually taxed on shipment of flaxseed to distant points of manu-
facture and consumption. During the past sixty days I have received
and presented to the House more petitions, bearing more numerons
signatures of people residing in Northwest Iowa, praying that the duty
on linseed oil be not reduced, than on any other subject since the com-
mencement of my Congressional service in 1883, unless it be a single
petition from laboring men. The proposition to alter the duty on flax
its oil and fiber has, if I can estimate the sentiments of a large number
of my constituents, met their positive and hearty disapproval.

Tam also opposed to placing wool on the free-list. Itisafarm product
and represents the little surplus yield of too many familiesin the land
for me to favor its being placed on that list. In the Forty-eighth Con-
gress my vote was cast against restoring this commodity to the rate
provided by thelaw of 1867. That did not seem to me to be necessary,
and my convictions are most positive now that the farmers and stock-
men who are engaged in this industry should not be compelled to take
a level with the sheep-raisers of Australia and the South American
countries; and particularly so in view of the large increase in the im-
portations of wools and wool manufactures during the fiscal year of 1837,

On page 26 of the last report of the Secretary of the Treasury, among
other artitles on the dutiable list as to which there was an inerease ot
ilmpprmtions as compared with the previous year, he gives the fol-

owing:

Wools:
"('h '; g 33}:,%
s , 978,
Wool fi res 3, 481,399

These values do not represent increased price so much as of quantity,
and, therefore, of value more largely based on increased importation.

Before passing from this subject, however, I would like to suggest to
both the majority and minority of the Committee on Ways and Means
whether such change can not be made in any bill that may become law,
if any shall this Congress, in respect of the basis of duty on wool, as will
give to the River Platte country an equal opportunity with other for-
eign countries to enter its wool in American ports. My information
is that, by reason of the character of the soil and climate, the South
American wool, while of average quality with that from Australia,
takes on and retains a much larger quantity of filth, thereby increasing
its weight out of proportion with the cleaner grades from other countries,
and making it impossible of equally favorable entry with other wools
of similar quality but carrying less of dirt,

This unintentional discrimination now existing against the South
American wool is, I am satisfied, operating to retard the extent of our
commerce with that country, and this is my reason for calling attention
to it.

But my most serious objection to this bill, the asserted object of
which is to reduce the annual revenue, isthat it entirely overlooksthe
one article on the dutiable list in dealing with which in a statesman-
like manner more money can be at once saved to the entire people of
the country, and not the least harm be done those now or hereafter to
be engaged in the production or handling of the commodity, than in
dealing with any other article on that list.

I refer to sugar. In the annual statements of receipts and expendi-
tures of the Government, actual or estimated, made by the Secretary
of the Treasury from year to year, the form adopted and long main-
tained has become a familiar one. For instance, the estimated reve-
nues of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, as stated on page 7 of the
last report of the Secretary of the Treasury, are:

From t €223, 000, 000
From internal revenue 120, 000, 000
From sales of public lands 10, 000, 000
And so on down the grade, amounting in all to......c.we i 353, 000, 000

_ Therefore it is that a glance at such statement at once rivets the
eyes on the two immense sums resulting from customs and internal
revenue. True, the aggregate of estimates of receipts from other sources

is eonsiderable, but none of them seem to be of a character to invite
special attack when searching for sources of revenue to be curtailed.
If I am not in error no one in all this debate has made a specialty of
singling out any one or more of these minor sources of revenne. The
war has been waged on these two, the free-traders selecting the cus-
toms duties as primarily the ones to afford the remedy sought, and
the extremo and most radical protectionists aiming their guns at the
internal revenue.

For my part, I do not think the latter shonld be the first resort in
seeking a remedy, but that the customs list, and first that article upon
that list which presents the greatest inequality in res of the cost
to the consumer as compared with the number of people and the area
of country protected by the present duty.

At this stage of my remarks I can not, in deference to my own con-
victions and what I firmly believe to be the convictions of a large ma-
Jjority of the people of Towa, and also of the Republicans of that State,
refrain from taking issue with my esteemed colleagne [Mr. KERR], as
well as with a distingnished Senator from Iowa now serving in the
other legislative branch of the Government [Senator WiLsox], and
whose judgment and ability I hold in high regard, upon the propriety
?‘f abolishing the internal-revenue system, and particularly the tax on

iquors.

Those gentlemen and myself are in accord upon the great question
of State prohibition as now represented by the statutes of Iowa, and
when in the rapid course of political events it is apparent that it will
be wise to extend that question to the broader domain of national legis-
lation— as to which may God speed the day—I expect, if we are all liv-
ing, to be in harmony with them then; but, sir, notwithstanding the
fact that many excellent men and women in Iowa and elsewhere be-
lieve that in taxing men who engage in the manufacture and sale of
intoxicating liquors the Government thereby and in so doing becomes
a sharer, a partner in the abominable traffic, I differ with them. Now,
if in the consideration of this question it is to be viewed solely from a
high moral point and in relation to ethics alone, I would take no issue
with these gentlemen but at once coincide, but I am disposed to look
at it in this light: Here is a National Government charged with the
anthority and responsibility under the Constitution of maintaining a
system of revenue that shall in its operations occasion as little burden
and hardship upon the people as possible.

In the exercise of this power that Federal Government, which is
purely official, deals with thirty-eight States, some of which are widely
separated, having local conditions and sentiments on many questions
as widely different as their locations; each one possessing asovereignty
absolute and complete on the question of the administration of its police
power, and therefore each alone ing the sole authority to de-
cide what its policy shall be, whether to license or tax liquors and those
who manufacture or sell them, or entirely prohibit such manufacture
and sale. Bearingthisin mind, we must agree that tobacco and liquors
have, during much of our history, been treated as proper articles of
taxation, particularly when large sums of money had to be raised; and
both these commodities being of a class not necessary as food or sus-
tenance for the body, while large and increasing sums of money must
be had for national support, I cannot see, asa practical question ofstates-
manship, why the tax should at this time be in the least removed from
liquors and dealers, unless as to some grades used in the arts and sci-
ences, nor why it should be to any considerable extent removed from
tobaceo, cigars, cheroots, etc.

It is a well-known tact that but about five of the States in the Union
have passed prohibitory statutes, As to such, if the present national
law operates to interfere with the sovereignty of the State, or the en-
forcement of her laws passed to suppress intemperance, I make bold to
say that such changes in our Federal laws should be made as will not
so interfere with those of any State. But this is one question, and the
right and justice of taxation as applied to these things under our
federal system is another. Let us be sensible and practical in this,
holding ourselves ready to move to higher ground morally when good
sense dictates it can be done and should be done as matter of states-
manship.

Another thought, briefly. The expenses of Governmentin a general
sense must necessarily increase as development and expansion go on.
Large and growing sums of money will annually be needed. All of
these should not be raised from customs duties. Perhaps it might not
be going too far tomake a change in the tobacco schednule, to reduce the
rate on all kinds or clear chewing and plain smoking altogether; but cer-
tainly other kinds should nor be touched, and the taxes on liguors and
dealers should be maintained unless as to such kinds of intoxicants as
may be used in the arts and seiences or be made from fruoits; but on
this I do not now declare.

Turning now to sugar, let me say the amount of duty collected on
sugar last year was in round numbers, $56,500,000, being an increase
of the previous year of §6,000,000.

Sugar, sugar-candy, and molassesshow an inerease of exactly $6,237,-
738 over the year before. Except iron, steel, and manufactures, it ex-
ceeds the increase of nearly all other articles combined, and the increase
over iron, steel, and their manufactures is nearly $200,000. so that it
not only in and of itself presents the most striking inequality in point
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of relation of annunal amount of duty to home product, persons, and
ares protected, but it is the one as to which the annual income is most
rapidly increasing.

This being the case, what should be done? I answer unhestatingly,
put sagar on the free-list and give a bounty equal to present rate of
duty to all persons who shall produce in this country from canes or
bects 500 pounds of good marketable sugar.

The question may be asked, do you favor a general system of bounty
giving? I answer, no; but that whenever, as in this case, our home
industries can be protected and new ones established and developed by
giving a bounty I am in favor of giving it. 'Why, sir, as has already
been shown in this debate, we can actually save $50,000,000 each year
and not in least jeopardize a single sugar plant in the land. If the
sngar industry of the South had exhibited during all these years the
power of growth, of expansion, promising extensive enlargemgnt, as has
and does manufacturing, and in that condition needed protection, 1
would probably regard the ease on all fours with that interest. The
cases are wholly dissimilar. There is one fact in connection with sugar
manuficturing in this country well understood by members of this
body, but not, in so far as I am aware, sufficiently emphasized in this
debate.

As a nation we are, in my opinion, on the eve of a great and success-
ful era of sugar manufacture from sorghum cane, if not from sugar-
beets.

It has not heen very many years since manufacturing sugar profita-
bly from beets was regarded impracticable, but now the entire success
of that method is attested by the more than 600,000 tons produce in
Germany, over 460,000 tons in Austria, 400,000 tons in France, over
300,000 tons in Russia, and over 125,000 tons in Holland; so that to-day
one-half of the sugar product of the world is made from beets.

During the past five years, and particularly during 1887, under the
supervision of the Department of Agriculture, such experiments have
been made as fully justify the conclusion that sugar-making from
sorghum cane as a profitable business is assured, and that a good article
of sugar can be manufactured from cane grown in Kansas (and if in
Kansas, then in Towa, Missouri, Nebraska, and other States) as profita-
bly as from another quality of cane in Louisiana.

As gentlemen present know, there has recently been issued by the
Commissioner of Agriculture a pamphlet containing in detail reports
from the several chemists who during 1887 conducted experiments at
sugar-making at Fort Scott, Kans., Rio Grande, N. J., and Lawrence,
La.

This pamphlet contains also such an interesting **historical sketch ™
of the sorghum plant and the various attempts to demonstrate its adapt-
ability to successful sugar production that I deem it of interest to pre-
sent it, to be printed as a part of my remarks. It was prepared by
Professor E. B. Cowgill, appointed by the secretary of the State board
of agrieulture of the State of Kansasto inspect and report npon sugar
manufactured under an act of the Legislature of Kansas of date March
5, 1837, entitled ‘‘ An act to encourage the manufacture of sugar,’’
and appropriating $15,000 to cover a bounty authorized by the act of
2 cents per pound upon all sugar manufactured in that State from
‘' beets, sorghum, or other sugar-yielding canes or plants grown in
Kansas."’

The historical sketch is as follows:

The sorghum E‘l.lnt was introduced into the United States in 1853-'51 by the
Patent Office, which then embraced all there was of the United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture. Its juice was known to be sweet, and chemists were not
lon&in discovering that it contained a considerable percentage of some substance
giving the reactions of cane-sugar. The opinion that the reactions were due to
cane-sugnar received repeated confirmation in the formation of true cane-sugar
wmlx in sirups made from sorghum. Yet the small amounts that were crys-

lized, compared with the amounts present in the {uie&e as shown by the an-
alyses, led many to believe that the reactions were
substance than cane-sugar.

EARLY INVESTIGATIONS OF THE USNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE.

During the years 1878 to 1882, inelusive, while Dr. Peter Collier was chief
chemist of the Department of Agriculture, much attention was given to the
study of sor%hum juices from canes caltivated in the gardens of the Depart-
ment at Washington. Dr. Collier became an enthusiastic believer in the future
greatness of sorghum as a sugar-producing plant, and the extensive series of
nnsg‘m published by him attracted much attention from sugar-makers in the
South and students of the chemistry of sugar throughout the country.

SUGAR FACTORIES ERECTED IN KANSAS.

Stimulated by the analytical results published by Dr, Collier, interested par-
ties erected large sugar factories and })rdvidad them with costly appliances,
Hon. John Bennyworth erected one of these at Larned, in this State. S, A,
Liebold & Co, subsequently erected one at Great Bend, Both of these factories
made some sugar, both lost money, and both guit the business.

Sterling and Hutchinson followed with factories which made considerable
1 merchantable sugar at no profit.
The factory at Sterling was erected by R. M. Sandys & Co., of New Orleans,
who sought, by combimngsl\lr. Sandys’s thorough knowledge of sugar with the
best practical skill of the South, to establish the sorghum-sugar industry on a
proper basis. For two seasons this combination worked faithfully, and while
the "imi_’r l];mducad paid the expenses of the factory, not acrystal of sugar was
made, e factory then in 1883 changed hands and passed under the superin-
t‘.endency of Professor M. A. Scovell, then of Champa!

argely due to some other

ign, Ill., who, with essor

Vebb, had worked out in the laboratories of the Illinois Industrial University
a practical method for obtaining sugar from sorghum in quantities which at
prices then prevalent would pay o profit on the business. But eclined,

rices
and ;Ed“ making sugar for two years in succession the Sl.erlﬁax factory suc-
cumbed.
The Hutchinson factory atfirst made no s r, but = ntly under
u%a ubseq ];:isaul

ue
the management of essor M, Swenson, who successfully made sugar in
4he laberatory of the University of Wisconsin, Large amounts of sugar were
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made at a loss, and the Hutchinson factory closed its doors. In 1884 Hon.W. L.
Parkinson ﬂitmiilrp a com;plete sygar factory at Ottawa and fortwo years made
sugar at a loss, r. Parkinson was assisted during the first year by Dr. Wilcox,
and during the second year by Professor Swenson.

INFORMATION GAINED.

Much valuable information was developed by the experience in theseseveral
factories, but the most important of all was the fact that with the best crushers
the average extraction did not 1 half of the sugar contained in the cane,
It was known to scientistsand well-informed sugar-makers in this country that
the process of diffusion was theoretically efficient for the extraction of sugar
from plant cells, and that it had been successfully applicd by the beel-sugar
makers of Europe for this purpose,

FURTHER WORK OF THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURRE.

In 1883 Professor H. W. Wiley, chief chemist of the Department of Agriculiure,
made an exhaustive series of }amctlml experiments inthe laboratories of the De-
partment on the extraction of the sugars from sorghum by the diffusion proc-
ess, His report sums up the results of his experiments as follows :

1. The extraction of at least 85 per cent. of the tolal sugars present was se-
cured. In many of the experiments, as will be seen by consulting the table,
scarcely a trace of sugar could be detected in the exhrusted chips.

*2, The production of a quantity ofmeladarepresented by from 10.9 to 12,23 per
i*cent. of the weight of the cane diffused.

“This was secured with a caue in which the total sugars did not exceed 11.63
per cent, The percentage of melada by this process will be found just about
eq‘unl to the per cent. of total sugars in the cane,

‘It ought to be greater with a more perfect extraction, but I am speaking
only of results actually obtained.

“This yield is just about double that obtained by the large factories at Rio
Grande mpaign, and other pl .

*3, The production of a juice of great purity, whizh lexds its21f casily to proe-

esses of depuration.
7 ider the experi ts, however, to have their chief value in the fact
that they will call the atiention of cane-growers to the advantages which a ra-
tional system of diffusion will have over pressure in the extraction of the snc-
charine matter.

“I hope to be able al the end of another scason to report further progress in
this interesting problem.

“In the present condition of the sorghum-sugar industry, in which it hias
alike to be pretected from the overzeal of its friends and the oppesilion of its
enemies, the process of diffusion offers the most tromhlng outlook for success,
It therefore seems the duty of thisdivisionto make a more practical test of this
process and on a larger scale.”

To make the necessary further experiments with diffusion required the ex-
Eendi‘t-ure of large snms of money. As already shown, the private companies

ad lost heavily. They were utterly. unable to complete the experiments so
hopefully begun by the Department of Agriculture.

THE AID OF CONGRESS SOLICITED.

At this crisis Hon. W. L. Parkinson and Mr. Alfred Taylor, of Ottawa, Kans.,
after consulting with others interested in the then languishing sorghum-sugar
industry,went to Washington to call the attention of Congress to the impor-
tant results promised for the diffusion process, and to show that without the aid
of an appropriation all that had hitherto been accomplished would be practi-
cally lost. The Kansasdelegation in Congress became interested, Senator Prunns
e a thorough study of the entire subject, and, with the foresight of states-

manship, gave energies to the work of securing an appropriation of §50,000
for the development of the sugar industry. This appropriation was made dor-
ing the last days of the session of 1884. The season was too far advanced Lo erect

and use the diffusion apparatus with sorghum-cane, and it was by the Commis-
sioner of Agriculture sent to Louisiana, and sorghum got no benefit from this
first appropriation,

ANOTHER APPROPRIATION.

In 1855 Senator PLUMBE, at the request of Judge Parkinson, Professor Swen-
son, and others, again labored for an i\})proprialion for experiments with dif-
fusion. It was shown by Judge Parkinson and all others interested in the
sorghum-sugar industry that this was the only hope for success. Fifty thou-
sand dollars for this purpose was again added to the agricultural appropriation
bill, on the a i t of Senator Prums., This was expended at Otiawa,
Kans.,and in Louisiana. The report of the work at Ottawa closes as follows :

*1 the of diffussion 98 per cent. of the sugar in the cane was ex-
tracted, and the yield was fully double that obtained in the ordinary way.

**2, The difficulties to be overcome in the application of diffusion are wholly
mechanical. With the apﬁnmtus on hand the following changes are necessary
in order to be able to work 120 tons per day: (a) The diffusion cells ghould be
made twice as large asthey are now; that is, of 130 cubic feet capacity. (b) The
opening through which the chips are discharged should be made as nearly as

ble of the same area as a horizontal cross-section of the cell. (¢) The forced

eed of the culters requires n few minor changes in order to prevent choking.

() The appartus for delivering the chips to the cells should be remodeled so as
to dispense with the Inbor of one man.

*'3. The process of carbonatation for the E
method which will give a limpid juice wil
mum of purity. -

‘4. By a proper combination of diffusion and earbonatation the experiments
have demonstrated that fully 95 per cent. of the sugar in the cane can be p
on the market either as dry sugar or molasses,

“*5. It is highly important that the Department complete the experiments so
su«mfull{inaumimted by making the changes in the machinery mentioned
above and by the erection of a complete carbonatation outfit,

* Respectfully,

urifieation of the juice is the only
a minimum of waste and a maxi-

“H. W. WILEY, Chemis.”

But while so much had been accomplished by the joint efforts of the United
States Department of Agriculture and the Ottawa company, the financial resalts
were so disasirous to the company as to leave them uiterly unable to further co-
operate with the Gover tin the pr tion of the work. E

THE FORT ECOTT COMPANY ORGANIZED,

At this juncture Judge Parkineon saw that he mnst either submit to defeat or
organize a new company to co-operate with the Department of Agriculture
shounld Con be wise enough to make another appropriation. In thisstrai ht
he went to Fort Scott and organized the Parkinson Sugar Company, whieﬁ is
now composed as follows: J. D, Hill, president; Eli Kearnes, vice-president;
M. Swenson, secretary and chemist; W, Chenault, treasurer; W, L, Parkinson
Eimﬂag'rti;; C.F. Drake, A. V. Walburn, W. W, Pusey, J. W. Converse, and David

chards.

Taking up the work where all others had failed, this company has taken n
full share of the nsibilities and losses, until it Fasat last seen the Northern
sugar industry made a financial success.

THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES MAKES AN APPROPRIATION,

The report of 1885 showed such favorable results that in 1886 the House made
an appropriation of $94,000, to be vsed in Luuisiana, New Jersey, and Kansas.,,
A new battery and 1 b tati xatus was erected at Fort Scott.

I car ion a
About $60,000 of the priation was expended here in experiments in diffu-
sion and mhons.tatl;‘:ll.)w = ESS
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In his report Dr. Wiley arrived at the following conelusions:
“In a general review of the work the most important point suggested is the
absolute failure of theexperimentstod rate the of ieability

The annual consumption of sugar per capita in the United States is about 56
ds. The popnlation of Kiinsas may be taken as 1,500,000, These e
each year—56 by 1,500,000 equal 84,000,000 pounds of sugar. It will

b

of manufacturing sorghum sugar. The causes of this failure have been pointed
out in the preceding pages, and it will only be necessary here to recapitulate
them. They were—

“1. Defectivemachinery for eniting the canes and for elevating and cleaning
the chips, and for removing the exhausted chips.

2 The deterioration of the cane, due to much of it becoming overripe, but
chiefly to the faet that much time would generally elapse after the canes were
cut before they reached the diffusion battery. The heavy frost which came the
1st of October also injured the cane somewhat, but not until ten days or two
weeks after it oceurred,

*8. Thedeleriorated cane caused a considerable inversion of the sucrose in the
battery, an inversion which was increased by the delay in furnishing chips, thus
causing the chips in the battery to remain e under pressure for & much
longer time then was necessary. The mean time required for diffusing one cell
was lwenty-one minutes, three times as long as it should have been.

““4, The process of earbonatation, as employed, secured a maximum yield of
sugar, but failed to make a molasses which wasmarketable, Thistrouble arose
from the small guantity of lime remainingin the filtered juices, causing a black-
ening of the sirup on concentration, and the failure of the cleaning apparatus
to properly prepare the chips for diffusion.”

THE COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE DISCOURAGED.

After the expenditure of so much money, and the publication of so discour-
aging a report as that of 1886, the Co issioner of Agriculture declined to ask
for further appropriations.®* But Senator PLUMBE again came to the rescue, and,
by a faithful presentation of the possibilities of the case, induced Congress to
make an appropriation of §0,000, of which $24,000 was apportioned to Lounisiana
$6,000 to Rio Grande, N. J., and §20,000 to Fort Scott, Kans.{

SUCCESS AT LAST.

This year the Fort Scolt management made careful selection of essential parts
of the processes already used, omitted non-essential and enmbrous processes,
ava.ilacrl.hemmlvee of all the e.x}:erienua of the past in this country, and secured
a fresh infusion of experience from the beet-sugar factories of Germany, and
attained the success which finally places sorghum-sugar making among the
profitable industries of the country.

BETATE ENCOURAGEMENT.

The State of Kansas had, by all reports, been indicated
sorghum-sugar industry when it should be developed. K
Legislature, as early as 1885, conceded that the State should assist in the devel-
opment of the new industry. In that year Hon. R. F. Bond, member of the

use from Rice County, prepared and introduced a bill pmvidmi; for a boanty
of 1} cents ger md, to paid out of the State treasury, on all sugar manu-
factured in the for five years.

The bill awakened a great deal of enthusiasm, and at the same time a factions
opposition, and waslost. At the ion of 1887 Senator Bawden, of Ilourbon
County, introduced a bill providing fof a bounty of 2 cents per pound to be paid
upon all sugar manufactured in the State for five years, the maximum amount
to be paid in any year be limited to §15,000. This bill became a law.

It will thus be seen that the t condition of the sorghum-sugar industry
is due to private enbgg: aided by Government and State appropriations,
and directed by scien and practical skill, -

COMMISRIONERS OF AGRICULTURE LE DUC, LORING, AND COLMAX,

It should be d in this ction that United States Commissioner
of Agriculture Le Duec extended a strong and friendly hand to the sorghum-
sugar industry during his term ot office. His e jssi Loring,
had the work eontinued by Professor Wiley, but was himsell skeptical as to
results. The Ement Commissioner, Hon. Norman J. Colman, had been an ad-
wvoeate of sorghum for many years before his accession to office, and had proba-
bly written and published more on the subject than any other man in the United

as the center of the
ansas stat nthe

States, Every friend of the ling industry was gratified at his appoint-
ment. He has extended all the at his command, and may justly feel proud
of the attai t of the p b onder his administration of the De-
partment of Agriculture.

THE PRESENT ETATE OF THE INDUSTRY.

The experiments in making sugar from sorghum, which, as above shown,
have been in prug':u for several years at the expense of private capital and
the United States Deparment of Agriculture, have this year reached so favor-
able results as to place the manufacture of sorghum sugar on the basis of a
Bmﬁtsble business, as will be seen by the report to his company of Hon, W. L,

'arkinson, ma r of the Fort Scott works.

The snceess has n due to, first, the almost complete extraction of the sugara
from the cane by the diffusion process; second, the prompt and proper treat-
ment of the juice in defecating and evaporating; third, the efficient manner in
which the sugar was boiled to grain in the strike pan.

On page 31 of said report the process of sngar-making from the sor-
ghum cane as now developed is as follows:
First. The tbpped cane isdelivered at the factory by the farmers who grow it

Second. The cane is cut by a machine into pieces abouf 14 inches long
?;L&hjrd. The leaves and sheaths are separated from thé eut cane by fanning-
mi

Fourth. The cleaned eane is cut into fine bits called chips.
7 The laced in iron tanks, and the sugar ** diffused " —soaked

chips are p!
out with hot water,

Bixth. The j)nim obtained by diffusion has its acids nearly or quite neutralized
with milk of lime, and is heated and skimmed,

Seventh, The defecated or clarified juice is boiled to a semi-sirup in vacuum

ns,
paE!.ﬁh‘Lh. The semi-sirup is bolled “tograin " ina high vacnum in the * strilke-

Ninth. The mixture of sugar and molasses from the strike-pan is passed
through a mixing machine into centrifugal machines, which thruw ont the mo-
lasses and retain the sugar.

After avery full presentation in detail of facts relating to this manu-
facture, Professor Cowgill concluded his report, as follows:

There seems to be no doubt but that there is here developed an industry of
vast importance to our Stale and nation. For the year ending June 30, 1885, Lhere
was consumed in the United States, foreign grown and manufactured, sugar
amounting to 2,650.831.766 pounds. If two thousand neéw sugar factories wera
at onece erected, and each should prodace an annual product of one and a quarter
mlll.ief.-&n pounds of sugar, they would not supply the place of the sugars now im-

*The non-action of the Commissioner is misnnderstood by Mr. Cowgill. When
the House Committee on Agrieulture made the nbprogfemion-or the preceding
it was that no subsequent grant should be demanded. "It was in
ony with this agreement and not for the reasons stated, that the Commis-
sioner not ask for a further appropriation.
+ The distributton of the monedy to the various stations was left to the dis-
ion of the Commissi , and was not mentioned in the bill,

be safe to say that the annual average product of the factories will not ex-
ceed 1,500,000 pounds; so that fifty-six factories will be required to supply the
sugar consumed by the present population of Kansas, and for which they pay
over §5,000,000 annually.

Proeesses whereby sugar can be made at a profit from sorghum have been
worked out. These are far from perfect, but present developments give prom-
iso of others in the near future, and will enable us to uee our oWn SuEar on
our soll, with the labor of our people. Those who invest in ihe new indus-
try will be cantious about experimenting with unknown conditions. Kansas
is, I.hel;tf:tre. likely to lead in the develop ¢ and b the first Northern
Bsugar e,

In view of these enconraging facts, who will venture to contradict
when I make the prediction that within twenty years America will
produce all the sngar herpeople consume. Why, then, should we hes-
itate to extend the reasonable aid of government to this new and won-
derful industry? - My own State, following the example of has
appropriated money to aid its development within her borders, and
now, and in this presence, I declare myself ready to vote aid to the
broader field—the entire country.

After disposing of sugar in this statesman-like manner, then let
other articles on the dutiable list be carefully scanned with the view
to a wise revision, and not a hasty destructive cutting and slashing at
this or that article, as it may seem one section of the country may be
able to slap the other in the face withont being too seriousty bruised
in return. Let there be no boy’s play about this matter, but a most
careful, business-like consideration in broad daylight under the shining
%ut_:lgj!:n noonday, Iflmd not 131'.(1163.1'1:, impe;l]etmh];l: (&ornen;, within stone

i carefu against '* the other side; '’ lest, percha
the “mgzks of theytmde” be discovered. ;i . e

Mr. Chairman, no person ean more than touch here and there in one
hour's discnssion of the tariff. Numerous points of interest snggest
themselves to my mind which I would like exceedingly to discuss.
Many must necessarily be passed by in silence. I have noticed, how-
ever, that of the classes of people singled out in this discussion, the
farmer, laboring man, and manufacturer are those receiving the most
attention. The free-trader in profession is the devoted friend of the
farmer, likewise of the laboring man. Oh, how he loves them! As
the soul of Jonathan was knit to that of David, so, if you will let hini
tell it, is the soul of a free-trader knit to the farmer and laboring man;
but these being thus knit together, according to the free-trader’s im-
aginings, the manufacturer is the hated and destested Saul who is ever
seeking to destroy them. I think I have shown how the Southern free-
trader’s soul in this case is “ knit’’ to that of the farmer. The ‘‘knit-
ting?’ is, in so far as every product of the farm is concerned, to the neg-
lect of the farmer and pinning him to the free-list. Not in an open,
frank, manly way, but by quietly dropping him out of sight as to
practical benefits, while holding him up before him to smile npon and
deceive, as matter of fact.

The manufacturer—that man or association of men engaged in law-
ful, honorable, and successful business, for whom every town or city
East and West, and particularly in the West, is earnestly striving to
have locate within the corporate limits, knowing well how much such
enterprises properly conducted conduce to local prosperity and mutual
business helpfulness—what a wretch is he in the eyes of his bitter foe,
the free-trader!

Now, sir, there is one thing very patenf to me in connection with the
larger manufactories of whatsoever kind. Whatever the past, the time
has come in the business history of this world when these extensive
manufacturing interests can not be snccessfully carried on without put-
ting together in the same enterprise large aggregationsof capital. Ifit
were possible to foresee events affecting any given industry, it can with
truth be said that no man now so engaged could have been induced to
thus subject his capital to the united purpose of a business if he conld
at the outset have seen not only that his reasonable annual accnmula-
tions might be nncertain, but that his capital would be exposed to cer-
tain loss, and no man or set of men now in any given manufacturing
business will stay in it longer than they can not avoid, if it is certain
they are not to make any money.

The suecess of all honorable, well-conducted business means the sue-
cess of those immediately connected therewith as laborers and those
engaged in other employments about them. So it is we of the West
are laboring and planning to induce other gentlemen having money to
come among us and bnild and eperate enterprises that not only tend
toward but do in fact enlarge the whole community’s interests, and
I am happy to say we are meeting with increasing success in this line,
And let me say further that at the next census Iowa will surprise
many of the incredulous in the growth of her manufacturing enter-
prises. The cities of that State, large and small, have been putting
forth persistent efforts to secure capital from elsewhere than their im-
mediate neighborhood to join with theirs in starting some new enter-
prise that should employ labor, and send forth blessings and good cheer
not only, but add to the permanent property interests of those invest-
ing and the community. And I beg leave to cite one of the most
striking illustrations of the success of this activity of our le.

In 1880 Sioux City had a population of 7,300. To-day she hasover
30,000, and has witnessed a most marvelous growth and prosperity.
How has this come? Not by accident. Not by waiting for the slow
but sure development of the surrounding country alone. Mainly by
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reason of the determination of her people to make Sioux City a finan-
cial, commercial, manufacturing railroad center, and with tireless en-
ergy and liberal donations of money and grounds her citizens have secured
a large foundry, plow factory, vinegar works, bottling works, flouring
mills, immense flax mills, and numerons other important industries,
and finally, to eap all, in addition to an old and extensive pork factory,
long in operation, during 1857 her citizens secured the location of four
immense pork and beef establishments, two of which are now in opera-
tion, having already construncted large plants, one by Silverhorn, the
other by Fowler Brothers, costing hundreds of thousands of dollars,
thus making Sioux City the largest meat center west of Chicago; and it
any of you gentlemen who hear me are skeptical on this subject just
malke a trip to this rapidly-growing, only corn palace city of the world,
and you will thereafter affirm the truthiulness of my statements.

With only two lines of railroad in 1870, she now has, with branches,
ten, and others building. I tell you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen,
no gloomy picture of poverty-stricken farm life will fit that part of the
country. Since 1879, the year of the last grasshopper appearance,
thousands of farms have opened in Northwest Iowa on lands costing
from $4 to $10 per acre, which, with reasonable improvements added,
are now well worth $20 to $50 per acre, and, sir, I am proud of this
opportunity to utter words of merited praise of that interesting pros-
perous section of the country.

Mr. Chairman, I have noticed the free-trade taunt that our manu-
factories are nlong the seaboard and away off from the farmers of the
‘West, and therefore they might as well be across the ocean. Onut
upon such miserable nonsense as this! .

While, as all know, the great institutions of trade, and especially to
manufactures of cottons, woolens, etc., were early planted near the At~
lantie, and that there the great bulk of them by the very reasonable
Iaw of the case will remain, yet he who will not cast his eye over the
Btates of the West and see their growth in manufacture is blind be-
yond cure. You of the other side say we of the West can not have
successful manufacture, and I say you do not know or else sadly per-
vert the facts. The whole great West is rapidly increasing in manu-
facture,

To illustrate this fact I have chosen Indiana, the smallest of West-
ern States in area, having only 36,350 square miles gross area, and not
the largest in point of manufacturing interests, Illinois being among
the most important of the whole country.

In 1850 the mechanical and manufacturing establishments numbered
4,302; capital invested in them, $7,750,402; hands employed, 14,440;
amount paid in wages, $3,728,844; value of materlals, 0{10,369,700;
value of products, §18,725,423.

And in 1880 the following magnificent increase was shown to exist:
Number of establishments, 11,198; capital, $65,742,962; hands em-
ployed, 69,504; amount paid in wages, $21,960,838; value of materials,
$100,262,917; value of product, $148,006,411.

Referring to the first biennial report (seventh volume) of the depart-
ment of statistics for 1885 and 1886, on pages 24 and 25, after stating
a table of statistics from which the above are taken, the author, William
A. Peelle, jr., proceeds to say:

By consulling the foregoing table it will be seen that during the thirty years
the number of establishments hasincreased 175 Ser cent.; capital, 828 per cent.;
bands employed, 392 per cent.; total wages paid, 600 per cent.; value of mate-

rial, 900 per cent.; value of products,722 per cent. Since 1830 the increase has
been steady and gratifying, and the sum totals, if they could be accurately ob-

tained, would give to Indiana a proud promi in the fi ing indus-
tries of the country. It should be understood that the 11,198 establishments
enumerated in the foregoing table do not include the mining o ons of the

State, nor those engn in railroad work, other than car building and repairs.
It would be difficult to exaggerate the importance of the questions which di-
rectly relate to labor, and by which are meant those enterprises which employ
working people at stipulated wages by the day, week, or month. Even ir In-
diana the question forms an interesting study, and when considered for the en-
tire Un{te:l' States its importance is increased an hundred fold.

The following figures, taken from the reports alrendy referred to, will give
the reader an idea of the gigantic strides by which this Interest has ndvanced
in the United States in the past thirty years:

- Number of
Years. Establish- Capital invested.|  persons
¥ employed.
1850 123,025 245,351 957, 059
1800........ 140, 433 1,009, 855, 715 1,311,246
1870, 252,148 2,118, 208, 769 2, 053, 906
, 1880, 253, 825 2,790, 272, 600 2,758, 895
Amount of | Value of ma- | Value of prod-
Years. wages paid. rials, uckp
1850. $236, 755, 467 €555, 123,822 | §1,019,106,616
1860. 378, 878,966 | 1,001,605,092 1,885, 861, 676
1870, Ti5,584,843 | 2,488, 427,242 | 4,232, 325 442
1880.. 947,963,705 | B,896,823,549 | 5,360,579,191

It will be observed from the fbugoingltahla that during the thirty years
named the increase has been as follows: Inestablishments, 108 per cent.: in cap-
ital, 423 cent.; in amlibloyéu. 200 per cent.; in wages, 300 per cent.; in value
of material, 500 per cent.; in product, 400 per cent. It will be gratifying to know
that Indiana in manufacturing enterprises has kept abreast of the advancing

ecolumn of progress in such matters, and this may be recdily seen in a reca~
pitalation of the per cents. of growth in the United States and Indiana:

Per cent.
Per cent.

in United |5 Indiana.
Establisl | FERENES A 108 1B
Capital invested 423 823
People employed 200 302
W id 300 600
Value of material 500 800
Value of product. 400 =2
Such results as are shown by the foregoing figures are in the highest degree
creditable to Indiana. They demonstrate that the people of the Stale are in

active sympathy with the spirit of advancement and improvement abroad in
the world, and that the State has taken a position in labor affairs which ealls
for a department as an adjunct to this burean that shall be devoted entirely to
the collection, compilation, and arrangement of labor statistics.

Among the establishments making up the grand total of 11,885 in 1886, were
T3agricaltural; eapital in grounds, bujld;rﬁs. and machinery, §1,816,950; aver-
age number employés, 1,719; total ann wages, £1,112.724; to
manufactured product, £5,147,135, Boots and shoes, 1,270 establishments; cap-
ital in brilding, ete., $686,987: average number employés, 2,041; total
€723 355: value manufactured igoods per annum, $1,500,830, énrrhge manufac-
tories and shops, 238; capital in buildings, ete., $321 455; average n ems-
glfyés. 1,613; value manufactured product, §2,121,760: total annual wages paid,

716,840. - Drain tile establishments, 545; eapital in hnhdings. ete., 81,153,607 ; av-
erage number employés, 2,166; value annual produet, §1,761,045; total annual

wages paid, §497,609.
. 236 ; capital in building, ete.,$2,919,010; average

Furniture and cabinet sho
£6,913,268 ; total paid for wages,

number employés, 5,729; value annual produet,
423 863, Planing and saw mills combined, and saw-mills separate, 1,378;

capital in building, ete., $4,068,305 ; average number employés, 9,194 ; value an-
nual produet, $14,333,319; tolal annual wages paid, $2,460,848, x

Wagon manufactories, 289; capital in buildings, ete., §1,223,533; averagenum-
% employés, 2,286; value annual product, §3,654,336; total paid for wages, 860,~

And lastly, of those I will take time to mention—but not by any
means least—is woolen mills: Number, 52; capital in buildings, ete.,
$1,167,802 ; average number employés, 2,033; annual value of prod-
uet, $3,052,730; total wages paid, $369,359.

And, sir, I venture to say that when the census of 1890 is taken it
will show a continuance of this same prosperity not only in the small
State of Indiana, but extending over the entire West.

There are now fifty-two woolen mills in the State, producing over
$3,000,000 of goods annually and paying over $600,000 in wages for the
same period. g

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Byxun], in his effort to show the
failure of protection, cited the decrease of woolen mills in the six New
England States from 1870 to 1880, the decrease being one hundred and
seventeen in number, but he had not one word in his whole speech about
the growth of the West, not a word of Indiana’s splendid development,
not a word of Indiana’s gratifying exhibit of manufacturing enterprise,

Ah, Bynum! Byxun! statesman from the West, tall of form and
handsome of face, why, in your mad zeal to defend the fallacions theory
of free trade, shounld you thus turn from and ignore the glorious facts
of which your own Western section is the abundant r?

I say the West is coming to the front on thissubject—not as rapidly
as we from that part of the land would like, but surely coming, and
the next census will reveal the truth of this statement.

‘Why, sir, Illinois has among her many and important manufacturing
establishments five cotton manufactories. Four years ago a large and
valuable one was constructed, and has since been operated, in Aurora,
the home of the gentleman from that district, Mr. Horgins. I donot
presume it has made much above expenses, but the last I knew of it
it was operating and employing a considerable number of hands.

An authoritative report from these mills at Aurora, T11., makes the

following showing:

Date of construction e 1884
Cost of plant......cceeuvanis §825, 000, 00
Capital in busi §75, 000. 00
Number of hands employed 230 -
Wages paid annually $65, 000, 00
Value of annual I $350, 000. 00
Number of1 424

Other mills of this kind will follow. At this time, in the city of Des
Moines, ground is being broken for a large cotton-mill. The splendid
condition of Iowa was well portrayed by my colleague [Governor GEAR]
last week in his speech on this bill. None know better than he how
grandly Towa has developed. Ours is an agricultural people, and yet
so much do we appreciate the value of a diversity of employments that
most active efforts are being put forth toinduce capital to come among
us and build up enterprises that shall afford and promote labor. And
while we are comparatively yonng in years, and particularly in man-
ufacturing, we are not ashamed of our progress.

Last week Governor GEAR flung out before your gaze a pair of excel-
lent Towa-made woolen blankets, the product of a mill that is operat-
ing at some profit, I trust, away out in the West—in Iowa. And when
the next discussion comes on upon this subject in 1890, in the Fifty-
first Congress, he will no doubt ask you to examine a fine bolt of cotton
manufactared at the capital of our State,

The exhibit we now make is by no means insignificant. Mechani-
cal and manunfacturing establishments, 6,921; capital invested, $33,-
987,886; whole number employés, men, women, and youth, 28,354;

e el S g
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total amount paid in wages per year, §9,725,962; value of material used,
$48,754,311.

Value annual products, $71,045,926; of capital invested in woolen
establishments, there is $553,500; hands employed, 7,112; total aun-
nnal wages paid, $117,762. And before leaving Iowa permit me to say
that her condition, in point of manutacturing interests, isone of inf: n>y.

Unequal and iniquitous diseriminations in freight charges more than
anything else hayve retarded manufacturing in the West. With the
amendments to the interstate-commerce law that are certain of reali-
zation, and the continued improvement in the matter of equitable ad-
ministration of the railroad business of the country, let me tell all of
you gentlemen that the West with its magnificent water-powers, its
gold, silver, coal, iron, and other minerals, is going to have a fature,
grand and glorious. And the West is willing, yea anxious, to co-op-
erate with the East and the South in every good word and work calen-
lated to advance the welfare and prosperity of our entire land. All
she asks is an even, fair chance with other sections of the land in the
matter of cheapness and equity of transportation, not only for her prod-
ucts East, but for yours of the East and South in return; that the prod-
ucts of other sections of the land which she must have may come to
her borders bearing every legitimate and proper charge for every dollar
of honest use of capital, compensation to laborers who handle them,
and reasonable, necessary cost of transportation, but in no case and to
no extent burdened with the inequity of a forced cost, the result of
trusts and combines.

That which the West now most views with alarm is the disposition
of moneyed men to conspire together to create unnatural and unjusti-

_ fiable charges in retail establishments for articles they consume, while
those from the farm must from the very nature of things always go to
ihe markets free from any but the most reasonable and usual conditions
and cha Only when these produets fall into the hands of capital-
ists can they be in the least manipulated, as oil, sugar, and numerous
other necessary articles of consumption are now wickedly controlled by
unconscionable financial pirates whose greed for gain is limited only by
their inability to include the known world in their schemes of robbery.

If the West can he saved from the piracy of “trusts’’ and " com-
bines,”” and have those natural conditions in other respects to which I
have heretofore referred, she will maintain the reputation of the West-
ern farmer and business man for thrift, energy, and business success.

Neither are Iowa farmers free-traders, no matter what they may be
in Minnesota. At the last annual meeting of the Iowa State Grange
the farmers spoke out in most positive tones on this question, I read
part of their resolutions: -

Resolved, 1. That the time has arrived in the history of our State and nation
when the farmers should unite for the protection of their rights and the promo-
tion of their interests morally, socially, intellectually, and financially.

2, We demand such a revision of the tariff laws as will protect the producer
as well as the manufacturer.

3. That that part of President Cleveland's message referring to the reduction
of the tariff is a direct blow at the farmers of this country, and in faver of mo-

n?ﬂ‘ll‘{;lt a great reduction of the tarifl on all raw material produced in this
country would greatly embarrass the agriculturists, while it would not accom-
plish the ohject sought ; ly, a reduction of the revenue.

5. That a reduction of the mfﬁ’ on articles produced in this country will not
reduce the revennue, but increase the surplus, and, therefore, depreciate the
value of our produce,

Now, Mr. Chairman, some remarks on the guestion of labor and
laboring men, and I am done.

The Democratic party has no more of a monopoly of the fate and for-
tune of the laboring man than it has reputation for saving the Union
from dismemberment. I grant that if never has armed itself against
the former as it did against the latter; and, further than this, I am pre-
pared to say it desires the best good of all the toilers of the land; but
conceding this does not in the least argue that the Republican party
has not been deeply concerned about the welfare of this class. No man
having regard for truth can say that this party has neglected those whose
days and nights are too heavily weighted with burdens we would all
see lightened. The faith of the Republican party has ever been, and
is, that the wisest national policy is the one that will afford to our toil-
ing masses the most varied fields of employment; that will strengthen
all forms of existing industry and constantly build up new ones; that
as the West settles and develops every new enterprise possible of sue-
cessful operation shall be brought into being, and thus aid most ma-
terially in fostering and sustaining her great distinguishing industry—
the farm.

The Democratic party charges that we Republicans protect every-
thing but labor, thus flatly contradicting a settled economic principle

that labor and capital are inseparably connected with the other, We
aim by making it possible for capital to find profitable investment to
assure labor of healthful occupation, knowing that no profit can come
to capital anywhere unless it call labor to itsside and engageitsassistance

But have we not favored the protection of labor in other ways? Has
not the Republican party indicated its desire to farther protect labor
by enacting legislation seeking to curtail Chinese immigration and
joinin g the Democrats in prohibiting so-called contractlabor? Mosteer-
tainly.

And now, Mr. Chairman, one more point upon this guestion of our
duty to our laboring classes, and I will close. The conditions of the
crowded Old World with its dense population onght ere this to have
aronsed the statesmanship of America to a solemn duty not yet per-
formed, and I fear not yet fullyappreciated. Itis maintained thatwhen
our population in all parts of thiscountry shall be asnumerousas theirs,
we will be in their condition as to poverty and wretchednessof her de-
pendent millions. I can not say it may not beso; at least, I fear it
will come painfully near beingso. Isthere nothing, then, the Congress
ol the United States may do to postpone that day to the farthest limit
possible? 1In all thisdebate, in so far as I have been able toattend upon
it, not a word is remembered calling attention to the unrestricted im-
migration now and for years flowing in upon us from nearly every
country on the other hemisphere. And what a spectacle it is. Why,
sir, think of it. Over 471,000 upon an average each year received to
these shores during the past eight years, and on they come and will
come unceasingly, unless the Congressof the United States takes action
to prevent. *

I am aware sir, that thisis a delicate question, one likely to provoke
discussion, and perhaps unfriendly criticism in our respective districts,
but in reflecting on the condition of labor now and of its probable fu-
ture in this country, I have been led to the decided conviction that it
is the daty of this Government to give serious and timely attention to
this matter. Can we, in the very nature of things, permit this tremend-
ous influx of people and not expect the most serious consequences to
the whole country ?

I am not speaking now as one alarmed because of a spirit of anarchy
here and there in the land, for it appears to me the majesty of the law
of Tllinois has pretty effectually discouraged the violence of anarchy,
if not the thingitself. Have we room for the born and unborn millions
of Europe and Asia? No thoughtful person will say we have, but all
will agree that some day a barrier must be raised. But when? Why
not commence to deliberate earnestly about it now, and act? Itisnot
yet too Jate. We still have room for all now within our borders, from
whatsoever clime they have come, unless it be John Chinaman. He
must go—i. e. if we have the power to make him—or he must, if away,
remain; but all the rest of earth may come. Oh, the bald inconsist-
ency of such a position !

Mr. Chairman, in a sense we are all foreigners, and in another I pro-
foundly trust we are all Americans. Itis our duty, as it should be
our pleasure, to legislate for the benefit of our whole population, no
matter whence they have come or whither they may go.

I would ask no question of any now here—whence came you—what
your nationality or religion; but I would propound questions and in-
sist on truthful answers of the untold millions yet to come, unless pro-
hibited so doing.

It is a most difficult problem, I know, in the face of our unbroken
history; but certain it is the common good—the welfare and prosper-
ity of those who are designated as foreigners, their children and chil-
dren’s children—demands that the present rate of immigration should
be at no distant day largely curtailed; and the statesman—be he Dem-
ocrat or Republican—who shall successfully, and upon the fairest,
most humane, and patriotic basis, propose and carry into effect legis-
lation satisfactory to the American people, will have done his country
a service of which his children may well be proud.

In order to bring to the minds of the members of this House the sol-
emn facts with which we have tordeal, I submit herewith tables found
in the quarterly report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statisties, No. 2,
1887-'88, bearing on the numbers and nationalities of those who com-
pose the immense number of people who are coming to us annually from
other lands.

Shall we drift along years to come in a sense of security from the
dangers of an overcrowded, unemployed population, or shall we, in a
spirit of ‘‘charity to all and malice toward none,” seek in this great
question the ultimate gnod of every man, woman, and child in our great
and beneficent Republic ?

Slatement showing the number and nationality of immigranis arrived in the United States during each year ending Dee. 31, from 1873 o 1887— inclusive,

Countries. 1873. | 1874. | 1875. | 1876. | 1877. I 1876. | 1870. | 1880. | 1881. | 1882. | 1e83. ‘ 1884, ‘ 1885, | 1886, | 1887
P S e e R I 69,000 | 43,306 | 30,040 | 21,051 | 18,122 | 19,581 | 40,007 | 64,190 | 76, 547 | 70,803 | 61,432 | 53,270 | 44,710 | 58,422 | 83,086 | 1
2 | Ire , 809 | 16,506 | 13, 791 | 17,113 | 27,651 | 84,790 | 70,009 | 72,037 | 83,654 | 58, 580 | 49,703 | 52,912 | 72,888 2
8 730 | 4,383 | 3,408 | 8,700 | 8,728 | 14,495 | 16,451 | 15,957 | 10,830 | 8,701 | 10,174 | 13,916 | 22,067 | B
4 410 ‘204 | 232 | T'sit| 1,046 948 | 1,316 | 1,633 | 1,430 | 1,011 981 | 1,843 | 1,614 | 4
5 12 9 1 1 2 6 7 8 6 95 2 8 4| B
Total Great Britain and |
;o P Y R S 159, 355 (100, 422 | 66,179 | 42, 243 | 35,554 | 40,706 | 78, 424 [164, 438 [165, 230 |161, 428 157, 361 |121, 756 1105, 610 (126, 601 (170, 609
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Number and nationality of immigranis arrived in the United States, from 1873 to 1887, inclusive—Continued.
Countries. 1873. | 1874 | 1875. | 187e. | 1877. | 1878. | 1870. | 1880. | 1881. | 1882. | 1883, | 1884 | 1885. | 1£8C. | 1887.
AUSETIR . cenne semmocesseasaneeao| 6,043 | 6,801 | 6,039 | 6,047 | 4,876 | 4,881 | 6,250 | 18,252 | 21,437 | 18,815 | 17,928 | 20,688 | 16,456 | 22,006 | 24,786 | 6
vl ae iy yat] 108 705 623 454 367 454 753 | 1,484 | 1,839 | 1,120 | 1,673 | 1,722 | 1,863 | 1,641 | 2,087 | 7
eiemsssesss-sw--| B5,005| 8,188 | 1,051 | 1,624 1,617 | 2,688 | 3,532 | 8778 | 8,951 (12,769 | 0,747 | 7.633 | 5870 | 6634 | 9,805 8
veeesesnans----| 10,813 | 8741 | 8,607 | 6,723 | 5127 | 4,668 | 4121 | 4,030 | 5653 | 5560 | 4,006 | 3,600 | 3,138 | 4,085 | 5604 | O
o cemenanss-133, 141 | 56, 927 31,323 | 27,417 | 81,958 | 43, 531 (134, 040 [240, 572 (232, 260 {184, 289 |155, 529 {107, 668 | 86,801 (111,324 | 10
5 4 16 i AT 2 17 4 4 L o VT s 7 11 8| 1L
R 3 87 20 27 24 18 13 2 23 17 177 25 56 171 106 500 | 12
AR . g0 852 TAT 475 540 632 | 1,518 | 6,668 | 6,756 | 11,602 | 12,308 | 10,708 | 9,181 | 18,110 | 14,801 | 18
reeneeaesews| T.473| 5,787| 8,315| 2,862 | 8,610 | 5,163 | 9,027 | 12,756 | 20,101 | 29, 340 | 20,512 | 14, 441 | 15,480 | 80,472 | 46,185 | 14
o] o e s RS B e L b et e Resboall IR e (% o) e |
. eﬂy 34 72 20 116 48 298 14 25 16*
Tslands of the Moditormmean
17 Corsi 1 17
18 2 18
19 ég
20
21 %
23
: b 23
24 24
= %
26
o7 27
28 28 =
2 29
80 30
31 e 31
Total all other Europe.....[210,131 [107, 687 | 77,999 | 72,805 | 59,237 |70, 076 {105, 787 1277, 658 |435, 101 |m.sss 341, 156 (285, 850 (221, 502 258, 847 (328, 651
Total FULOPS +.eeneenneq-- (369,486 (208,050 |144,178 |14, 548 | 04,701 (111,882 |184, 211 442, 006 (600,331 (603, 036 [408, 407 |407, 60G 327, 202 385, 448 (508, 260
a2 TR D= S 1 G 4 12 6 69 28 7 4|82
a 2 4 1 ) (S | AT 18 10 5 50 a7 1 59 03 g /
35 -|'18,154 | 16,651 |10, 033"| 16,870 | 10,379 | 8 /468’| 9,180 | 7,011 |'20,711 | 356id | AL | BT 0 I R
86 3 i e R R, 22 15 15 22 17 9 15 39 14 12 5 50 25 14 85 | 36
8T Tapan s e TR 25 4 3 6 4 1 7 7 8 3 38 39 154 168 269 | 87
88 Pemh ML S | 7 1 2 2 T ) [ 2 2 Lilsivs 8 & INasssiony 2|38
89 f 1 G T s B s | R P AT R R S P e PR 44 |e......| 30
40 20 13 5 1 4 6 26 10 8 59 23 331 | 40
‘19,088 | 17,055 | 10,407 | 8,518 | 0,218 | 7,008 | 20,775 | 85,657 542 811 304 323 762
41 5 P8 S N 2 gl
42 4 41 3 8 9 85 42
43 7 R e SN e 7 1 ficsicc:| 4B
44 - 4 2 44
45 Afri E 11 e BT 4 1 2 1|45
46 Africa, not specified ........... 7 12 18 10 9 21 | 48
Total Africd .oceveenannnas 13 37 70 9 30 83 53 a1
47 Quebecand Ontario ............| 22,242 | 23,744 | 18,490 | 15,545 | 15,501 | 24,533 | 40,883 U2, 712 [ 76,971 | 68 141 | 54, 105 29,
i e ) S s il St b e b , , 143
i 3,070 | 2,555 | 8,200 3,282 | 6,425 |17, sm 12,425 | 12, 603 435
50 New Brunswick ... -ceeu.. sl Tisse | Lser| 1,119 | 1404 | 1215 | 1,458 | 3,811 | 5920 | 2006 | 2400 | 2,150 .
5L Prince Edward Island. ......... 780 435 311 437 488 340 | 1,144 | 1,722 | 1,648 | 1,628 (e T R S R R T AT Il
52 British Colambia.......cceseqe 282 448 839 434 553 372 842 82 611 497 | 2,800 1L P e R RSt -
53 Newfoundland and Labrador ... 405 134 106 &8 63 108 162 300 274 822 173 182 3 R O R .ee| B3
, Total British North Amer- | -
ican Possessions .........| 20,588 | 80,506 | 23,420 | 21,218 | 22,121 | 30,102 | 53, 267 {189, 761 | 95,188 | 80,000 | €6,050 | 47,888 | @202 | () (a)
S8 Met(00 uaasmossasreanamanssnsss],  ATS 442 632 532 478 473 850 | 437 244 532 411 281 | (a) (@) (a) | 5% -
55 British Honduras «.ccceeeeemacefeanenn-. 11 o T 7 4 3 41 8 2 > T I 4 4
56 Ri ™ NE b i rpr i) 5 T (A i Pl (P TP (T f iy B ) AT
BT, GUuAtOIAIN «veesssscsnssnnmsannsfianssnns 1 1 1 § 1ot 7 R FRTe T Rl DT B A
58 Central America, not specified.. 84 9 9 13 25 14 21 24 3 12 23 7 82
Total Central Ameries ..... 94 21 14 14 36 18 21 41
50 1 6 e e 2 g | 59
60 20 .57 28 10 1 26 20 | 60
61 12 21 20 2 2 1 10 | 6L
62 P [ e e 1 TR
63 6 T 3 4 1 7|63
64 Peru... 17 10 11 19 17 8 1|64
65 United States of Colombia 35 23 22 20 a1 23 248 | 65
66 Venezuela..... 5 23 20 34 87 14 16 ] 45 | 66
67 Souxh.&muim notspaciﬂod 5 12 19 11 8 4 G 10 1|67
Total Sonth America.......| 168 129 139 185 78 61 20 342
3 i G| P B B e 2 5 12 ] ;| et i) e 3|68
82 435 460 559 361 23 62 | 69
30 34 42 32 25 22 13 5 26 | 70
1,088 | 1,147 899 880 614 494 838 2,061 | 3,477 |71
5 3 14 1 1 8 8 11|72
| B 2 1 | 1 Ld e WAL T
16 27 2 10 21 24 23 | 74
30 28 32 23 41 24 17 27 | 75
1 7 SIS (R 1 .| 78
3 3 2 1 o3 PR (e A7
28 21 32 17 5 13 10 78
47 23 12 4 7 11 7. 18 | 79
1 5 15 [ B 18 5 3|80
81 e 3 4 4 " B EE 7 6 6| 81 X
82 West Indies, uot mﬁtﬂaﬂ....... 629 14 20 13 206 30 24 w7 T8 | B2
Total West Indies.,.......| 1,074 | 1,740 | 1,530 | 1,568 | 1,010 923 | 1,812 1,86 | 1,000 | 1,304 | 1,438 | 2,188 | 2,721 | 3,835 | 4,478
Total Ameriea....c.ccez.- 32,157 | 32,937 | 25,785 | 23,467 | 23,723 | 31,577 | 55,246 1142, 225 | 96,550 | 88,928 | 08,802 | 50,480 | 5,075 | 4,807 | 4,861

@The arrivals of immigrants from the Dominion of Canada and from Mexieo, sinea July 1,1885, are excluded from all tables of immigration, it being imprag.
ticable to collect i of immig tiers by railway cars and other land vehicles,
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Number and nationality of immigrants arrived in the United States, from 1873 fo 1887, inclusive—Continued.

Countries. 1673, | 1874 | 1875. | 1876. | 1877. | 1878. | 1870. | 1880. | 1881 | 18s2, | 1883 | 1884. | 1£85. | 1886, | 1887.
83 1,262 980 | 06| 7o1| 87| T41| e8| 1,225| 1,457 | 1,276 | 1,755 | 823 | 1,206 | 1,208
&t 61| 21l | ‘18| 18 ol ‘| M| Me| B PR B M| M E
8 16 2 2 3 8 Sl [ Pt i SPySuEl B e B RR O P o L 86
86 26 1 oY) I A i e L 1 21 15 27 48 50 06 14 | 86
87 1 7 Y R 1 015 o Joets i (e ETAR S [ |l L W L L T e ey,
88 3 1 2 Y e e 1 ] RS SR teraal papes s pEiaay 2 EERRER SR &8
80 | Atlantio islands, not specified..|..~cevo-]icaninns]inaiaaa|- ] B TT LN MR N——" il (ISR e 14 3 9 13 11| 89
Total islands of the A
5T A R e 1,533 | 1,836 | 1,861 910 | 1,203 | 1,825
B T 47| 427| 42| 40| B0 @
91 | Hawaiian Talands 5| 28| 4%| 45| er4| 1,068 |01
92 | New Zealand .. 2 1 4 3 1 5192
33 | -Hootaty Talidny st T | AL BB S s s e sl i SR oty [ e et 5 | 93
84 | Pacific islands, not specified....|. | R SRR P 14 9|04
Total islands of the Pacific. . 57| Ti2| ee6| 78| 1,268 | 1,630
95
4| 182 11 30 1| 108| 22| 48 31 36| 9251 9
o8 o e ) P € RO e 8 o WP et T 8 il I
97 138 61 35 16 15 2 81 105 82 il 3 60 4 59 | 07
98] Blckad Gy ek M- oo nacr e A il et e il s et e aar e et e e e 3 L e E e S e 2 o e D et 93
* Total all other counlries.... 1w| 24u| 48 57 17| 14| 26| 493 16| 18| a8 %2 &0 196 [

Mr. COWLES, Mr. Chairman, I make no apology for taking a por-
tion of the time seb apart for the discussion of the bill now under con-
sideration, in the subject-matter of which the people whom I have the
honor to represent on this floor are so much interested.

Sir, the question of taxation is one of the first importance in every
system of government, and its adjustment upon a proper basis and in
proper degree, suited to the exercise of freedom and to the material

rosperity of the citizen, is one of the greatest responsibilities of legis-

tion. Especially is this so in a free Republic like ours, where all
sovereignty abides with the people, and the officials of the Government,
from the highest to the lowest, are but the servants or agents, if you
please, of the people, intrusted for a limited time with the conduct of
public affairs.

The unnecessary exercise of the taxing power robs the pocket of the
citizen of more than is sufficient for the necessities of Government, and
becomes an engine of oppression, which, in the hands of tyrants, is fre-
quently the lever power for uprooting free institutions by gradual en-
cronchment upon the rights of the people; and is a baneful influence
in the extravagance and corruption which it engenders, and the con-
stant temptation to wrong growing out of an overflowing Treasury.

The founders of government, and all those who come in the course
of time to the enjoyment of ifs blessings, expect to be required to pay

" into the common fund their proportionate part of the taxes necessary
for its economical and honest administration; but when we go beyond
this, and persist for years and years in collecting for each year millions
of money more than is necessary for the expenses of government, ex-
travogant as they may be, we justly incur the indignation of an ont-
raged people. That there is too much money collected by our different
systems of taxation no one can deny, though some wonld, I believe, if
the record did not stare them in the face with such an indisputable
array of facts and figures; therefore, what to lop off and where toreduce
should be the only matters of inquiry in the mind of any patriot who
sits here as o representative of the American people. Partisan feeling
should not enterinto thisinguiry, and the legitimate questions growing
out of this bill should be considered purely as a most serious and im-
portant business proposition in which the welfare of the whole people
whom we represent is involved.

It does no good to call each other hard names, nor is it profitable to
recite the events of a quarter of a century and more ago, unless they
bear upon the situation of our present duties and difficulties, and even
then such réferences should be made in a manner not to arouse un-
pleasant feeling.

I know there are difficulties among those who sit on this side of the
House as to the plan of reduction, the specific articles that should be
included in it, and the limit to which it should extend as to each. I
have no doubt but that, to some extent at least, the same differences
exist on the opposite side of the House; therefore we should bear in
mind that in the consideration of questions of this character, involving
such diverse interests and matters of diverse opinion, conclusions are
almost invariably reached through the medium of concessiof.

I have listened, sir, with a great deal of interest and, I trust, profit
to the discussion as far as it has gone. The agitation of this most im-
portant gnestion will certainly do good, and I think, sir, that I **can
read between the lines ”’ that cre long much thatis useless and oppress-
ive will be abolished and the means for raising revenune will be settled
upon a business basis; not for the purpose of favoring monopolies; not
to protect and enrich the few at the expense of the many, and they the

rer classes, but for the purpose solely of raising revenue sufficient
or the necessary expenditures of the Government, and that, too, soas to
distribute the burden in accordance with the ability to bear, It may

g:thl;r%onc now, but the people are aroused, and they will and should

They demand, sir, that their money shall not be taken and locked up
to be kept from the circulation that they so much need, or squandered
in extravagant appropriations to pampered jobs, only to be again rapidly
collected by the same system, to be again squandered. Itis as im-
possible under the present system of revenue to maintain the cirenla-
tion to the requisite standard for the needs of commeree and trade as
iti is for an eel to sustain life by continunally swallowing himself.

- Sir, we have too much revenue and too many systems of revenue.
Strike down that which is effete and has been permitted to remain be-
yond the period of its allotted time, and give vital force and energy to
that which since the organization of this Government has been estab-
lished and maintained as the true source of Federal revenue.

It is not my purpose, sir, to enter into a minute discussion of the
tletails of the present fariff laws or the p changes therein. The
whole field has been goneover time and again in its discnssion, and there
are other gentlemen yet to speak to whom the whole conntry will look
for information, who, it is expected, will deal principally with this part
of our revenue system. But, sir, there is another branch of onr reve-
nue system to which I wish to pay my respects before I am done. To
do this in order I wish to state that I understand it to be conceded on
all sides that a revision of the tariff, not by increasing the free-list, but
by reducing the tax on imported goods to the true revenue basis, which
is 16 the point that foreign manufacturers will be able to pay and bring
in their goods and commodities and exchange them for our goods and
commodities, would very much inecrease the revenue now raised by the
tariff; and I believe it is generally coneeded that suflicient revenuecan
by this means be raised by the tariff alone for all the necessary expenses
of Government.

I know that the argument was made by members on both sides of
this House, in discussing the question of a reduction of the surplus in
the Treasury in the Forty-ninth Congress, that, by a reduction of the
duty on foreign goods or importations, you thereby would increase the
surplus. If so, and it stands to reason that it is so, why not make the
reduction of the tariff to a business basis and repeal the odious inter-
nal-revenue laws?

Impost duty or cnstoms, which is but another name for tariff, in
order to amounnt to a protective tariff must be and is so high as greatly
to retard or prohibit the introduction of foreign goods and commeodities,
thus *‘ protecting’’ those who produce these goods and commodities
here from foreign competition, and thereby preventinz a lowering of
the price to the consumer. Now, however necessary to the fostering
of our manufacturing interests this course may have been in the earlier
days of our history, that time has long since passed, and the American
manufacturers of to-day compete most successfully with the world in
anything that it is profitable from natural causes to manufacture here,
so that having the competition shut off from abroad by a very high pro-
tective tariff, they combine togetherherein ‘‘trusts’”” and *‘pools,” which
are nothing more than an agreement that they will not sell any given
artiele or class of articles for less than a certain price in order to pre-
vent competition among themselves, and thus, notwithstanding the in-
crense of manufueturing interests, they keep up fictitious values at a
high protective standard.

And it is a fact in the current history of trade that when, as fre-
quently occurs, there is an overproduction of manufactures here the
excess of goods is conveyed to foreign countries and sold at greatly re-
duced prices than they are offered for here, thus showing that protee-
tion for the sake of protecting has ceased to be necessary to the interests
of our manufacturers, and that a tariff for revenue for the sake of reve-
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nue, affording them the benefit of the revenune-tariff tax, would be suf-
ficient.
. Placing articles on the free-list does not always benefit the consumer
here, and especially is this so when the articles are not produced in this
country at all, for it sometimes is taken advantage of by the foreign
countries producing the article to place on it a moderate export tax
whereby the consumer, instead of paying a moderate tariff tax into our
own Treasury, is paying a moderate export tax into the treasury of the
foreign country. A healthy tariff tax, one that will admit of foreign
trade and intercourse and thereby extend the markets of ourown prod-
ucts to the world, and at the same time pay a revenue into the Treasury,
is what we need. I am, sir, in favor of a tariff for revenue only, and
revenue only by the tariffi I am not now and never expect to be a
free-trader. Abolish theinternal-revenue tax and system, and address
ourselves to the tariff in a businesslike way, knowing that we have to
raise revenue enough to answer the needs of the Government, and it
can be easily done.

Whilst we are arranging this, if there should be any deficiency, we
certainly have surplus enough in the Treasury to temporarily answer
that, and if it should be necessary to supplement the revenue received
by the tariff, then, sir, the most just plan and the least vexatious is to
place the additional burden where it will be easiest borne—upon in-
comes. The burden of a protective tariff falls upon the consumers, who
are for the most part poor people who earn their livelihood by labor,
many of them toiling in the fields to make the very staple used in the
factories, and the price of which is regulated by a foreign market. If
our chief industries are still in their *‘ infancy 7’ they have been dwarfed
by protection. Give them the fresh, stirring air of American liberty
to spread and try their strength in exercise with other industries ot
like nature, and they will become more self-reliant, and the generouns
health that competition—which is truly said to be ** the life of trade ”’—
will infuse into them will extend through all branches of our indus-
tries, including the noblest and most essential of all, that of those who
under burning suns ‘‘ make their bread by the sweat of their brows,”’
and nponwhese labor government itself depends; without which neither
church nor state can prosper, and the ‘‘infant industries,’” of which
'we hear so much talk, one and all, conld not budge a spindle. What
protection have the farming class but in the labor of their own strong
arms ?

Ah, sir, when we hear talk of labor here it is not thelabor that fells
the forests and converts waste lands into fertile fields and pastures.
‘We hear nothing of the labor that tumns the clods, but it is always the
labor of the loom and the labor of the shops, labor on Government con-
tracts, on the railroads, in the mines, and everywhere that is to be
tenderly cared dnd legislated for, but not the labor that with sun-
browned hands plows and digs the fields, making not only the staple
and the bread and meats that clothes and feeds himself and family, but
the staple and the bread and meat that clothes and feeds us all.

There is no protection for that class of labor; yet upon its massive
and good-natured shoulders rests the burden of the world. ‘‘Infant
industries’’ indeed! Ah, sir, there are other “*infants® in this land
that claim some ‘‘ protection;’’ and these are the little rosy-cheeked
chernbs with sunny Lair and bright, sparkling eyes, that wear the lit-
tle white and pink dresses and make glad the heart of the father as he
returns from the fields. Let us lessen taxation and increase the cir-
enlation of money and its more equal distribution for their benefit.
This—the scarcity of money—is an important question, as I believe,
growing out of the present condition of the revenue laws; and they are
responsible, in great measure, for the stringency of money matters for
several years pastand now. A rich and overflowing Treasury, sir, makes
a poor people, whether the unnecessary taxes be levied and collected
off of what are termed ** luxuries >’ or ** necessities’’ of life, for it takes
mouey to pay taxes, and all money withdrawn from the people in this
way leaves that much less for the payment of debts and the ordinary
transaction of business, and this, sir, in my opinion, is the true eanse
of the hard times of which we hear, and justly hear, so muoch com-
plaint.

And another result concomitant with this and growing ont of the pro-
tective system of taxation, are the complaints of the wage-earners—
the employ(s of the combinations of capital, which under this system
easily control the money and markets of the whole country, They ap-
preciate the advantage of the protective system to the employer in the
increased profits of the business, and clamor for a share of the profits
inincrease of wages. Sirikes and riots are the resuit, shakingthe peace
of communities and damming up the channels of commerce. The in-
telligent laborer sees the inequality of a system that protects wealth
and leaves poverty naked; and so long as this system of taxation is
maintained for protection and colossal fortanes are realized to the pro-
tected, with a rapidity that rivals the story of the wonderful power of
Aladdin’s Jamp, out of the interests thus protected, and by the labor
of the toiling millions of poor laborers of both sexes, so long will this
feeling of unrest and dissatisfaction continue, and strikes and riots
multiply until hydra-headed anarchy, crouching in the weeds of cor-
ruplion and fostered by a system which tends to make the rich richer

and the poor poorer, will at last threaten the very vitals of Government
and the liberties of the people with its poisonous fangs.

Sir, itis bigh time to call a halt. Golook at the money-bags hoarded
up under this double-barreled system of revenue in the building that
stunds at the other end of the avenue! See the returns for o day: and

that to-day: $575,236 from customs, $948,768 from internal revenue.

Look at the statement of the amount for the last month: Customs,
$17,202,374.59, and from internal revenue for same period, $9,893,~
649.03, nad of the amount on hand, and realize that this is drawn from
the legitimate profits of labor, and ask yourself the question, if it isnot
wonderful that the people are so patient. Hard timesin this country?
Why should this exist? A soil more frnitful and diversified, a climate
more beneficent, a people more industrions and natuorally intelligent
can not be found anywhere on the face of theearth. Thereare nonat-
ural canses for prolonged hard times, and they must exist from abnor-
mal canses somewhere in the body-politic. 'We are now feeling about
the root of the evil; let us have the manhood to pluck it up, root and

branch, and leave the surplus where it belongs—in the pockets of the -

people.
Does New England need to be ‘* protected '’ longer from Old England ?
Why, put ber on her mettle and make her throw off her swaddling

clothes of ** over-grown infaney,’’ and she can beat England at her own

game. The South and West might with more propriety call for a pro-
tective tariff, if such measure were constitutional, against New Eng-
land, but with our advantage in the South of having our factories in
the midst of the cotton-fields, I think all the protection we need is
that contemplated by the Constitution—a tariff for revenue.

The amount of the tariff is paid by the importer, be he a foreigner
or one of our own citizens. Now, there isscarcely any one so simpleas
to suppose that the importer buys the goods abroad and brings them
here at his own expense, and pays the tariff asa gratoity for the bene-
fit of the consumer, who finally buys the goodsand consumes or wears
them out, though there are some who endeavor to gull the people by
making this argument, and ask with great gusto: * Who pays any
tariff? Mr. Jones, do you pay any tariff? Mr. Smith, does any mar-
shal or sheriff in this country collect any tariff of yon? No, sir! the
rich importer pays the tariff.”’ Then you should ask him this qoes-
tion: ‘' Do you pay any freight on the goods you buy at the store?
Does the merchant when he makes out your bill, make a charge of so
much for freight, or does the sheriff come aronnd and collect the
freight ? No, sir; the rich merchant pays the freight.”’

But how long do you suppose the merchant would hold up if when
he comes to marking and pricing his goods to you as a customer he
took no account of the cost of laying them down at his store? We
know from experience that the merchant charges for the cost of car-
riage by steam-boat, by railroad, and by wagon and team in the price
he asks for the goods, for it is as much a part of the cost fo him as the
original cost of the goods, and the consumer, be he farmer, mechanie,
lawyer, doctor, or preacher, pays the freight when he buys the goods
to use, and it is just so with the tariff.

For instance, a man buys goods in New York or Baltimore and offers
them for sale in any town in my State; does not any one know that he
adds in the cost of bringing goods from where they are first bought to
the point where he offers them for sale, and that it is just as much a
part of the cost to him as if it had been a par of the first price paid for
the goods, and that putting this to the first cost he adds his own per
cent,, and that the customer pays it all when he pays for the goods?
So that to say that the importer pays the tax and not the people who
buy the goods is an attempt to deceive. The tariff is as much a tax
upon the consumer as if it was levied nupon his property and collected
out of it. It is simply one of the modes of raising revenne, one of the
modes of taxation, and to my mind, as we have to support and pay taxes
to General Government in some way, I prefer the mode by the tariff to
that of any other, provided it is adjusted, as any tax should be, solely
for the purpose of raising reveanne, and not for the purpose of i
out commerce and revenue, fostering monopolies, and rendering possi-
ble “pools’’ and * trasts,”’ and thereby making necessary the extraor-
dinary mode of internal-revenue taxes.

1t is true that good men of both parties differ on this guestion, just

as they do on many other questions that arise from time to time as the
exigencies of public affnirsmay bring forth. Forinstance, the currency
question, as to whether we shall have a suspension of the ‘ccinage of
silver, or as to whether we shall have the one standard, and that of
pold, instead of the two—gold and silver; whether we shall have na-
tional-bank money or only Treasury notes, or whether we shall abolish
both and return to the old State-bank system had before the war, and
good men and good Demoerats may hold their old opinions on all such
questions and still be good Democrats, as ascertained by that touch-
stone of principles contaived in the first inangural of the great and im-
mortal Jefferson, the founder of onr party, and to whose writings and
teachings we wouldall dowell to recur oceasionally. The cardinal prin-
ciplesof Democracy are deeper, broader,stronger,and more inflexible than
any of these questions. The formerexistlikearuleof right for all time
and under all circumstances; the latter must of necessity change and
accommeodate themselves to the exigencies of the times for which they
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may be provided. What I understand to be the cardinal principles of
Democracy are so beautifully and succinetly stated by Mr. Jefferson in
his first inaugural that it will not be amiss for me to quote them here:

Equal and exact justice to all men, of whatever state or persuasion, religious
or political ; peace, commerce,and honest friendship with all nations—entan-
gling alliances with none; the support of the State governments in all their
rights, ns the most competent administrations for our domestic concerns and
the surest bulwarks against anti-republican tendencies; the preservation of the
General Government in its whole constitutional vigor, as the sheet-anchor of
our peace at home and safety abroad; a jealous care of the right of election by
the people—a mild and safe corrective of abuses which are lopped by the sword
of revolution where peaceable remedies are unprovided ; absoluteacquiescence
in the decisions of the majority—the vital principle of republies, from which
there is no ap 1 but to force, the vital prineiple and immediate parent of des-
potism ; a well-desciplined militia—our best reliance in peace and for the first
moments of war, lill regulars may relieve them; the supremacy of the civil over
military authority ; economy in the public expense, that labor may be lightly
burdened ; the honest payment of our debts and sacred preservation of the
rublic‘!ail. ; encouragement of agriculture, and of commerce as its handmaid ;

he diffusion of information and the arraignment of allabuses at the bar of pub-
lic reason ; om of religion ; freedom of the press; freedom of person under
the protection of the habeas corpus; and trial by juries impartially selected.

And he concludes then with this beautiful commentary:

They should be the creed of our politieal faith, the text of civil instruetion,
the touchstone by which to try the services of those we trust; and should we

wander from them in moments of error or alarm let us hasten to retrace our
steps and to regain the road which alone leads to peace, liberty, and safety.

Now, sir; the manwho receives this faith and keeps it will prove his
faith by his works and vote the Democratic ticket, for these are the es-
sentials, the very life, soul, and blood of the body, and all other ques-
tions are subordinate thereto.

There are many other pages in the writings of this great statesman
that are profitable reading now. He came to his administration in
times not unlike these., It was after the great struggle of the Revolu-
-tion and at a time when the conntry, involved in the debt incident to
the war and the other expenses of government, had resorted to the du-
plex system of revenue which we have now, tariff and internal revenue.

‘When Mr. Jefferson came to theadministration of publicaffairs qunite
a surplus for the times had gathered in the Treasury and continued
to increase. The same complaints existed among the people that we
now hear and have heard so long of the vexatious, oppressive, and ob-
noxious internal-revenue laws. What, under these circumstances, do
we find among the first utterances of this great man with a heart al-
ways big with sympathy for the people, with a mind fally imbued with
the causes which led to the great struggle for independence, the prin-
ciples of our Constitution and Government, that he had so large a share
in framing, and with a desire to maintain the freedom and liberties of
the citizen in all his domestic and State affairs without unnecessary in-
terference on the part of the General Government. .

‘We find in his first annnal message to Congress these words:

Other cirecnmsiances combined with the increase of numbers have produced
an au?mcntatlon of revenue arising from consumption in a ratio far beyond
that of population alone, and, though the ges of foreign relations now tak-
ing place so desirably for the world may for a season affect this branch of reve-
nue, yeb, weighing all probabilities of expense as well as of income, there is
reasonable ground of confidence that we may safely dispense with all internal
taxes, comprehending excises, stamps, auctions, licenses, carriages, and refined
sagars, to which the poala.go on newspapers may be added to facilitate the
.progress of information, and that the remaining sources of revenue will be suf-

cient to provide for the snpport of Government, to pay the interest of the pub-
lie debt, and to discharge the principals in shorter periods than the laws or the
general expectation has contemplated. War, indeed, and untoward events may
change this prospect of things and ecall for expenses which the imposts could
not meet; but sound principles will not justify our taxing the industry of our
fellow-citizens to accumulate treasure for wars to happen we know not when,
and which might not perhaps happen but from the temptations offered by that
treasure.

And again we find in the same document:

When we consider that this Government is charged with the external and
mutual relations enly of these States; that the States themselves have principal
care of our persons, our property, and our reputation, constituting the ab
field of human concerns, we may well donbt whether our organization is not
too complicated, too expensive ; whether offices and officers have not been mul-
tiplied unnecessarily, and sometimes injuriously to the service they were in-
tended to promote, I will cause to be laid before you an essay toward a state-
ment of those who, under public employment of varions kinds, draw money
from the Treasury or from our citizens. Time has not permitted a perfect
enumeration, the ramifications of office being too multiplied and remote to be
completely traced in a first trial. Among those who are dependent on execu-
tive diseretion I have n the reduction of what was deemed necessary.
* # % The inspectors of internal revenue who were found to obstruct the ae-
countability of the institution have been discontinued.

And again, in his second annual message, we find the following, con-
gratulating the country on what had been done:

When effects so salutary result from the plans you have already sanctioned,
when merely by avoiding false objects of expense we are able, without a direct
tax, without internal taxes, and without borrowing, to make large and effectual
payments toward the discharge of our publie debt and the emancipation of our
Eoeierity from that moral canker, it is an encouragement, fellow-citizens, of the

ighest order to proceed as we have begun,in substituting economy for taxa-
tion and in pursuing what is useful for a nation placed as we are, rather than
what is practiced by others under different circumstances,

And lastly I will quote from his second inaugural address:

Th pp ionofu offices, of usel ts and exy
enabled us to discontinue our internal taxes. These,covering ourland with
oflicersand om;l;:g our doors Lo their inl.rusinn& had already begun that proe-
ess of domic vexation which, once entered, is scarcely to be restrained
from reaching successively every article of uce and property. If among
these taxes some minor onesfell which had not been inconvenient, it wasbecause
their amount would not have paid the officers who eollected them, and because,
if they had :é:y merit, the State authorities might ndopt them instead of others
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There are more people in this country than many seem to have any
idea of that think this is mighty good reading now. The Democratic
platform adopted at Chicago arraigned the Republican party for not
relieving the people of *‘crushing war taxes,” which I suppose my
friends on this side of the House who differ with me as to the repeal
of the internal revenue will say applies only to the tariff; but, sir, in
the same instrument under which banner we fought and won in the
last campaign it goes on to say: .

From the foundation of this Government taxes collected atthe custom-house
have been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such they must continue to be,

And still further on it pronounces that—

The system of direct taxation known as the *internal revenue™ is a war tax,
and so long as the war continues, ete,

Going on to declare how it shounld be applied.

In another Democratic platform of the same year, that of my own
State, there is no such uncertain sound. It says:

Resolved, That we are in favor of the unconditional and immediate abolition
of the whole internal-revenue system, ns an intolerable burden, a standing men-
ace to freedom of elections, and a source of great annoyance and corruption in
its practical operation, 4

Resoleed, That no Government has the right to burden its people with taxes
beyond the amount required to pay its necessary expenses and gradually ex-
tinguish its public debt; and that whenever the revenues, however derived, ex-
ceed this amount, they should be reduced so as to avoid a surplus in the Treas-
ury. We therefore urge upon our Senators and Representatives in Congressto
exert themselves in favor of such legisiation as will secure this end.

Resolved, That with respect to the tariff, we reaflirm the life-long and funda-
mental principles of the party as declared in the national Democratic platforms,
and that the details of the method by which the constitutional revenue tariff’
shall be gradually reached, are subjects which the party’s representatives at the
Federal eapital must be trusted to adjust; but in our opinion the duties.on for-
eign importationsshould be levied for the production o dpublic revenue, and the
diserimination initsadjustment should be such as would place the highest rates
on luxuriesand the lowest on the necessaries of life, distribute as equally as pos-
sible the burdens of taxation, and confer the greatest good to the greatest num-
ber of the American people.

And this, sir, is supplemented by the executive committee of the
Democratic party of North Carolina in the following resolution, adopted
October 19, 1887:

Resolved, That it is the sense of this D atic State tive committes
that the internal-revenue laws should be immediately repealed ; and our Demo-
cratie members of Congress are requested to use their influence, as they have
heretofore done, to have said laws repealed, and to secure such modification of
the tariff as will lessen the duties upon imports to such extent as will be possi-
ble, consistent with the economical administration of the Government,

And again, on February 23, 1888, they say:

Whereas the Democratic Legislatures of 1874, 1853, and 1885 passed resolutions
asking for the repcal of the internal-revenue laws; and

‘Whereas the Democratic State convention held in Raleigh in June, 1881, unan-
imously adopted the following resolntion:

*' Resolved, That we are in favor of the unconditional and immediate repeal of

the whole internal-revenue system asan intolerable burden, a standing menace
to freedom of elections, and a source of great annoyance and corruption in its
practical operations:"” Now, therefore,

Resolved, That this Democratic State executive committee, in session at Ra-
leigh, February 23, 1885, reaflirms the declarations of the Democratic party of
North Carolina, and also reaffirms its own declaration made on the 19th of Octo=
ber, 1887, in favor of abolishing the whole internal-revenue system,

Resolved. That a copy of these resolutions besent to cach member of Congress
from North Carolina,

Sir, the platform and resolutions that have just been read voice the
convictions and the hope of the Democratic party of my State, and with
them I, sir, am and always have been in the fullest accord; and, sir, in
their advoeeacy and support I claim the right of a free representative of
a free people to act in accordance with my convictions, and I shall not
go out of my party to do so; and I shall always, here and everywhere,
stand by its cardinal principles, that so much concern the greatest bless-
ing that a people can enjoy, that of personal liberty.

The aspiration to be free was planted in the breast of man as he came"
from the band of the great Creator, and though often and for long
periods crushed and oppressed until the darkness of usurpation and tyr-
anny seemed to envelop the world and scarcely a glimmer of its pure
ray could be seen, yet strugeling ever npward through darkness toward
the light, it still lives to enjoy the fullest realization of the hope that
has sustained it always, in the Government founded and transmitted to
us hy our fathers.

Theidea of Mr. Jefferson was to sustain the Federal Government by
a tariff on imports and leave direct taxation for the States, and to be
regulated by them. What a blessing this would be now. If he had
lived at this period he would have seen a larger country suffering in
greater proportion than its increased size from the same abunses he en-
deavored, with so much success, fo reform in his own day and time,
and there is no just reason to suppose that his mighty influence, united
with the great majority of his own State, as well as of mine, would not
be exerted now, as then, to rid the peopleof ‘‘internal-revenue taxes,”
‘! covering our land with officers,” ‘‘and opening our doors to their
intrusions,’” *‘which once entered is scarcely to be restrained from
reaching every article of production and property.’’

These are his very words, and in quoting tﬂim to you I am reminded
that only last session we were called upon to add to this system of
taxation the ‘*butter bill,”’ which was done, and this session we are
called upon to pass the *‘lard bill,” which I am afraid will he done,
and when we set a bad thing or principle in motion, with a downward
grade and as greasy a track as these two articles make, who can say
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where it will stop? The principle of these taxes is all wrong, and if
I know what constitutes Democracy, it is undemocratic. The Demo-
cratic party of North Carolina is as honest and true as any political
organization that ever existed in this country, and upon its success
and control of our State government I verily helieve depend the honor,
the peace, and prosperity of our good old State. I have never deserted
her in any struggle, and I can not and will not do so now, and mark
my prediction, as the Democracy of North Carolina stood then, so it
stands now and will stand in the coming campaign. She will not
change because the flesh-pots of the revenue department have been
transferred from Republican t3> Democratic officials.

We can not afford to barter the priceless inheritance of our manhood
as a people and a party of principle for such a mess of pottage. To these
declarations of my party of my own State I am now, and always have
been, in full accord, and I give notice to you, gentlemen, on both sides of
this Chamber, that when this bill comes up under consideration for
amendment I shall claim the right of a Representative on this floor to
offer an amendment to repeal the entire tax and system, and if that
should fail of passing, then to repeal the brandy tax, and any other
modifications that I may be able to get in, and shall endeaver to obtain
a yea-and-nay vote on the same in the House, so that we may see, and
the country may see, where the Representatives of the American peo-
ple stand on this subject; and if any gentleman upon either side of
this House is more successful than myself in point of time and oppor-
tunity in getting in such amendments, I pledge him here and now, I
care not from what section he may come, or what may be his political
creed and faith, my earnest and unqualified support to the measure.

8ir, go with me for a while and see the workings of this *‘infernal
machine’’ in the country where I live. Itisa land, sir, beautiful to
look upon, abounding in fruit and grain, with mountains, valleys, and
streams as picturesque as the pen of Scotte’er portrayed, and a climate
abounding in exhilarating and health-giving influences, with waters
that flow clear and cool from its life-giving fountains; yet, sir, in large
districts of our country are communjties withoutany railroad facilities,
and the snmmer fruit grown upon trees planted and bearing long before
this iniquitous law was made must fall and rot upon the ground, mill-
ions of bushels of it, because there is no way to market or save it profit-
ably. This, sir, is by far the most; cruel part of thislaw—the part that
taxes fruit brandy. It is not claimed thatthere is any necessity for the
revenue; there is, upon the other hand, a necessity for not obtainingit.
Then why can not the farmer have the right to still his fruit free in a
free country ? ‘‘Oh,” they say, ‘‘it would leave open gaps for avoid-
ing the law taxing whisky.”” Can law be so framed as not to leave
gaps for its avoidance? Is there no confidence to be placed in the
honor of the people that they will obey the laws for their own self-
respect and for the sake of obedience ?

Then no such laws shonld have existence in a free country where
the people rule. Give them this free license, sir, if you can do no
more, and the remainder of the internal-revenue law will be executed
all the more thoronghly, because this very liberty will bring public
opinion more in accord with it; and without the support of public opin-
ion no law can be executed with good effect. I would not give much
for the nose of a revenue officer who could not tell the difference be-
tween brandy and whisky, and especially when the two are mixed to
any considerable degree, and that, too, without any chemical process;
for it is said by those who know that the mixing greatly deteriorates
both in quality, flavor, and effect. But especially would detection be
easy when we hear argnments here based upon the results accomplished
by chemical science telling the kind, quality, and how much of each
ingredient there is that enters into the manufacture of oleomargarine.
There is no such trouble about the repeal of the brandy tax. It is
only astory concocted by the big whisky interests to prevent its being
given this advantage over grain distillations.

Now, sir, as to the whisky tax. It is not because we want more
whisky, or cheaper whisky in the country, or more distilleries, that
we demand a repeal of the law. There are in my State now at least
five times as many whisky distilleries as there was before the law, and
each one of those distilleries makes five or ten times as much liquor
as they did before the enactment of the law; for before the enactment
of this law there were but few distilleriesin the whole State that oper-
ated except in the fall and early winter months. The custom through
all our country, at this time when there was no surveillance and no tax
on spirits, was to run the distilleries only from crop-gathering time
until the early winter, when thehogs were fattened on the slop. Then
the hogs were killed, the whisky was marketed, and the distillery
closed until another year,

How is it now in the same country? They are usually run year in
and year out, and when all the grain that our fertile lowlands yield
has been bought and distilled it is brought from Cincinnati and the
markets of the West to the nearest depot, and often hauled 40 and 50
miles and mare into the country and distilled. We should always
have plenty of grain in my country for man and beast, and yet, sir,
I have seen the time there, and that, too, after years of plentiful crops,
when poor laboring men, and women, too, who are unable to provide
a year's supply in advance, might be seen going from house to house

ing the privilege of buying corn enough to bread them until har-

vest, and having hard work to find it, and that because the remorseless
worm of the still had devoured it before them.

Talk about the moral influence of this law! Tell it to those who
know nothing about it, but tell it not to me. Itsows a bountiful crop
of oaths and makes smooth the way to a hountiful harvest of perjuries.
The whole system is rotten to the core and is only held together by
the cohesive attraction of public plunder. It is a menace and a threat
to free institutions and is obnoxious to all liberty-loving people. OF
course none of those who engage in the business of distilling get very
rich by it; few of them make any considerable profit clear of expenses
and contingencies, and many of them come to rnin; but, lured by the
ignis fatuus of the increase of price which the tax makes, they press
ahead, hoping to find the “ potful of money at the end of the rain-
bow.’’ If any of them should be for a time, through diligence, indus-
try, sobriety, and strict attention to business, all of which are mighty
hard on human nature in the circumstances in which he is placed—but
if for a time he should be successful and come to the accumulation of
some property, buy some new teams and wagons and some ‘‘Sunday
clothes,”” there is another branch of this law watching with greedy
eyes to pounce upon him as a hawk would upon a fat pigeon, for some
violation of the law more technical than criminal, and straightway
proceed to pick him clean, and when, after forfeiting his team and
wagons to this rich and overflowing Treasury and serving his term in
some filthy county jail, or in the penitentiary, he is released from the
clutches of the law to make his way homeward, his patriotism, like
Bob Acres’s courage, all gone, and his only relief to ‘*cnss’? the court
and the law that will not allow a man to do as he pleases with his

own.

This is is the way it happens to the Government distiller that in some
way gets crooked; but if a ‘‘blockader’’ gets caught, they make short
work of him, and, as he stands under the sentence of the law, I imcagine
I can hear him soliloquize in the language of old *‘ Groundhog Cayce,’
in a book by Miss Murfree, entitled The Prophet of the Great Smoky
Mountains. The old man, speaking of the trials and difficulties which
he has in his business, and which he can not understand, appealing to
COMINON Teason, Says:

Lord A'mighty, air the corn mine, or no? Air the orchard mine or the raid-
ers'? An’ what ails me ez I can't make whisky an apple-jack same ez in my
dad’s time, when him an’ me run a sour-mash still on the to;') o' the mountin
in the light o' day, up'ards o' twenty year, an' never hearn o' no raider? Tel
me that's agin the law nowadays? Waal, now, who made that law? I never,
an' I ain't agoin’ ter abide by it, nuther. Ez sure ez ye air born, it air jes'a
Yankee trick fotched down hyar by the Federal Army. An’ef I had knowed
they war goin’ ter gin tharse'fs ter sech persecutions arter the war, I dunno how
{;?ﬂg:v got my consent ter fit alongside of ’em like I done fower year fur tho

There is much in the langnage attributed to this illiterate old man
that voices the same ideas that permeated the minds of our American
ancestors when they fought and won the battles of the Revolution;
the same that actuated our English ancestors when they wrenched
from the mailed hand of King John the Magna Charta of British lib-
erty.

This bill, sir, I consider the first serious proposition coming from the
‘Ways and Means Committee of this House to afford relief from any part
of this tax and from the inquisitorial rigors of this law, and as such it
shall have my support. Removing the tobacco tax will be a good thing
for the farmer, enabling him to sell his erop without subjecting himself
to infringement of the law, and the abolition of retail licenses, for which
I have labored most assiduously, will go a great way toward ridding the
country of frivolous prosecutions in the Federal courts, for experience
and observation show that in most of the cases originating there, after
passing all the more serious charges in the information or bill, the prose-
cution dwindles down to a little retailing case that would scarcely com=
port with the jurisdiction of a justice of the peace or of a police court.
Yes, pass these amendments to the law, and give 1o the Federal court
judges the discretion of fixing the punishment for these offenses against
the internal-revenue law without being confined by a minimum limit,
and good people everywhere that know anything about the workings
of this law will thank you and hope for more and better things. - -

In justice, sir, to the present administration of the law I am con-
strained tosay thatit is conducted on much more humane principles than
heretofore. But a few years ago, and when the States were passing
laws prohibiting the carrying of deadly weapons by the citizens, armed
bands of revenue officers conld be seen riding through the country with
carbines swung around their shoulders and pistols hanging from their
belts, in gquiet hamletsand neighborhoods, frightening women and chil-
dren, and arousing a spirit of antagonism among the men. But now,
sir, in my own section at least, the arms have all been collected and
sent back here to Washington, and yet the law is better enforced and
more money collected than heretofore. Buf, sir, I shall always main-
tain that the whole thing ought to go, executed as it is by aid of
spiesand informers and inguisitions carried into the domiciles and cel-
lars of the people, with no sanctuaryso sacred as to keep out the in-
vasion of the revenue officer. It is impossible to make it popular with
the people that witness its administration withont destroying their man-
hood and love of the principle of personal liberty, which, I pray God,
may never be done.

Statistics show that under its influence the nse of alcoholic liguors
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is on the increase. In 1840 the amount used per head was 4 gallons
for that year, and in 1883 it was 12 gallonsper head. During the five
years preceding 1854 the population increased about 15 per cent., but
the consumption of distilled spirits inereased 41.15 per cent. It has
not lessened the appetite for if, nor is its respectability impaired by
makingita * licensed,’’ taxed *‘luxury,” with the stamp and seal of
the Government upon it, so that a man feels that when he takes a drink
he is helping to support the Government, and to be really patriotic he
maust take all he can, and especially is this soon a rainy evening about
a Federal court green when a poor fellow is waiting to be ealled in for
trial. It takes a good deal under such circumstances™o keep his pat-
riotism above zero.

The people feel, sir, that these matters should be left to the regula-
tion of their States respectively. They love their State governments,
and more blood and treasure, including the days of the Revolution,

“have been spent to maintain the right of local self-government than for
lmg other cause on this continent,

t is a question, sir, that involves the liberty of Maine as well as
South Carolina; as much that of Indiana as that of Texas. Upon it,
the very union of these independent States depend. Strike it down,
take from the people this inestimable right and State lines become
obliterated, Territories are merged into each other, and centralization
and despotism inevitable follow. Make this law a perpetuity, assome
argue should be done; keep the strong hand of the Government con-
tinnally clutching and interfering with State courts and laws and the
rights and occupations of citizens; fill the land with Federal officers
and keep them there with the execution of their offices above the laws
of the State, and you fill the hearts of good men with despair, though
they never made a drop of whisky in their lives, though they may not
even drink it, and though they may be opposed to its use.

Mr, Chairman, it is not the whisky-making or the whisky-drinking
element of society that I represent in this argument, but I feel that I_
voice the sentiment of the law-abiding, God-fearing, Christian people
of my conntry when I say, Down with the demoralizing system of in-
ternal revenne! The moral elementof the land have got the trae idea
of this institntion at last, which for so long a time—God save the mark—
has run as an adjunct to morality and temperance, and their opposition
will grow more and more intense as they learn more abount it.

8ir, in my political prayers I pray first for the success of the Demo-
cratic in my own State, and then in the Union. You have been
told to look ab the history of that period hefore 1876, to see from what
we escaped in that memorable campaign. In the light of thishistory,
and the certainty of its being repeated by Republican success, if the
issue which is to come before the people in the next election could be
submitted to me with thisalternative, * You can not have both; which
will you take, success in the State election or suceess in the Federal
election;”’ much as I admire Grover Cleveland, our honored and be-
loved President, and much as I appreciate the honest, clean admin-
istration he has given us, and the confidence which the whole people
of our country so justly have in his patriotism and integrity, and much
as I hope fer his renomination and election, I would emphatically an-
swer, “*Yon may take the Federal administration with all its offices,
with all its money wrongfully torn from the people to waste and squan-

der, with all its ‘boodle,” but give me Democratic home rule in North |

Carolina.’”

There, sir, we have a constitution formulated by a Democratic con-
vention, adopted by a Democratic majority of the voters of the State,
laws enacted under it by Democratie legislatures, and keptin force by
a Democratic administration; the colored man has the right to vote
and does so as freely and without control as the white man; he has
the right to hold office and all the rights of citizenship, with an egual
distribution per capita of the public-school money; he is contented and
happy and there is no friction or clash between the races as such, un-
less it is aroused by bad men at home and abroad with a desire to stir
up strife between the races and thereby control the colored vote for
their own selfish ends and not for the good of the colored man.

Left to themselves, sir, the colored people know that the best friends
they have are the white people, with whom they have been reared and
who know them best. It is a moral and political sin to disturb by
snch means the peace and quiet of that countrythat is now engaged in
earnest effort in working out the solution of one of the greatest politi-
cal problems in the world, and with an earnest desire to do justice to
all. Bat, sir, if evil connsels must prevail, and the issue is to be pre-
sented to us as to which race we will have to control the destinies of
this country or of our own State government, I say here and now, stand-
ing in my place as the representative of a brave and honorable people,
that we expect to be able to maintain for North Carolina, and that, too,
without a resort to violence, a white man’s government, for white men
and white women, and for white children.

Look, sir, at what the Democratic party hasdone for North Carolina.
It has paid her debts, restored her credit lost under carpet-bag rule,
brovght confidence to our people and to those abroad having capital
to invest, encouraged and built public improvements and promoted

'gri\'ate enterprise, vastly increased onr facilities for education, and has
rought about, I? giving us an honest and economical management of
public affairs, a degree of individual and public prosperity never be-

fore known in the history of our State, and yet we have much to do
and much that we can do. We are not begging for help or for greater
**protection ’? than the rest of our fellow-citizens are entitled to.

We only ask the privilege under salutary laws of being allowed to
work out our own salvation. Capital ean find no safer place for invest-
ment. The next ten years will show greater improvement in North
Carolina than the past twenty years have done, and in twenty years
from to-day we will have reached a degree of prosperity not dreamed
of now even by those who by their enterprise and labor are contribut-
ing so much to it. With a name as stainless as any.star in the bright
constellation of the Union that floats above our heads to-day, her sons
and her daughters now, and generations yet to come, will rise up and
call her blessed. [Applause.]

Mr. MILLS. T move that the committee rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee acecordingly rose; and Mr, McMrnrLix 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 having had under
consideration the tariff bill had come to no resolution thereon.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.

Several messages, in writing, from the President of the United States
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre-
taries, who also announced that the President had approved and signed
joint resolution and bills of the following titles:

Joint resolution (H. Res. 83) accepting the invitation of the French
E[?e;gé; ie to take part in the international exposition to be held in Paris
in H

Au uct (H. R. 48) for the relief of Benjamin M. Bimpson;

An act (H. R. 3215) to anthorize the construction of the Ohio Con-
necting Railway Company bridge; and :

An act (H. R. 9430) aunthorizing the Becretary of the Treasury to
award a gold medal of the first class to Capt. Thomas Sampson, of New
York City, for rescning five boys from drowning.

The message also annonnced that the bill (H. R. 1712) for the erec-
tion of a public building at Portsmonth, Ohio, having been presented
to the Presidert April 30, 1838, and not having been returned by him
to the House in which it originated within the ten days prescribed by
the Constitution, had become a law without his approval.

EDWARD FITZGERALD.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, reported back
favorably from the Committee on War Claims the bill (8. 316) for the
relief of Edward Fitzgerald.

Mr. ROGERS. The bill just reported by the gentleman from Ken-
tucky is one which I endeavored to cqil up some time ago; but one or
two gentlemen on ihe other side objected then to its consideration.
They have since investigated the mdtter and do not now wish to ob-
ject. The bill merely provides for the reference of a claim to the War
Department, to be audited and reported back to Congress, It makes
no appropriation, Iask unanimous consent that the hill be now con-
sidered.

The bill was read, as follows:

Beitenacled, ele., That the Quartermaster-General of the United States ishereby
authorized and directed to examine the claim of the Right Rev, Edward Fitz-
gerald, Bishop of Little Rock, trustee of the Catholiec Church in Arkansas, for
timber and fuel belonging to said ehurch,nlleged to have been taken by the
Uniled States, or the armies thereof, at or near Fort Smith, in the State of Ar-
kansas, during the war of the rebellion; and he may consider the evidence
heretotore taken on said claim, so far as applicable, before the Commissioners of
Claims and such other legal evidence as may be addoced before him in behalf
of said trustee or in bebalf of the United States, and shall report the facts to
gong'rrsu, to be considered with other claims reported by the Quartermaster-

encral. *

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration
of the bill, which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time,

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

table.
The latter motion was agreed to

GRANT OF LAND TO WYOMING FOR PUBLIC PURPOSES.

Mr, CAREY. I ask unanimons consent for the present considera-
tion of the bill (8. 850) granting certain lands in the Territory of
Wyoming for public purposes. This bill has been favorably reported
to-day by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], from the
Committee on Public Lands, and a House bill of similar purport was
favorably reported some time ago.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ele., That the governor of the Territory of Wyoming is hereby
authorized and empowered to cause to be selected and entered of the publio
lands contained within the boundaries of the Fort Sanders military reserva-
tion, in said Territory, as soon after the extension of the publie surveys through
said reservation as practicable, to an amount not exceeding (40 acres, as nearly
as practicnble in square form according to the public surveys; that the lands so
selected and entered are hereby ted to the Territory of Wyoming for the
purpose of enabling the said Territory to maintain thereon a -hatchery and
other public institutions: Provided, That if the said Territory shall at any time
permlethesdd lands hereby granted to be uscd for any purpose not contem-
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plated by this act the sajd lands shall revert to the United States: Provided fur-
g. Th&tenmhiwn this act miahined shall ?& consf&ruie:ld ]:;dl:.n the eﬂ'nc:l to

pair righ any n in or to any portion of sa acquired under
any law of the United Sgtm.

Mr. SPRINGER. Has this bill received the consideration of the
Committee on the Public Lands? [

Mr. CAREY. Yes, &ir; and has been unanimously reported with a
favorable recommendation. .

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration
of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and 2

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

The latter motion was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the following resolution of the
House:

Resolved by the House of Represenialives (the Senale concurring), That the Pres-
ident be requested to return to the House the bill (H. R. 2609) for the relief of
the heirs of the late Solomon Spitzer, for the purpose of correcting the same;
and the Clerk of the House is bereby authorized and directed to insert in said
bill the word **unexpected” instead of the word * unexpended.”

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the
amendment of the House to the bill (8. 347) to provide for the erec-
tion of a public building in the city of Youngstown, Ohio.

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without
amendment the bill (H. R. 9793) anthorizing a loan of arms and equip-
ments to the Ancient and Honorable Artillery Company.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend-

ments the bill (H. R, 9711) making an appropriation to enable the

several Executive Departments of the Government and the Bureau of
Agricmlture and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National
Museum and Commission of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the
centennial exposition of the Ohio Valley from July 4 to October 27,
1888; also that the Senate requested a conference with the House on
said bill and amendments, and had appointed as conferees on the part
of the Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, and Mr. COCKRELL.
RUDOLF LOBSIGER.

The SPEAKER pro {empore laid before the House the following
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and,
on motion of Mr. SPRINGER, referred, with the accompanying docu-
ments, to the Committee on War Claims:

To the Senate and House of Representatives:

I transmit herewith o report from the Secretary of Stale relative to the claim
of Mr. Rudolph Lobsiger, n Swiss citizen, against the United States, and rec-
ommend that provision be made by law for referring the matter to the Court
of Claims for examination on its merits,

GROVER CLEVELAXD.

Execurive MAxsiox, May 14, 1858,
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS,

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following
message from the President of the United States:

o the Senate and House of Representatives :

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State, accompa-
nied by a report of Mr. Somerville P. Tuck, appointed to carry out certain pro-
visious of section 5 of an act entitled “Anact to provide for the ascertainment of
claims of American citizens for liations committed by the French prior to the
3lst day of July, 1801, approved January 20, 1855,

" GROVER CLEVELAND.
Exwcurive Maxsios, May 14, 1888, .

Mr. SPRINGER. That message, I presume, Mr, Speaker, should go
to the Committee on the Judiciary, as it relates to pending litigation
in the Court of Claims. I move that reference.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I make the sugpestion that
it is probable it should go to the Committee on Appropriations, as my
recollection is that at the beginning of this session certain reports of the
Court of Claims were referred to the Appropriations Committee with
instruoctions to report back in reference to them.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The question is on the motion of the

ntleman from Illinois to refer the message to the Committes on the

udiciary.

The motion was agreed to; and the message was accordingly referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent to
offer a bill for my kinsman, Mr. CLIFTON II. BRECKINRIDGE; and also
ask nnanimous consent that other gentlemen having bills to offer may
present them now for proper reference.

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

There was no objection.

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, FLORIDA AND OTHER STATES.
Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (by Mr. BRECKINRBIDGE, of Ken-

tucky), introduced a bill (H. R. 9982) to revive and amend an act en-
titled “* An act for the final adjustment of private land claims in the
States of Florida, Lonisiana, Missouri, and for other purposes,’’ ap-
proved June 22, 1860; which was read a first and second time, referred
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed.
BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON LABOR.

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on
Rules:

Resolved, That Tuesday, May 22, immediately afler the reading of the Journal,
bciff:eumr{:%;thc consideration of bills and resolutions reported from the Com-
m on T.

PER DIEM RATED SERVICE-PENSION BILL.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I present to Congress, and ask to have
printed in the RECORD, two very brief petitions, but signed by & very
large number of persons. One of these petitions is signed by almost
1,000 soldiers of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania; the other petition
is signed by 2,300 soldiers and citizens of Beaver County, Pennsylva-
nia. These petitions were prepared with great care and labor. I can
assure Congress that they are genuine signatures of actual citizens.
They are both on the same subject, and are in favor of the per diem
rated service-pension bill. T ask this becanse I believe this subject is
one of great importance; that these petitions represent the general sen-
timent of the people of my district on this subject. .

I offer them and eall the special attention of Congress to the great
demand there is by ex-soldiers and the citizens of our country for addi-
tional legislation on the subject of pensions. I am hoping that some
heed will be given to these petitions, and that a day for the considera-
tion of these and other general pension billswill be given by this Con-
gress at an early date. I ask unanimous consent that one of these g—
titions, the two being identical in substance, may be printed in the
RecorD withont the signatures.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of
the gentleman from Pennsylvania ?

There was no ohjection.

The petition is as follows:

To the honorable Senalors and Eepr latives in Congress assembled :

We, the undersigned surviving soldiers and sailors of the Union Army and
Navy, heartily indorse the per diem rated service-pension bill, based on the
principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines a monthly on of 1
centa day for ench day they were in the service during the war of the rebellion.,
And we urge upon Congress its immediate passage,

ESTATE OF THOMAS L. PEICE, DECEASED.

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge
the Committee of the Whole House from the farther consideration of
Senate bill No. 475, for the relief of the estate of Thomas L. Price, de-
ceased, and put it upon its

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to objec-
tion.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacied, ele., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is, an-
thorized and directed to eredit to Thomas L. Price, of Jefferson City, Mo., late

brigadier-general of United States volunteers, and now .d , the sum
$2.000, being the amount received at Jefferson City, October 7, 1861, of R. O,
Wariner, a paymaster in the United Siates Army, by order of General John C. '
Frémont, for special publie purposes at that post {)y said Price, then command-
ing said post, and to release the estate of said Price from any and all liability
therefor. :

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading;
and being read the third time, was passed. 3

Mr. BLAND 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.

OHIO VALLEY CENTEXNTAL EXPGSITIOX.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask that the committee of conference
asked for by the Senate on the amendments to the bill (H. R. 9711)
making an appropriation to enable the several Executive Departments
of the Government, vhe Burean of Agriculture, and the Smithsonian
Institution, including the National Musenm and the Commission of
Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the Centennial Exposition of the
Ohio Valley and Central States, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, on June
4 to October 27, 1888, just reported from the Senate, be agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.  'Without objection the House will non-
concur in the Senate amendments, and agree to the conference asked
for.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The committee of conference will be
appointed hereafter.

ESTATE OF FEANCIS M. MURERRAY.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimouns consent to discharge
the Committes of the Whole House from the further consideration of
the bill (H. R. 251) for the relief of the cstate of Francis M. Murray,
deceased, and put it upon its passage.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The bill will be read subject to objec-
tion.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, efe., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to pay to the representatives of Francis M, Murray,

deceased, late of McCracken County, 'entmk{dgnt of any money in the Treas-

ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of §1,500, for 3.000 bushels of stone-coal

taken by and delivered to the steam-boats White Cloud and Silver Moon, in the
year 1863, at Paducah, in the State of Kentucky, said boats being at the time in
the employment of the Navy Department of the United States.

The Committee on War Claims recommend the adoption of the fol-
lowing amendment:

Strike out *' §1,500,” in line 7, and insert ** £900.”

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment
concurred in, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third
time, and passed.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, 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.

A. B. HARTZELL.

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to call up from the Pri-
vate Calendar for present consideration the bill H. R. 3604.

The bill was read, as follows:

A bill (H, R. 3604) granting an honorable discharge to A. R, Hartzell, and for
other purposes.

Be il enacled, ele., That the order heretofore made, dishonorably dismissing
from the military service of the United States®A. R. Hartzell, late of Company
H, First Regiment Iowa Cavalry, be, and the same is hereby, revoked, an-
nulled, and set aside, and that the Secretary of War is ordered to grant to said
Hartzell an honorable discharge, and to correct the records of his Department
showing the removal of the said order of dismissal; and the said A. R. Hartzell
is restored to all rights and privileges lost or suspended by such order,

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the report in that case be read.

The report (by Mr. GEAR) was read in part,

Mr. PERKINS (interrupting thereading). The reportis ratherlong;
and perhaps it would be as satisfactory to the gentleman from Illi-
nois if T were to give a brief explanation,

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well.

Mr. PERKINS. It was charged that this man bad been guilty of
quitting his guard-post without the permission of his superior officer.
His own captain, however, admits that the charge was not sustained
in the trial by court-martial. But he was convicted of dischedience of
orders, and according to the captain’s testimony the sentence was a
very arbitrary and severe one. It is to be remembered he was a pri-
vate and not a commissioned officer.

Ten years after the war closed for some reaspn he was dishonorably
discharged. That was in 1874. He was dishonorably dismissed as a
soldier upon an order issued from the War Department. The eflect ot
this bill is to annul that order. Thatis all there is of it.

Mr. SPRINGER. What was the order he disobeyed ?

Mr. PERKINS. He refused togoon escortin December, 1862, being
without an overcoat, unless he should be furnished one. The weather,
according to the testimony of the captain and other officers, was exceed-
ingly severe and cold. e was part of a command which had been or-
dered to escort some Arkansas militia to their homes to spend New
Year’s with their families,

Mr. SPRINGER. It was rather a severe sentence.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does the committee recommend the pas-
sage of the bill?

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. I may say in addition that after this
soldier had been confined fifteen days he escaped, and soon after his
escape returned.

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. PERKINS 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 report in full is as follows:

The Committee on Military Affairs have had under consideration the bill and
papers, with accom ving evidence, in the case of Adam R, Hartzell, for whom
rel?aefilssked by I&al.?se bill 3604, and find that Adam R. Hartzell enlisted as a
private in Company H, First Jowa Cavalry Volunteers, at Keokuk, Iowa, in
3:5\1;3. 1861, to serve for three years, unless sooner discharged. He served with

itand distinction and as a brave and patriotic soldier until late in Decem-
ber, 1863, when he was placed under arrest by the eaptain of his company,and
subsequently court-martialed. At this court-martial he was charged with quit-
ti:iz his gnard without the leave of his superior officer,and ** disobedience of
orders.” He was found guilty and sentenced to forfeit all pafy and allowances
now due or that shall become due him, except $2 per month of his monthly pay,
and to be confined at hard labor with ball and chain until the expiration of his
term of enlistment, in such military prison as the commanding general may

designate,

In Febroary, 1864, the military prison at Little Roclk, Ark., was designated as
the place of his confinement, and he was commitled February 11, 1564, He re-
ined in confl t until February 23, 1864, when he emz:ed therefrom.
Soon after his escape he returned to his company, but not on duty. He messed
much of the time with his company, and made no effort to conceal himself,
His company was at Lthe time at Little Rock, and his presence was known to
his officers and comrades. and no effort was made to recapture him or to return

him to prison. He belonged to the non-veterans of his eompany, and continued
with them much of the time after his escape until they went home in the fall of
1864 to be mustered out. Hartlzell necompanied the others home, but was not
mustered out in consequence of having no descriptive roll.

This was the condition of things for several years, when Hartzell employed
an attorney to secure for him an honorable discharge. But instead of granting
an honorable discharge, the commanding general, Department of umgl‘.ln. in
June, 1874, upon instructions from the War Department, furnished him & dis-
honorabled ge, to date February 25,1864 ,and it isto relieve him of the odium
of such dishonorable discharge that the present bill is presented. Much evi-
dence has been filed in the War Department, and also presented to your com-
mittee, in supgg:;t of the petition for an honorable discharge fo1 thissoldier, This
evidence has been carefully considered by your committee, and from it the fol-
k‘fwﬁ t I'.hl Jldimrn Lt‘: ilty of quitting his guard without 1

. Al e soldier was not gu of quittin is thout leave.
charged at the time of his coun»mngi&!. . Y e

.2, That he was guilty of * disobedience of orders," but with these mitigating
circumstances :

On the 31st dhllg of December, 1863, at Little Rock, Ark., Captain Whisemand,
with a part of his command, was ordered out to escort some Arkansas militia to
their homes, some 40 miles distant, to spend New Year's with their families,
Mr. Hartzell, belonging to this company, was detailed by the captain to be one
of the escort. The weather was exceedingly cold for that locality, and the ride
waslong;and Hartzell, being withoutan overcoat, d to go unless he could
be furnished one. In fact the entire company was without overcoats, in con-
sequence of their loss by fire, and Captain Whisemand, who detailed the soldier
as a part of the escort, and Wholl:i erred the charges against him upon which
henwas court-martialed, says in hisevidence filed withthe committee that Hart-
ze!

*To go out upon the scout when ordered, and M“I.Iigh‘ to justify his refusal on
the grounds that he was willing to go if furnished with an overcoat, being with-
out one himself and unable to tg‘vel’. one, Thiswas true, and it was also true that
the weather was extremely cold and severe at the time, and a soldier ran a great
risk of being frost-bitten, even with his overcoat.”

, in the judgment of your committee, from a careful examination of the
testimony, was the sum of his offending; and while your committee is not in-
clined to look with leniency upon the offense of a soldier disobeying the orders
of his superior officers, yet in the case of this soldier we are shocked with the
severity of the punishment, and find nothing in the record or testimony to jus-
tify it. In fact Captain Whisemand, who preferred the charges, says in his testi-

mony—

“That while the offense of refusing to go on a scout when regularly detailed
was, ina military sense, a serions one and ealled for punishment, yet I had no
'i;gen. that any si:fh severe punishment would be inﬁicfed as that annouhced by

e cou i

“*That if a sentence of two weeks' imprisonment had been im without
any forfeiture of pay, I should have regarded it as entirely sufficient for the of-
fense, and have always been of the opinion that the punishment fixed the
court-martial was unjustly severe under all the circumstances of the case,’

It seems to your committee that this must be the fee! of all who review the
circumstances of this case, and perhaps this explains why no effort was made
to return the soldier to the military prison after his escape therefrom after a
confinement therein of two weeks.

Why the soldier should have been dishonorably discharged from the service
almost ten years after the term of his enlistment ired is unknown in reason
or law to your committee, It was not a part of the judgment of the court-mar-
tial, and he was certainly not a deserter, and he had no notice of any charge
ngn]nsb him that would justify such an order. In fact,the only charge that
could have been made was that he had escaped from a military prison and did
not voluntarily return to wear a ball and chain during the remaining time of
his enlistment.

He belonged to an honorable family and forus;eum has been living in the State
of Kansas and is a respected citizen, and, in the judgment of your committee
should be given an honorable discharge as a soldier.

In fact, your committee isof the opinion that he should be permitted to re-
cover the money due him at the time of his arrest. And we recommend that
the bill do pass.

ROAD TO NEW BERNE (N. C.) NATIONAL CEMETERY.

Mr. SIMMONS. I call up for consideration at this time, from the
TUnion Calendar, the bill H. R. 4320.
The bill was read, as follows:

A bill (H. R.4320) to authorize the construction of a graveled or macadamized
gnd from the city of New Berne, N.C,, to the national cemetery near said
ty.

‘Whereas there is now no publie road '.Imdi‘ndg' to the national cemetery near
the city of New Berge, N.C., but to sai tery can be only over
a private rogd belonging to and kept open at the discretion of the adjacent land-
owners; an

Whereas the said land proprietors are willing to donate to the United States
the right of way over their said lands from the said city of New Berne to the
said national cemetery: Therefore, ’

Be it enacled, elc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to construct a good and durable graveled or macadamized road
from the city of New Berne, in the State of North Carolina, to the national cem-
etery, near said city, over such road and along such route as he may deem
proper. And for the purpose of carrying into effect the foregoing provisions of
this act the sum of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the
same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
aPpropriMcd. said money to be expended under the direction of the Secretary
of War, or so much thereof as may be necessary for said purpose.

8Eec. 2. That before any money shall be expended as aforesaid the title to the
right of way shall be granted to the United States free of cost. 4 2

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with
the following amendment:

In the first section, line 9, strike out ** §30,000" and insert ** $20,000."

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the hill?

There was no objeclion.

Mr. KERR. How long is the road ?

Mr. SIMMONS. It is about 2 miles in length,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

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

The latter motion was agreed to.

C. B. WILSON.

Mr, SYMES. I ask unanimons consent to take from the Private
Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief
of C. B. Wilson.

The bill was read, asfollows:

Be it enacled, ele., That the Postmaster-General of the United States be, and
he hereby is, authorized and directed to give credit to ©. B. Wilson, present
postmaster at Buena Vista, Colo., for the sum of £225, money-order funds re-
mitted by said Wilson, as said postiaster, to the post-office at Denver, Colo., in
accordance with the postal rules and regulations, and mislaid or lost in the
post-office at Denver, Colo.

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let the report be read.

Mr. SYMES. I think I can make a brief explanation which may
obviate the reading of the report.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Very well.
* Mr. SYMES. The claimant in this case in December, 1886, trans-
mitted from Buena Vista to the postmaster at Denver, Colo., $225 of
money-order funds. It is proved conclusively to the Department that
the money was received in the Denver office, but was there lost or
mislaid. The Postmaster-General specially recommends that the claim-
ant be granted the relief asked for.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I withdraw the request for
the reading of the report.

“The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be-
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and s

Mr. SYMES 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.

HEIRS OF CHRISTOPHER COTT.

Mr. QOUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Pri-
vate Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 956) for the re-
lief of the heirs of Christopher Cott.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, to the heirs of Christopher Cott, late a private in Company B, Mec.
Laughlin's Independent S8quadron, Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, the pay, bounty,
and all other allownances of a private of cavalry from the 30th day of April, 1864
to the 30th day of November, 1554, the supy 1 date of the suid soldier’s death,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third {ime; and
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. OUTHWAITE 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 azreed to.

JESSE COE. :

Mr. HUNTER. I ask unanimous consent to call up from the Pri-
vate Calendar for present consideration the bill (IL. K. 6233) for the
relief of Jesse Coe.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5.30 p. m. having arrived,
the House, pursnant to order, stands adjourned until 11 o’'clock to-
TMOTTOW.

PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED.

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced
and referred as indicated helow:

By Mr, LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 9949) for the relief of Patrick C.
McQueeny—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. BLISS: A hill (H. R. 9963) to increase the pension of Mrs.
Fannie A. Boyd, widow of Capt. 0. B. Boyd—to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 9964) for the relief of Walter A.
Newberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9965) for the relief of John Cordova—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9966) for the relief of Alfred Ranland—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8967) for the relief of Christian Kunzie—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CARLTON: A bill (H. R. 9968) for the relief of John 8.
Williford—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 9969) for the benefit of Garland
Ford—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9970) granting a pension to Jacob A. Miller—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 9971) for the relief of Mis. R. D.
Smith—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 9972) to correct the military record
of Milton Fuson—to the Committee on itary Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9973) pensioning Henry Smith—to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9974) for the relief of George Prescott—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. MATISH: A bill (H. R. 9975) granting a pension to Joseph
Welsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 9976) to remove the charge of de-
sertion from T. J. Nicholson—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Alsa, a bill (H. R. 9977) to authorize the Baltimore and Potomac
Railroad Company to extend a side track into square No. 1025 in the
city of Washington—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. MCCREARY: A bill (H. R. 9978) for tho relicf of A. C.
Robinson—to the Committee on War Claims. ;

Also, a bill (H. R. 9979) for the relief of Martha A. Bibb—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9980) for the relief of the administrator of IL. L.
Carpenter—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9981) for the relief of James M. Martin—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 9983) granting increase of pension
to Moses W, Adley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Samuel A. Lockhart,
of Jefferson County, Arkansas, for reference of his claim to the Court
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. T H.B. BROWNE: Petition of P. K. Bauman, for the estate
of Frederick Banman, of Spottsylvania County, Virginia, for reference
of his elaim to the Court of Claims —to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of Col. J..R. Copeland and 164 others,
citizens and ex-soldiers of Harrison County, Indizna, for the re-enact-
ment of the arrears-of-pension act—to the Committec on Invalid Pen-
slons.

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Christian Kunzie, for relief—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

A'so, memorial of the Detroit Board of Trade, in favor of a winter
bridge across the Detroit River—to the Committee on Commerce. '

* By Mr. COWLES: Petition of citizens of Montana, for restriction on
mineral-land grants to railroads—to the Committee on the Public
Lands.

By Mr. DIBBLE: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce, of Charles-
ton, 8. C., in favor of incorporating the Maritime Canal Company of
Nicaragua—to the Committee on Commerce.

Also, memorial of the same, in favor of 1 cent postage per ounce on
letters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, memorial of the same, in opposition to the bill to ereate a na-
tional bureau of harbors and water ways—to the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors.

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Mat Makers’ Protective
Association, for the passage of the O’Neill bill—to the Committee on
Labor.

Also, memeorial of the Smith & Dove Manufacturing Company, of
Andover, Mass., for preservation of the present tariff on flax—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial of the State Board of Transportation of Nebraska,
for the passage of House hill B367—to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of Jane Newhonsze, widow of F. M. New-
house, of Gibson County, Tenuessee, for reference of her claim to the
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerece of Mil-
waukee, Wis., against amending the interstate-commerce law—to the
Committee on Commerce,

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of Jonah White, for a pension as a Mex-
ican war veteran—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. D. B, HENDERSON: Petition of E. P. Ripley, of Ackley,
Towa,. for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of citizens of Bridgeton, N, J., for a re-<
duction of postage on plants, bulbs, seeds, etc.—to the Committee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of D. C. Francis and 30 others, citizens
of Lawrence County, Pennsylvunia, against reduction of tariff on win-
dow glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petitionof L. W.Walker, sr.,of Sumner County,
Tennessee, for reference of his ¢laim to the Counrt of Claims—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of A. D. Harris, heir of Thomas Harris,
of Panola County, Mississippi, for reference of his claim to the Court
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of Moses W. Adley, for increase of pen-
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. POST: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Peoria, Ill.,
against the action proposed by the so-called Wilson bill, and against
any legislation having for its object the lessening of competition in in-
terstate traffic—to the Committee on Commerce. >

Also, petition of 14 ex-soldiers of Bryant, Fulton County, Illinois,
in favor of the passage of the disability bill withont amendment—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
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By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of A. J. Drumwright, and of heirs
of Hiram Jenkins, of Rutherford County, Tennessee, for reference of
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. ROMEIS: Memorial of the Knights of Labor of Genoa, Ohio,
opposing the gianting of pensions to civil officers of the United States—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of John R. Bower and hundreds of
citizens of Utica, N. Y., against the passage of the Mills bill—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: Petition of John Wellstein and 15 citi-
zens of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of House bill 8716, relating to con-
viet labor—to the Commitvee on Labor.,

By Mr. TILLMAN (by request): Petition of William Preacher and
H. . Plafts and E. 8. Roberts, heirs of Elizabeth Platts, for refer-
alci"f:t_s of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War

ms.

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Alford Loftin, of Joseph Wil-
liamson, of George T. Hughes, administrator of M. L. Stockard, and
administrator of Jane W. Hamer, of Tennessee, for reference of their
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

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. GRIMES: Of Bradfield & Slack, E. D. Pitman, and others,
citizens of Troup Connty, Georgia.

By Mr. 8. I. HOPKINS: Of druggists of Bedford and Montgomery
Counties, Virginia.

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. BACON (by request): Of 118 citizens of Rockland County,
New York.

By Mr. SNYDER: Of D. L. Ruffner and others, citizens of West
Virginia.

The following petlt.mns for the more effectnal protection of agricult-
ure, by means of certain import duties, were received and severally
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means:

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Of citizens of Phelps, N. Y.

Tty Mr. GROUT: Of G. A. Webster and 34 others, ot' East Randolph,
Vermont.

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 to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions:

By Mr. FORD: Of members of B, F. Chapin Post, Grand Army of
the Republie, of Cheshire, Allegan County, Michigan.

By Mr. HEARD: Of citizens of Dallas County, Missouri.

By Mr. POST: Of 52.ex-Union soldiers of Peoria County, Illinois.

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. A. J. HOPKINS: Of 98 citizens of Kane County, Ill.

By Mr. KERR: Of 141 citizens of Marshall, Cedar, and Benion
Counties, Towa.

By Mr. PAYSON: Of 98 citizens of Woodford County, Illinois.

By Mr. REED: Of 76 citizens of York County, Maine.

By Mr. SNYDER: Of 29 citizens of Fayette County, West Virginia.

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Of204 citizens of Rutland and Franklin
Counties, Vermont.

By Mr. YARDLEY: Of 155 citizens of Bucks County, Pennsylvania.

The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class
postniasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads:

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Of Y. J. Clark and others, citizens of Russell
Creek post-office, Patrick County, Virginia.

By Mr. CANDLER: OfN, F. Bearden and others, citizens of Georgia.

SENATE.
TuespAy, May 15, 1888,

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

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore laid before the Senate a communication
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting areport from the Com-
missioner of Indian Affairs relative to the condition of the freedmen in
the Chickasaw Nation in the Indian Territory; which, with the accom-

panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and
ordered to be printed.

He also lmd before the Senate a communication from the Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting a report from the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs relative to the land claimed by the Tillamook Indians in Ore-
gon, with copies of two ratified treaties; which, with the accompany-
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or-
dered to be printed.

. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. GEORGE presented the memorial of J. H. McCarty and other
citizens of Choctaw County; the memorial of W. G. Morgan and other
Patrons of Husbandry of Perry County; the memorial of M. Bankston
and 25 other citizens of Franklin County; the memorial of A. M, Man-
sen and 22 other citizens of Newton County; the memorial of W. J.
Crisler and 20 other citizens of Hinds County; the memorial of F. A.
Howell and 17 other citizens of Holmes County; the memorial of Ben-
jamin Drane and 99 other citizens of Choctaw County, and the memo-
rial of G. G. Morgan and 17 other citizens of Perry County, all in the
State of Mississippi, remonstrating against any change in the Burean
of Animal Industry; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PASCO. I present the pefition of Joel B. Myers and 13 other
citizens of Hillsborough County, Florida, with reference to legislation
relating to the Fort Brooke military reservation near Tampa, Fla.,
and praying thatb certain rights claimed therein by them may be duly
considered. I also present a similar petition of Dorcas Bryant and 16
other citizens of Hillsborough County, Florida. I understand that
this matter is before the Commitiee on Military Affairs, and I move
the reference of the petitions to that committee.

The motion was ag to.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented the petition of IRobert Weare,
of Little Ruck Ark., praying Congress to grant him a reissue of two
honorable dlschargea from the Armyand Navy, which he had received,
but which were stolen from him; and also that he be paid all arrears
of bounty, pensions, or other moneys to which he may be entitled;
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Mr, STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of George A. Priest and
94 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, citizens of Michigan, praying
for the passage of the per diem rated service-pension bill; which was
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr, DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of Meadow Creek, Mont.,
praying for the of laws securing the preservation of t.lm mm-
eral lands of Montana to citizens of the United States; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands.

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of John C. Cahoon, C. C. Cahoon,
E. W. Dean, and 11 others, members of the Taunton Gun Club, and
other citizens of Taunton, Mass., praying for the passage of Senate bill
283, for the better protect.ion of the Yellowstone National Park; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Thomas H. Chubb and 13
other citizens of Post Mill Village, Vt., praying for the better protec-
tt?lﬁ of the Yellowstone National Park; which was ordered to lie on the

e.

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Port Townsend (Wash.)
Board of Trade, praying that a larger appropriation be made for the
support of the revenne-marine service; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations,

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 117 citizens of Orangeton and
Clarksville, Rocklan[l County, New York, praying for the passage of

Senate bill 283, providing for the better protection of Yollo“'stone Na-
tional Park; which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. ALDRICH presented a petition of citizens of Montana Territory,
praying that the mineral lands in that Territory may be reserved by
law to citizens of the United Btates, and that the Northern Pacifie
Railroad Company may be prevented from acquiring any lands to which
it is not clearly entitied; which was referred to the Committec on
Public Lands.

THE COMMITTEE ON FINANCE.

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance to
report a resolution, and I ask for its present consideration.
The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance, by subsommittee or olherwise. ara
authorized to collect information, to take testimony, to employ a stenographer,
to administer oaths, as they may deem most expedient ; and the expenses lf
for shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theresolution will bereferred to the
Committee to Audif and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate,
under the rale.

Mr, MORRILL. Iask leave for the Committee on Finance to sit
during the sessions of the Senate.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Vermont asks that
the Committee on Finance have leave to sit during the sessions of the
Senate. It is so ordered, if there be no objection.

EEPORTS OF ODM)IITI.‘EEH.

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wns
referred the bill (8. 849) granting a pension to Morgan Gordon, reported
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.
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