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By Mr. GAY: Petition of citizens of Jeanerette, La., in favor of
House bill 8716 to protect free labor from conviet labor—to the Com-
mittee on Labor.

By Mr. HAUGEN (by request): Petition of citizens of Pepin County,
Wisconsin, for a pension for George W. Moore—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of E. J. Stonebraker and
33 others, citizens of Hampton, Towa, in favor of House bill 8716—to
the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of A. P. Lewis and 30 others, citizens
of the Twenty-fourth district of Pennsylvania, against the reduction
of the tariff on window-glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. KERR: Petition of Iowarailway postal clerks, for the passage
of the bill to readjust their salaries—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. LANDES: Petition of Henry C. Wilfong, late of Company
K, Filty-third Indiana Volunteers, for a pension, indorsed by M. W.
Nanly and 100 others, citizens of Wayne County, Illinois—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of A. V. Fisher and 53 others, of Methuen;
of Ira D. Rodgers and 28 others, of Lynn; of E. G. Knowles and 55
others, of Lowell; of D. L. Richards and 53 others, of North Dana;
of C. E. Mann and 69 others, of Lexington; of M. A. Stone and 69
others, of Reading; and of H. M. Chadwick and 69 others, of Lawrence,
Mass.; of Edward A. Talpey and 29 others, of Cape Neddick; and of
Edwin Towne and 77 others, of Waterville, Me.; of J. M. Chaffee and
69 others, of Staffordsville, Conn.; and of C. W. Preston and 63 oth-
ers, of Boston, Vt., in favor of bill introduced by Mr. LoDGE for re-
peal of duties on sugar and molasses—to the Committee on Ways and

Means. .

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of railway postal clerks of Iowa, in favor
of the passage of the bill to readjust their salaries—to the Committee
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of Knights of Labor of Council Blufls, Iowa, to pro-
teet free labor from convict labor—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. McADOQO: Petition of Knights of Labor, and of the Pioneer
Labor Association, of Jersey City, N. J., to protect free labor from con-
viet labor—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Joseph C. Keller, of Frederick
County, Maryland, for payment of his war claim—to the Committes
on War Claims.

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of T. H. Conon, administrator of Al-
fred O. Conon, of Marshall County, Mississippi, for reference of his
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. MORROW: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San
Francisco, Cal., for the establishment of a national quarantine station
at San Francisco—to the Committee on Commerce.

Also, memorial of the same, for an immediate appropriation of $350,-
000 for a post-office site at San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, memorial of the same, recommending an appropriation for the
survey of public lands in Californin—to the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

By Mr. NICHOLS: Petition of Local Assembly No. 3606, Knights
of Labor, of Raleigh, N. C., to protect free labor from convict labor—
to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. PEEL: Memorial of Loyal Creek Indians—to the Committee
on Indian Affairs. N

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Mrs. M. A, Bauman and Lonisa Teu-
fel, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

By Mr. RICE: Resolutions of the Minnesota Academy of Medicine,
urging that instruments, scientific apparatus, medical books and ma-
terials, etc., be placed on the free-list—to the Committee on Wags and
Means.

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of Local Assembly 1466, Knights of Labor,
of Baltimore, Md., in favor of House bill No. 8716 to protect free labor
from conviet labor—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of members of the Grand Army of the
Republic, Women’s Relief Corps, and Sons of Veterans, of Silver Lake,
Ind., for the establishment of a soldiers’ home in Indiana—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of the Cotton Exchange of
Houston, Tex., in relation to the sale of options on cotton and other
products—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of John H. Harris, for pay-
‘ment of his war claim—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Mary E. Walter, of William-
son County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim 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. KELLEY: Of 111 citizens of Philadelphiae,

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Of G. V. Collins, of Charlott Mich.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

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. BINGHAM:» Of members of the West Philadelphia Rifleand
Gun Club, of Philadelphia, Pa.

By Mr. COLLINS: Of professors, teachers, and advanced studentsin
the Musenm of Comparative Zoology, of Harvard College.

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of Edward Donohoe and others, citizens of
Greensburgh, Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania.

The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult-
ure, by the means of certain import duties, were received and severally
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means:

By Mr. GOFF: Of A. McCoy and others, of West Virginia,

By Mr. GROUT: Of W. 8. Williams and 24 others, citizens of East
Roxbury, Vt.

By Mr. PHELPS: Of citizens of New Jersey.

The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pensiork
bill, based on the principle of payingall soldiers, sailors, and marines of
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were
in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions:

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of John Chalfant and other ex-soldiers of
Fayette and Washington Counties, Pennsylvania.

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:

o ]fy Mr. PUGSLEY: Of 52 citizens of Fayette and Clinton Counties,
io.

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Of 121 citizens of Winona, Dodge, and
Wabasha Counties, Minnesota.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
FRIDAY, May 18, 1888,

The House met at 10 o’clock a. m.

The House was called to order by Mr. McMILLiN, who stated that
the Speaker was unavoidably absent, and directed the reading of the
following communication:

SPEAKER'S RooM, HoUsE 0¥ REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D, C., May 18, 1888,
I hereby designate Hon. BExTox McMILLIN to preside at the session of the
House to-day.
JNO. G. CARLISLE, Speaker.
Hon. Joux B. CLARK,
Clerk House of Represenfalives.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read in part.

On motion of Mr. McKINLEY, the reading of the remainder of the
Journal was dispensed with. f

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. HOOKER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for

ten days, on account of important business.
ORDER OF BUSINESS.

On motion of Mr. MILLS the reference of bills and communications
upon the Speaker’s table was postponed until to-morrow.

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order, and I move
that the morning hour for the call of committees for reports be dis-
pensed with. :

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. MILLS. I now ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having
reports to &resent from committees may send them to the Clerk’s desk
and have them duly referred.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

FILING OF REPORT.
The following report was filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s desk:
RELIEF OF SOLDIERS AND SATLORS.

Mr. BROWER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back
favorably the bill (H. R. 9956) for the relief of certain soldiers and
sailors of the late war; which was referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying
report, ordered to be printed.

TARIFF.

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

The motion was agreed to.

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

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H.
R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the
collection of the revenue.
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the highest duty of the
statesman in this country, where we proceed upon the theory of the

uality of man, is to assist as best he may in maintaining the equality
:? the nation’s forcea. It is for the reason that within the last few
years, and following close upon the heels of a mighty martial struggle
yrherein the farther perfection of our fandamental idea of government
was the leading thought, we have drifted unwittingly, at least on the
part of the masses, into a species of class legislation that is discrimina-
ting between the industries of men, thus nullifying the fruits of the
victories we have gained in the direction of legally equalizing men, and
subverting the nunderlying principles of our Government, that I have
been an attentive and interested listener to the debate that has been
in progress npon the measure pending before the House.

The discussion has already taken a wide range, and the inspiring feat-
ure of it is found in the fact that this discussion of tariff reform, so
quietly begun, is destined to widen until it embraces the whole brood
of tariffs of every deseription in this tariff-ridden country. And this
debate is none the less important for the reason that it wasinangurated

+in the interest of relief from but one of the impaortant tariffs of the
long list of unjust tarifls that are inflicted upon the people of this coun-
try in the interest of special lines of business and industries. This
discussion is not only serving a great purpose in exposing these various
tarifis, levied in the interest of the few nupon the many, in their proper
character and nature, and showing them all akin, being of a common
tage, greed, and sustained by a common method, the elimination
of the principle of competition from the commerce of the country; but
it is important in this, that it is stripping the mask from the face of
fraudulent pretense and placing individuals as well as parties before
the people for what they are rather than for what they profess to be.
Through this debate and the discnssion that it will inevitably lead to
throughout the country there will be thrown a flood of light where
light has long been sorely needed; and in this light the people of this
country will see the real issues in which they are interested and be the
better enabled to draw a line between their friends and their foes with-
out accepting blindly as conclusive the party label on the sleeve.

And in the light that must come from a discussion of this tariff ques-
tion in all its varied forms party lines will be reformed and political
organizations will come to stand for living, vital, modern questions as
well as sacred memories, and the beginning of the end of the days of
the politician who has exalted past party virtue for the sole purpose of
obscuring the present vicious methods in vogzue everywhere in the com-
meree of the country will have come. s

The great battle between monopoly and competition has begun, and
in my judgment will be waged until the people shall have gained well-
defined victory with practical and enduring %eneﬁcial results over the
commercial monsters that have been too largely dominating the coun-
try, dictating its officiary, and shaping its legislation.

Grave abuses exist everywhere in the name of commerce, and through
these abuses colossal fortunes, aggregating an undue proportion of the
nation’s wealth, have been placed in the hands of a few individuals at
the expense of the many,

And thus, in this Republie, founded on the principles of the equality
of all men and industries before the law, we find that the grossest in-
equalities of the nation’s forces have been built up through great com-
mercial agencies exercising unrestrainedly in their right as their own

private property the sovereign powers of the Government, which belong
alone to the whole people.

This sovereign power of the people has been let to the banks to con-
trol the people’s money, to therailroads to control the transportation of
the people’s commerce, to the telegraph to control the transmission and
dissemination of the people’s news, and to the jobbers and the manu-
facturers to control the prices of the people’s food and clothing and the
other necessities of life, until we find the Government an indorser with-
out profit in all these gigantic agencies wielded by individual hands,
directed by individual heads, in the sole interest of strietly private
citjzens.

This class of men, panoplied with the nsarpation of this sovereign
power, have so far abused their trust as to be wrongfully extorting from
the body of the people and putting into their own private coffers more
than a billion annually of the people’s hard-earned money. Thismon-
strouscondition of affairs has borne its legitimate fruit, and we seespring-
ing up everywhere as the hateful progeny of this usurpation innumera-
ble modern monsters, known as “‘trasts,’’ all like their more respecta-
ble, and for that reason more dangerous, predecessors, sired by greed
and damed by contrivance that eliminates from American commerce the
vital principle of honest competition. And through the demoralization
thathas resulted from this course of commercial conduct we have reached
a point where lead in the dice represents the genius of American enter-

and the Government of the United States is looked to as the com-
mon agent to place thedice or keep watchful ward over the agency that
does. And all this in the sacred name of the development of the com-
merce and the industries of the country and to protect American labor.
No business enterprise in this day of pools, tarifls, and trusisis regarded
as worthy the attention of a really great business man that does not
afford its proprietor some undue advantage over his competitors and his
customers, enabling him to drivethe former out of business and to com-

pel the latter to deal with him on such terms as he shall dictate with
no zt.her limitation on his greed than his own sense of policy may sug-
ges

That this principle is as actively present under the practical opera-
tion of a tariff levied with a view to protection as it is under the oper-
ations of a.pooling arrangement between railroad companies or trost
combines, by which they forestall the market value of the articles and
commodities in which they deal, is so self-evident that it needs no
proof. In both instances the object is the extinetion of competition,
and the difference between the two is one of degree measured by the
distance each halts short of reaching a point of absolute prohibition.
That one relates to foreign and the other to domestic trade can make
no sort of difference so far as the principle of discrimination is con-
cerned. All concede that as to domestic affairs the principle is odi-
ous and not to be tolerated, but as to foreign affairs some contend
that it is a blessing for which we should all be devoutly thankful,
That there is a distinction between being extorted from by home-folk
and those you know and by foreigners and mere strangers, I am will-
ing to concede; but that there is such a distinction as to convert that
which is erime in the former to benefaction in the latter I most em-
phatically deny, and I need only call up the farmer of the West, and
especially those in the district which I have the honor to represent,
who are paying the coupons of pool and protection agents, which are
confrived on and clipped from every industry and calling they pursue,
in order to furnish an unbroken line of testimony in support of the
propesition Ihere affirm. A more fertile and Heaven-favored country
God in His most generons mood never made than that which the farmers
of the West occupy; and amore honest, intelligent, sober, economieal,
and industrious people can not be found among the civilized peoples of
the earth than are to-day tilling the soil of this great fertile West.

But notwithstanding Heaven’s favor and their own inherent virtue,
the balance of trade is against that section of country, and the mort-
gages that plaster the homes of the people stand for the difference, and
represent the price they pay through one protective contrivance and
another, like the pool, for the development of every ‘‘home *’ industry
save their own. They pay the extortionate rates of the railroad pool,
the telegraph pool, the insurance pool, the coal pool, the coal-oil pool,
the corn pool, the wheat pool, the lumber pool, the salt pool, the sugar
pool, the manufacturers’ pool, the jobbers’ pool, and the various other
pools of this pool-cursed country, and then, in consequence of the neces-
sities created by this series of exhaustive processes, they are compelled
to borrow their own money back from another class of pool agents at
extortionate rates of interest, Thisis the same principle that our pro-
tection friends grow so fervidly eloquent about as it works in that por-
tion of our country characterized by some Eastern friend, no doubt an
ardent protectionist, as the “‘rowdy West.”

Our farmers in the West are more and more coming to understand
that the beauties of protection, as portrayed by its advocates, relate to
the condition of those who are the beneficiaries of the system, and not
to those who foot the hills. But do not understand from what I here
say, as to the balance of trade being against the farmers of the West
and as to mort, that rest upon their homes to meet that balance,
that the people of that section of the country are in a forlorn and hope-
less condition. I mean nothingof thekind. The farmers of the West
are a proud, and, considering their condition, aprosperous people, and
with a fair fighta great futurebefore them. ButwhatIdomean togay is
that there is unjust discrimination against them; that there are unjust
and onerous limitations placed upon them and their industry, and that
the contest that they are engaged in with the agents of the protective
pools of the country, backed by the sovereign power of the Govern-
ment, is an unequal contest. And it is for the reason that the discus-
sion of that phase of protection involved in the pending measnre will
arrest the attention of the public and lead to the discussion of protec-
'Ii(}“t‘lr‘?l general that I hail with unfeigned pleasure the presentdebate.

en the smoke of battle shall have lifted from the field and the
people calmly and dispassionately consider the facts as they shall then
appear, they will see that a pool is a pool; that a trust is a trust; that
protection is protection, whether relating to foreign or domestic con-
cerns, the leading, vital principle of the life of all of them being the
extinction of the principle of competition. Protection without proper
restraint means monopoly, and both mean death to the most vital and
efficacious principle of American commerce—competition. Competition
means fair play, monopoly means foul play; and it means foul play on
the highest authority, for it surrounds men with conditions of tempta-
tion that subvert all honesty and lead us up to where we can appreciate
as never before, perhaps, the full force and meaning of that portion of
the Lord’s Prayer which ibes the absence of temptation as the
condition on which’ man shall gain the kingdom of heaven. Dut as
odious as the principle may be, its application may be at times, and
doubtless is as necessary in the complex affairs of state as the deadly
potsons are necessary in the practice of the life-saving science of medi-
cine.

But happily for the couniry the time has come when the farmers of
the great West have such time for thought and action with reference to
their own affairs as to see to it that a line of policy is marked out that
has a tendency to equalizo the burdens and the benefits between the
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different sections of the country and the industries peculiar to each.
And speaking for myself as a citizen of one of the great commonwealths
of the West, which I have the honor in part to represent, I will say
that the West will meet this question in the broad-minded, generous
spirit with which she has ever come to the discharge of all her duties
to the Republic, but in so doing shewill endeavor to disabuse the minds
of our Eastern protection friends of the impression they seem to have
gained, from the expressions of Western representatives with Eastern
ideas, that we are such dull, obtuse, and easily deceived people as not
1o be able to tell a burden from a blessing, and that in acquiescing in
the policy of a tariff for revenue with incidental protection we are doing
it in obedience to duty, undeceived by the sophistries of the modern
rotectionist, who is ready to ascribe to his idol all the blessings that
ve come to man in this goodly-land. The matter of tax-paying is
business and not pleasure, and no amount of sophistry can make it
seem otherwise.

The Secretary of the Treasury estimates the needs of the Government
for the fiseal year beginning July 1, 1888, and ending June, 1889 at
$326,530,000. He also estimates that there will come into the Treasury
within that time from— L
Customs duties ~
Internal revenue

000
¥120; 000,000

All other sources 85, 000, 000

ALAKIng B EOLAY Of. . ccusiicacscmsosonosinsssimasiossasssson 83, 000, 000
being $56,470,000 in excess of theneeds of the Government for the ensu-
ing year.

All, or nearly all, agree that there should be such a recast of the
revenue laws of the country as to leavethatexcess of $56,470,000 in the
pockets of the men whose rightful property it is.

All, or nearly all, agree that the obligations of the Government,
economically administered, are the just measure of taxation.

To meet these obligations is stern business, and no array of figures
nor labyrinths of statistics can obseure the fact that the identical people
who pay this great snm of $326,530,000 are the people who buy the
articles on which this burden directly and indirectly rests. This much
is clear, and the protectionist, feeling that the burden is on him to do
80, in view of this mighty contribution to his business of $228,000,000
by the consumers of his goods, endeavors to show by one intellectual
invention and another that each of these contributors to protection
has had a benefit in the development of home industries and the in-
creased wages of labor.

Concede this statement to be literally true, and it is the most non-
sensical investment that a people ever made, of two hundred and
twenty-eight millions of money. Look at a few fignres and contem-
plate a few facts deducible therefrom, and you will reach the conclu-
gion that as a mere investment the proprietors of this cash had better
bought stock in the Standard Oil Truost or have started a new one on
their own hook. Aeccording to the Tenth Census— :

The whole population was, G0, 155, 783
Total number engaged in manufactures and mining.......ccvvseenininenines 8,887,112
Total 46, 348,671

Here we have 46,348,671 people paying $186,522,065 of money to
maintain an increasein the wages of 3,837,112, or at the rate of $48.61 -
head for every man, woman, and child thus employed, or $1.02
head for the 46,348,671; or for the Congressional district which I
ve the honor to represent, the farmers would have paid the enor-
mous sum of §683,400 for the development of industries they did not
own and to increase the wages of people they did not employ. And
on the estimates of this year by the Secretary of the Treasury the
amount of import duties will reach $228,000,000, which will amount
to §4.27 for every man, woman, and child in the United States, or
$725,900 for my Congressional district. But we ecan not concede
only momentarily for the sake of argument the claims of the protec-
tionists. Our farmers know that as a common contribution to our
country the development of industries in which they have no pecuniary
interest is something to be proud of, but they know that glory as a
diet is exceedingly thin, and that as raiment it is too diaphanic for the
temperaturé in which they live to be of any value.

And, Mr, Chairman, as to the claim that protection increases the
priceof labor, I have something to say. In the firstplace I deny that
we are indebied to the tariff in any degree for the difference in wages
in this country and in Europe. Andin the second place, conceding
for argument’sake the point, I deny that the pending measure pro-
poses any such reduction of duties on imports as to interfere in the
slightest degree with the wages of those employed in this country in
the production of dutiable articles, and on these peints I desire to sub-
mit proof which, in my judgment, conclusively sustains them both.
The higher wages paid labor in this country are due to several causes,
and none of those the tariff, for while on that specious pretext the
manufacturers have been protected to an extent that enabled them to
execute their purpose, they have, in every instance, proved recreant to
their professions of friendship to labor, and have taken the proceeds of
the protective legislation, generously given them in the interest of their

workmen, and coolly put it in their own pockets; and as the absence of |-

evidence is sometimes as strong as aflirmative proof, I point to the re-

markable fact that the entire history of protective legislation, so faras
my research goes, fails to disclose a single instance where the wages of
the Iaborer in a given industry were increased by reason of the imposi-
tion of an import duty or the increase of a duty already imposed.

It is true that as to this guestion, as to most others, they present col-
umns of figures showing that wages in this country are higher than in
other conntries, and then presumptuously claim the difference asa trophy
of protection. And while there isno proof that the tariff has anything
to do with the increase of wages, there are many circumstances, like the
varying wages in adjacent cities with the same tariff conditions, that
abundantly prove that the lion’s share of the benefits (as is notably
shown in the steel-works of Edgar Thomson) given the American man-
ufacturer goes into the pocketsof therich proprietor, Among thelead- -
ing and prime conditions which account for the greater wages American
laborers receive over foreign laborers is in the superiority of American
labor, and on that point I submit as high protective authority an ex-
tract from a letter by Hon. W. M. EvArts, then Secretary of Stateand
now & Republican United States Senator from New York, transmitting
to Congress May 17, 1879, the consular reports on the state of labor in
Europe. He says: -

The average American workman performs from one and one-half to twice as
much work in a given time as the average European workman. This is soim-
portant a point in connection with our ability to compete with the cheap labor
manufactures of Europe, and it seems at first thought so strange, that I will
m‘l:.?‘ you :ri‘t:h somewhat lengthy quotations from the reports in support

For the first time our mannfactures are now assuming international propor-
tions. At a time of universal depression we have met those nations which held
a monopoly of the world’s markets, met them in their atronﬁho]ds, s IS L
Within the last fifteen years we have demonstrated our ability by the brilliant
development of our own resources to exclude by honest competition foreign
manufactures to a large extent from our shores,

But if this superiority of American labor over the pauper labor of
Europe did not more than account for the difference in wages, still the
American manufacturer wonld have no cause of complaint against the
pending bill, as the per cent of duty imposed on every articleis in every
instance largely in excess of the per cent. which the labor represents in
the article produced in this country.

Making protection to American labor the leading ground for asking
laws protecting them from foreign competition with the cheap products
of pauper labor, the American people have consented to take upon
themselves the great burden of adding, as the law stands at present, 47
per cent. to the price of the whole range of dutiable articles, which,
taking the estimated value of such articles at $2,500,000,000, and one-
half the duty as added to the price, we have the enormous sum, in
round nambers, of about $600,000,000 that the American laborer should
receive. The following table of statistics, prepared by Mr. Seaton,
Superintendent of the Tenth Census, and extended to show the present
and proposed tariff rates by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc-
MirLIxN |, demonstrates the fact that as to the articles named in the
table labor receives only 16.9 percent., while the per cent. of protec-
tion demanded for it by the manufacturer and generously accorded by
the people amonnts to 69 per cent.:

Table, compiled from the Tenth Census, showing value of various manufact-
ured products, per cenl. of labor cost, rale of duly existing and pro-
posed.

& )

§§ 3 &

Value of = =hil e

Industries, produch, | Tabor | B2 | B 3‘3

5% g [

~ =N
Per of. | Per of.
Carpets, , 792, £6,835,218 | 2L5 47 30
Cotton goods....cceeverssmrinsene.| 210,950, 333 45,614,419 21.6 50 40
Bolts, nuts, ete..... 10,073,830 1,081,800 | 19.7 59 35
Nails and spikes. 5, 629, 240 1,255,171 22.3 43 34
Iron pipe, wrough 13,202,162 1,788, 258 13.5 70 a5
il; CASLOT...coensvess 653, 900 44,714 6.8 194 o
0il, linseed... 15,393, 812 681, 677 4.4 b5d 21
WH e 2,184,532 456, 542 20.9 50 35
Wool hats..... 8,516,569 | 1,893,215 | 22.2 54 40
Woolen 160, 606, 721 25, 836, 802 16.1 70- 40
Worsted goods. 33,540,942 | 5,683,027 | 16.9 65 40

This exhibit discloses the fact that the manunfacturers have not dealt
in good faith with this question, and that they have cheated both the
people and their employés, or, in other words, are guilty of obtaining
money under pretenses. On this estimate they haveretained 52.1
per cent. of the amonnt granted them on acconnt of labor, and the mild
form of punishment they receive at the hands of the pending measure,
which ischaracterized by the protectionist advoeatesas *‘an assault upon
home industries,” is a reduction of duties to such a point only as leaves
them an averageof 40.7 per cent., or 23.8 per cent. more than the aver-
age wages the manufacturers are now paying their employés. It would
seem that on this showing the American manufacturer, tempering his
greed with prudence, would be less presumptuous in his demands and
less offensive and provocative in his treatment of his victims.

Here he stands as the exponent of a system that has filched from the
people hundreds of millions annually on one false pretense and another,
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not only not offering to make any restitution to the laboring men of
these millions whose property it equitably and rightfully is, but is
fighting with the desperation of a wild beast to prevent any modifica-
tion of this ﬁmat burden of extortion in the future. Protectionists
might as well understand that this fight ison to afinish, and that there
will be no rest in this country until this system of plundering the
American people in thename of American labor shall be torn, root and
branch, from our revenue policy and cast out forever. And certainly
every laboring man in whose name this outrage is committed is inter-
ested in seeing this end accomplished, or at least in secing that thereis
a division of the spoils in harmony with the conditions on which it is
procured. -

In truth, evidence multiplies on every hand that the manufacturer,
the capitalist, and not the laborer, is the beneficiary of our protective
system. Were it not so, Mr. Chairman, instead of bringing into this
country in great numbers pauper laborers of Europe to take the place
of American laborers, our protection friends would join in the move-
ment to put ahigh protective duty on such labor importations and thus
show themselves not only the friends of the laboring man but consistent
protective tariff advocates.

And the laboring man is not such a fool as not to know that it is a
much graver crime against him and his family to import pauper labor
to drive him out of business or bring him down to starvation wages than
it is to import merely the product of that pauper labor. Hundreds of
thousands of dollars are spent by these protected industries in prepar,
ing arguments bristling with statistics to show the blessings of taxing
one class of people to sustain the business of another class of people,
and great enterprise and ingenuity, without regard to expense, is ex-
hibited in placing these arguments where they will do the most good.

They are made to appear as original mattfer in an editorial way, as
the disinterested sentiments of the editor, and they are sent in season
and out the year round into the homes of the farmers and others of
their victims in order to hold them ina state of repose. But when the
argument has ended there appears but one fact beyond the realm of
doubt, and that is the faet that the consumers of dutiable articles in
this country, whether they be foreign or domestic, pay in excess of
what they would have to pay but for the tariff, the tariff duty what-
ever it may be, whether 47 per cent. as now, or moreor less. Inother
words, if the tariff iz at the rate of 47 per cent. of the value of dutiable
goods the consumers pay an excess of 47 per cent. over and above what
they would pay but for the tariff. The importer adds the tariff among
other items to the cost of his goods, and then meets the price fixed by
the Ameriean merchants on his goods, and thus the consumers in each
instance pay the enhanced price, and if the amount required by con-
sumers be three billions, one billion four hundred and ten million rep-
resents the price they bhave paid to aid home industries. Of course
these figures may not be correct in every instance, but they are approxi-
mately so as a basis of calculation for all practical purposes in illus-
trating in greater or less degree the sum of the burden borne by the
American people in the name of protection to American industries,

Vehement denial that the duty is added to the cost and specious ar-
guments to show that dutiable articles are produced in this country as
cheaply as abroad are all, no matter how plausible, tainted with frand,
doubt, and great uncertainty, in view of a few established facts abount
which there never has been any doubt. And the skeptic is altogether
pardonable, for he sees the American manufacturer spending hundreds
of thousands of dollars to keep the European manufacturer out of the
American market, and he sees the European manufacturer so eager to
get into this market that he is willing to pay about $225,000,000 per
annum for the mere chance of having his products ex in our mar-
kets. The American manufacturer is fleecing his victims at such a rate
that the European manufacturer can afford to pay $225,000,000 pex
annum for a stand in our market-place. This is a condition and not a
theory. And while there is but onesingle fact about which there is no
controversy, and that the fact that the consumers of the classes of arti-
cles subjeet to duty pay the duty, all else as to offsets and the like being
mere speculation on the part of the protectionist, the wiser and safer
practiceisto hold fast to the path marked out by the fathers of the Re-
publican party before the various protected interests had assumed such
vast proportions and had gained as undue and as dangerous a power over
the minds of men as they have over the commerce and industries of the
country.

The Republican party recognized this rule and applied it in legis-
lation, and if their voice could he heard to-day a vast majority of the
people (of Towa at least) would declare in favor of a tariff for reve-
nue, with incidental protection, in such sum as, added to the internal-
revenue taxes paid in under existing laws, would meet the just obli-
gations of the Government, honestly and economically administered.
When I ask my neighbor to pay me $2 for an article, the product of
my labor, that he can buy across the way for $1, there rests on me a
decisive burden to explain to my neighbor how on business principles
he can afford to do that thing, and the explanation will be y in
the nature of the venerable and often-told story in which a white
man and an Indian and a turkey and a buzzard were the leading char-
acters. Of the $228,000,000, the estimate of the Secretary of the Treas-
ury of the receipts of the Government for the ensuing year from tariff

duties, 100,000,000 at least will be paid by the farmers, estimating
their numbers at the moderate sum of 44 per cent. of the population
of the United States; and they will pay it because they have to pay it
as good citizens, and not for the reason that they regard it a privilege
and a blessing.

know they must bear their just proportion of the tax, and that
to pay it in this disgnised way, when they have some voice in deter-,

mining the amount of it, more orless, as they will to buy more or less of
dutiable articles, is perhaps quite as satisfactory as to pay a fixed sum
over the Treasurer’s counter, as they do as to Siate and county taxes,
and which if not paid exposes their gmpertyw distraint and sale. But
the tax-payers of the Eighth Towa district, which I have the honor to
represent, in paying $725,900, their proportion of the $228,000,000, the
estimate for the current year, will demand that there be such a reduc-
tion of the revenues as will bring this enormous burden to the smallest
possible amount. And the people of Iowa are in such earnest mood on
this and kindred subjects that no amount of sophistry as to benefits ac-
cruing from protection nor juggling as to the non-partisan character of
the guestion will induce them to fi holding individuals personally
responsible for their official actiofl. A Representative will not this
year be permitted to vote with the trusts and then plead in his defense
that his action was not political action.

Nothing but large and well-trained majorities, held together by force
of habit, from long association and prejudice, and other than by prin-
ciple, will return an Towa member this year who, on any pretext, does
not vote for a reduction of the ‘excessive taxation that, in connection
with other drains from other protected industries, is draining Iowa
annually of her substance and putting $100,000,000 per annum in
the Treasury more than is needed to meet the obligations of the Gov-
ernment. From long suffering the people have been seeking light,
and, in my judgment, the time has come when the cry of ‘‘free trade’’
and ‘‘British gold’’ will no longer divert the attention of the tax-
payer from the hand that, during the diversion thus created, glides
deftly into his breeches pocket.

The nation is at peace within its own borders and with the world.
We have had now more than three years’ Democratic administration,
and there is no rent in the flag and no stoppage of Union soldiers’ pen-
sions or payment of the rebel debt. The time has come when the peo-
ple can look after their own private interests, as contradistinguished
from public affairs, without endangering the public weal, There is no
longer any call to sacrifice mal for public interests. If the regu-
lation of the tariff, the railroads, the telegraphs, the banks, and the
trusts are not political and party questions, the people will make them
party questions, and men who wish to remain in public life that do not
seek to find some way of putting these institutions on an equality with
the ignored farmers, who stand for one-half—and the better half—of
the industry of this country, to the end that the hundreds of millions
that the farmers are now paying in extortionate rates into custom-honses,
railroad and telegraph offices, and banks, will be notified that their
services are ro longer wanted.

One of the most forceful schemes on the part of this comhbination of
interests against the people has been the non-partisan dodge by which
they (the pool agents) have maintained the equality of political forces
by keeping one party as deep in the mire as the other in the mud, and
the people left without any inducement to change their party relations.
In my own State, where I am familiar with men and methods, the au-
dacity of the corporation bosses, who associate themselves with .the
dominant party for the purpose of directing its course in the interest
of monopolistic power, is largely born of the fact that a few leadersad-
mitted to the councils of the minority share with them in their devo-
tion to monopoly as well as in the spoils that follow such devotion.

TARIFF.

For the purpose of opening up the way for men who want the bene-
fits of belonging to party, and also want the benefits that accrue from
doing those things that are in violation of party promisesand party
tradition, an ingenious way has been opened up that is worthy of tho
inventive ingenuity of the pool agents of the day. The declaration has
gone out that the tariff is not a political question, and that therefore
no party sin can be committed in relation to it, let the action of the
individual be what it may. That this will prove as weak as most of
the other propositions the agents of monopoly seek to sustain their
cause with will appear when it is stated that according to Worcester’s
dictionary polities is defined as *‘ the science or the art of government,
or the administration of national or public affairs; that part of ethics
which consists in the knowledge or practice of conducting the various
affairs of a State or nation.”” It strikes me that raising the revenues
is a part of the varions ‘‘affairs’ involved in *‘conducting the affairs
of the State or nation.”’ If on the leading question in politics, com-
mitted to the leading committee of the House, and whose chairman is
conceded to be the leader of the House, party lines can not be drawn,
it is a strong point made in support of the common charge, now so fre-
quently heard everywhere, that parties have outlived their unseful-
ness and are only able to draw the lines on historical questions, always
breaking on all questions affecting banks, railroads, telegraphs, trusts,
and other Government-aided enterprises that are making private mer-
chandise of the sovereign power of the people. The tariff question is a
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itical question, and the Republican party has so recognized it, and
ﬁa a well-defined position with reference to it, notwithstanding the
fact that some of its self-constituted leaders are trying to harness it up
in the interest of monopoly. The party faith, as formulated in its plat-
forms and through the utterances of party leaders, as well as the gen-
eral line of legislation it has enacted since it came to power, bind the
party to the policy of a tariff for revenue so adjusted as to encourage
home industry. In view of the fact that the Constitution limits the
tariff to the revenue needs of the Government, and the further consid-
eration, of a practical nature in the working out of that policy under
the constitutional limitation, that the annual receipts from tariff are
now about $225,000,000, and that Senator SHERMAN, a protectionist,
and probably, from his long experience in public affairs of a financial
character, the highest anthority in the land, said, ina speech delivered
in 1869, that—

The wit of man could not possibly devise a tariff that would yield §140,000,000
in gold without amply protecting our domestic industry—

there does not seem to be any other tenable ground for the party to
stand on. The whole history of the party as a party shows this. The
Whig party was the original tariff party in this country, and Henry
Clay was the oracle and idol of his party in general and on that ques-
tion in a special sense. Henry Clay, advocating this position from the
standpoint of a patriot and as to its effect upon the whole country,
asked for a temporary protective tariff for our American industries dur-
ing their infancy, which is the exact position of General James A. Gar-
field (the last President the Republican party elected), as he defined
his ;I,oaiﬁon on this question as being in favor of such protection as
would lead to free trade. When the Whig party went into bankruptey
the Republican party fell heir to the assets, and especially to its posi-
tion on the tariff; and consequently President Garfield was voicing the
organie law of his party on the tariff when he declared himself in favor
of only such protection as would lead to free trade.

Chester A. Arthar, elected as Vice-President upon the ticket with
Garfield, and whose admirable administration as Garfield’s successor
received the cordial indorsement of his party and made it possible for
his party to prolong its power, declared in his last annual message in
favor of—
such tariff reductions as may seem advisable when the result of recent reve-
nue laws and commercial treaties shall have shown in what quarters those re-
ductions may be most judiciously effected.

The ‘‘ recent revenue laws’’ he there referred to as the result of the
revision of 1883 were followed by increased, instead of reduced reve-
nues, adding fresh force to his recommendation and proving the sound-
ness of his political views. President Arthur's policy was the party
policy, and that was, only such import duties as, taken in connection
with the revenue from other existing sources, were needed to meet
the obligations of the Government honestly administered.

The protection spoken of in the party platforms was the protection
that came from a wise adjustment of the duties imposed.

President Arthur had three Secretaries of the Treasury—Charles J.
Folger, of New York, an Eastern State; and General Gresham and Hugh
McCulloch, of Indiana, a Western State—and all three were able and
trusted leaders of the Republican party, and all three were outspoken
for tariff reform.

Secretary Folger, in his report for 1883, recommended—

That the duties upon the articles used or consumed by those who are theleast
able to bear the burden of taxation should be reduced.

And Secretary McCulloch, in pointing out in his report the proper
way in which to do this, said:

1. That the existing duties upon raw materials which are to be used in man-

ufacture should be removed.
2. That the duties upon the articles used or consumed by those who are the

+ least able to bear the burden of taxation should be reduced.

Again I desire to ca]l attention to the fact, in order to emphasize it
as it deserves in these days, when the launching of the mere epithet
of “ free-trader’” is expected to successfully degrade the work of tariff
reform, that President Arthur’s administration was not only a Repub-
lican administration but one that won exceptional commendation from
his party, that found warm and generous expression in the resolutions
of every party State convention held that year. Mr. Arthur's admin-
istration was but executing Republican principles in compliance with
the Republican platforms; and the Chicago Tribune, the leading Re-
publican newspaper in the United States, when measured by its devo-
tion to the masses as against special interests, puts the situation in a
nutshell and voices the sentiments of its party in the West when it
says:

Thus the last Republican administration anticipated by four years the recom-
mendation just made to Congress by Mr. Cleveland and laid down the precise
doctrine which, coming from a Democratic President, is now expected to excite
the abhorrence of Republicans,

And passing from national to State afiairs, I find that the record of
‘the Republican party in Iowa is well defined as being for tariff with in-
cidental protection; and in proof of this allegation I will submit the
platform utterances of the party, as I have them at hand, until at an
unfortuate moment monopolistic power largely dominated the State
and, taking advantage of the great diversion from its machinations
created by the agitation of the prohibitory question, stole into the party

platéorm in 1883 a paragraph declaring against any tinkering with the
tari -

I have been a Republican from my youth up, following, in peace and
war, the fortunes of my party banner without breach of discipline dur-
ing all these years, save in two instances, the most notable one being
when I gave my somewhat cordial support to the candidacy of an in-
dependent Republican. How many of my brethren on this side of the
House can say as much? And, however much my action in these in-
stances may be open to criticism by that class of Republicans who have
just made their last return from their latest escapade into the Demo-
cratic party, it does not alter the record of the Republican party in my
State nor my familiarity with it as a party toit. And I shall proceed
to present it to the House.

In 1871 the Republican State convention declared—

That while we favor a just and reasonable degree of protection to all branches
of American industry against foreign competition, we are unalterably opposed
to any system of legislation which favors one section of the country or separt-
ment of industrial enterprise at the expense of another, and therefore advocate
such protection only as a fairly adjusted revenue tariff will

In 1873—

That we demand a general revision of the present tariff laws that shall give
us free salt, iron, lumber, cotton and woolen fabrics, and reduce the whole thing
to a revenue basis only,

In 1875—

That we favor a tariff for revenue, so adjusted as to encourage home industry,

In 1877—

That we favor a wisely adjusted tariff for revenue.

In 1878—

That we favor a wisely adjusted tariff for revenue,

In 1879 the very same words occur in the eighth ph of the
Republican platform. And as late as 1880 the then Republican gov-
ernor of Iowa put a ph in his inaugural message speaking in
hostile terms against the prohibitory duty of $28 on steel rails as being
a grievous burden on the farmers, by making railroad building more
expensive and transportation of their products higher, and asking the
Legislature to memorialize Congress to reduce or abolish the duty.

But, Mr. Chairman, soon after this corporate power in Iowa politics
became bold, and even insolent, and when it could not control conven-
tions and put such planks in the platferm as it desired, it went to the
Legislature and accomplished what it had failed to accomplish with
delegates at conventions fresh from the country. A great change, how-
ever, has taken place within the party within the last two years. The
party, enraged by the shameful manner in which it had been misrep-
resented in a legislative way, arose in its might and displaced the re-
creant public servants in such decisive numbers that the last Legisla-
ture of thatState, which hasjustadjourned, enacted several propositions
into law that former Legislatures had refused to listen to. Corporate
monopoly power has received hard blows in Iowa within the last two

ears,

5 Its executive and legislative departments have been retrieved by the
people, and with vigilance on the part of the earnest men of the party
more valuable ground will be gained. Pools, trusts, special rates, and
other monopolistie eontrivances for the prevention of competition and
the distribution of favors among the friends of corporate control have
been legislatively denounced. And as high protective-tariff interests
have everywhere made common caunse with the railroads, the tele-
graphs, and the frusts, and advanced from the old-time doctrine of
tariff for revenue, with incidental protection, to protection for the sake
of protection, no matter how much money was thereby being taken
from the people and hoarded in the Treasury, so this class of tariff pre-
tensions have met the fate of the company they kept and have in Iowa
retired to the old ground; and I have not the least doubt but that the
wise heads of the party will advise a retreat on this question to the
point it occupied before being carried away by the pools and the trusts,
And Towa's representative Republicans have been more outspoken in
official life than even their party through its platform.

In July, 1866, the revision of the tariff was before the Congress.
Then, as now, the high-tariff men were telling the West they would
receive benefits in this way, and that when Hon. John A. Kasson,
one of the ablest and most popular men Towa ever produced, and whom
it kept continuously in office until within the last three years, when
he voluntarily retired, told the House such propositions were **illogi-
cal’’ and *‘absurd.” “‘ What you call protection,’’ he said, answering
the New England sophistries, ‘‘amounts, therefore, simply to an equal
robbery; taking from one home interest to pay to another.’”” The bill
under discussion then was very similar to existing law. Again, in the
same speech, speaking of the then pending bill, Mr, Kasson said :

And now what does this bill do? It raises the tariff on lumber, which is so
necessary to the Western prairie farmer ; on nails, without which he can not drive
his on his house or build his fence; and on salt, without which he can
not preserve his beef and pork. There is i:mrdly & thing we consume which
bill forgets to raise the duty upon, Every prominent necessily of life, food,
fuel, shelter, and clothing, is embraced and e more expensive to the con-
sumer throughout the country. Even on boys' pocket-knives the dl.}’:.hy is in-

creased about three times, 600 per cent., one ber of the com me;
and yet it is said this is a tariff for mere protection.

James W. Grimes, Iowa’s first Republican governor, her most gifted
Senator during the war, and whose history is one of the brightest lega-

ord.
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cies Towa has inherited, from his place in the Senate on January 24,
1867, the question of the tariff being under consideration, spoke as
follows:

Alr, Griues, Mr. President, the man who opposes the passage of this bijl
must expeet to be slandered. The * protectionists,” asthey choose to call them-
selves, have already oPened the vials of their indignant wrath u%un the heads
of those whose opL jon they anticip i. Threats of utter itical extine-
tion are hurled against every man who,in the exercise of an in epe.uﬂen‘t!gmlg-
ment, is not prepared to impose upon his constituents the burdens which the

i i ing combinations demand. That portion of the public press
suborned totheirinterest is rife with charges that “ the Capital is thronged with
free-traders, and that British gold is operating to seoure American legislation
for British interests,” Ewvery man iscondemned in advance who would inguire
before he would vote.

We know what all this means, and so far as I have the ability, I am resolved
that the people shall know what it means. 2

It means that two or three large facturing ts in the try, not
gatisfied withthe enormousprofitsthey haverealized duringthe last six years,are
determined at whatever hazard to put more money in their pockets; and to this
end they have persuaded some and coerced other manufacturing interests to
unite with them in a great combination demand for what they call protection to
American labor, but what some others call robbery of the American laborer and
agricnlturist. * * * It is the fashion to denounce every man who does not
favor a prohibitory tariff as a free-trader. The charge is made that free-trade

nts are at work to inflnence Congress, and that our tables are incumbered

documents, Who has seen these free-trade agentsa? I have yet
to seo the first man who was in favor of free trade, nor bave I seen any man
who was o Xoaed to a revenue tariff which would inecidentally protect such
branches of American industry as needed the fostering aid of the Government.
It is on questions of detail that we differ. We disagree as to now much money
shall be taken from the pocket of Peter to support and enrich his brother Paul,
Hon. W. B, ArLr1soN is an Jowa Republican who has gerved in Con-
gress since 1864, and was for some years a member of the Ways and
Means Committee in this House. He is so strong with his party to-
day in that State that it is presenting him with great earnestness as
the proper man to receive the indorsement of his party at large as its
candidate for the Presidency. And Senator ALLISON'S strength in Towa
is due to the defense he has made of Towa interests, and especially with
reference to the tariff. On March 24, 1870, in this House, discussing
the tariff bill then pending, Senator ALLISON said: -

The agricultural interest, it will be seen, is much the largest interest in its ag-
gregate product as well as in the number of persons employed. I believe no
one will elaim that this large interest is directly E;o;tecteé. It is troe that under
customs laws there is a small duty upon wheat, hlgamta. and other icult-
ural products, but it doesnot afford any protection to great wheat and grain-

ucing regions of the country. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Wilson], in
iscussing this question yesterday sta that the cost of wheat in New Eng-
land is about $1.70 per bushel, while in Illinois, Iowa, and Wisconsin the price
is about 65 cents per bushel. The Canadian wheat is the only wheat that comes
in competilion with our own. Canada being nearer New England than the
wheat-growing States more than maies up the dutyin the reduced cost of trans-

i
L 'ore the farmer has

ation,

What is true of wheat is equally true of other grains. Theref:

ractically no tection at all, and whatever benefit he derivesis from what the
goma market furnishes for home products, Unfortunately for the farmer, the
market price of wheat is fixed by the price which the surplus will bringabroad,
orihe price of wheat in London or Liverpool, At that market, where the surplus
is sold, and which fixes the value of the whole crop, he comes in competition
with the grain produced in the Crimea, in Hungary, and in the region of the
Baltie, ﬁl:l;‘;r fields cultivated by what is known, in comparison to our own, as

uper x

p‘BI.I‘S I am told we must so legislate as to furnish a home market for all our
agricultural products,and this can only be done by high tariif. Any one ex-
amining the subject will see that our agricultural products increase more rap-
idly than our population, so that if we do not export these'produocts in their nat-
ural condition we mnst do so by eonverlinﬁnt.hem into manufactured articles,
and export these articles, Buot this can not be done under a high tariff, for all
nations will bu‘i man oets where they are the and the
nation selling the cheapest will control the market. This rule excludes our

ighly-taxed manufactures made from highly-taxed materials from the mar-
kets of the world, although we have natural advantages possessed by no other
nation.

To the above remarks by Senator Arrisox I invite the attention of
the House and country to show the position of the party and the people
of his State; and to my colleague from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON |, who
seems to think the farmers of Iowa are sufliciently protected by the tariff
on wheat, corn, and other farm products to equalize their benefits under
the tariff with the manufacturers in whose special interest it was con-
ceived and enacted, I kindly commend the views of his predecessor, who
owes his political eminence to them, with the su ion that he care-
fully revise his own sentiments in harmony therewith if he would real-
ize the cherished hope of his friends to still further follow in the way
opened up by his illustrious leader.

Thus, Mr. Chairman, it appears from an examination of the record
that the weight of the evidence establishes the fact that the true posi-
tion of the Republican is that of tariff for revenue with such adjust-
ment as will afford incidental protection to our home industries. And
this is undoubtedly the correct position.

As a Western man I have no sort of patience with that protection
craze which has developed in this country in the form of trusts, having
for their object the prevention of competition and fair play; and while
the tarifl isn ot responsible for all these trusts that are amassing large
fortunes on unpaid stocks, the beneficiaries of our tariff laws have
abused their trust to such an extent as to put the people who pay the
bills on their gunard. The history and growth of protection in this
country prove this. In the first place, protection was only demanded
for our “‘infant industries.”” Then, again, it was presented in theshape
of & war necessity, to raise the extraordinary snms of money needed to
defend the nation's life; and in this connection, in consideration of the
heavy tax imposed npon manufactured articles under the internal-rev-

enne system, the duties on imports were largely increased wita the dis-
tinet pledge and understanding that when the internal-revenue taxes
were removed the duties on imports levied to meet them should also
be removed.

Mr. MoRRILL, of Vermont, who reported the bill to inerease the
duties on imports, stated that the inerease was necessary as an ‘‘ equiv-
alent?’ to the internal-revenue taxesimposed on manufactured articles.
This was in the long session of 1864, and at the close of his speech he
made this distinct pledge:

This is intended as a war measure, a temporary measure, and we must give i§
our support as such,

And again, as—

a war measure imposed by the
laborers, and the enormous direct taxation

From this history it appears that it was reserved for the later advo-
cates of protection to put their claim on its own merit as a permanent
system, The earlier advocates of protection and all those who spoke
for if, up to the day when monopolistic power, through pools and trusts,
began to feel that it owned the country, did not pretend that the man-
ufacturers of this country needed legislative aid save in a temporary
way, and the country, relying upon the good faith of the statements
thus made, acceded to their demands. Protection has run nearly the
whole gamut of subterfuges, pleading, among other things, its own in-
fancy and its country’s misfortunes as the different reasons why the
people should give if aid, promising sclemnly in each instance that
when the reason for the tax had ceased the tax itself should cease, But
the friends of this special interest are fertile in resources, and now, when
infancy has passed, when the misfortunes of war are over and the taxes
on manufactured products are removed and the people come to claim
their own according to the bond, they are met with another subterfuge.

Recognizing aneed of an ap t growth in grace, the alleged friends
of protection are massing their forces on high moral grounds, and are
now demanding that before the tax is removed from the poor man’s
necesssities the tax must be taken from whisky and tobaecco, but more
especially from whisky. This is the last resort, and I trust it isdoomed
to meet the ignominious defeat it deserves. DBut why on any pretext
longer dally on this subject? What promise has been kept? What
promise has been made by the advocates of these high duties that they
have not violated? Not only so, but in many instances we find the
beneficiaries of this aid combining to regulate and forestall the market
value of their own products and cheat the country out of the benefits
of the promised competition among themselves after the country gen-
erously conceded them the protection asked from foreign competition.

With this kind of record before the country, can protectionists eom-
plain if some people should suspect protection eapable of making com-
mon cause with the monopolistic interest of the country, and that the
migaculous conversions to their canse that they parade as the result of
honest research and enlightened understanding, are simply the effects
of a prudent and well-disposed extension of the metallic influences of a
most lucrative system. 1If protection has not been recreant to an in-
dulgent people, it has been iarly unfortunate in the record it has
made, and can not blame the people, and especially the farmers of the
West, whose interest in any view of the case are most remote and most
doul];.t.ful, for wanting a showing of assets and a general accounting of
stoc

For these reasons the people of the West turn instinctively to a mod-
ification of the tariff for a reduction of the revenues to a point com-
mensurate with the needs of the Government.

The pending measure does not meet my views, as I am opposed to any
reduction of internal taxes, and would prefer a greater reduction of duty
on sngar if not indeed its entire removal. Buf modification being one
of the demands of the hour, differences as to details must give way to
compromise if anything is to be accomplished and the conniry assured
that its Representatives are not again violatingTaith and reaching the
same end by another road that it reached in the previous House. My
objection to the bill is that it does not sufficiently redunce the tariff du-
ties and reduces internal-revenue taxes too much.

But I can not have my way, and as the bill leaves the duty at a
higher average per cent. than former tariffs enacted by the special
champions of protection, and is higher than is needed to cover any dif-
ference there may be between the price of labor in this country and
foreign eountries, and conflicts to as limited an extent with any special
interests in my State, and especially the district I have the honor to
represent, as any that is ever likely to meet the approval of a majority
of this House, I am prepared to snpport the measure with some few
modifications. And it is impossible for me to see what reasonable
excuse a Western Representative can frame for his defense in voting
against the bill in all cases where it does not encroach npon some spe-
cial interest in the district in which the member may chance to live.

OTHER TARIFFS TO MODIFY.

But, Mr. Chairman, there are other tariffs that need revising and re-
ducing as well as the tariff on imports, and the leading one is the tariff
therailways are imposing upon the domestic commerce of the country.
And as these mﬂmunt in couples and constitute the component
parts of a trap that catches the commerce of the country, foreign or
domestic, whether it be going or coming, it is altogether pertinent to

a4
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this discussion to submit in this connection a few suggestions as tothe
imperfection of any tariff reform that does not radically reform the rail-
way tariffs of the country. And this matter is of special interest to
my section of the country, so farinland and from the leading markets,
whether at home or abroad. Our farmers pay the extortionate rate of
the railroad tariff going to market with their products, and they pay
the manufacturer’s tariff and the railroad tariff coming home with the
necessaries of life,

Our railroad establishment is a great blessing, yet dominating as it
has, and still does, all other interests in this country, building up this
point and crushing that, enriching one man and impoverishing an-
other, corrupting with its vicious methods the entire business of the
country, extorting hundreds of millions from the people each year in
excess of mnaile charges for the services rendered, and corrupting
the various departments of government, State and national, until the
entire eountry seems helpless in the railway barons’ grasp, it wounld
be better that this country had struggled on with its old-fashioned
methods of transportation if these great evils can not be arrested and
forever prohibited.

The railroad companies, like the manufacturers of the country, have
abused the generosity of the people who contributed of subsidy, both
public and private, a large proportion of the capital which built the
roads. And when, after the roadsare built, equipped, and in running
order, the people look over the account and find that these roads, not-
withstanding the generous gifts of individuals, towns, cities, counties,
States, and the United States—these highways are charged up to the
country for rtation purposes at about three times what they are
worth, and when theysuggest some plan of adjustment or management
that will have a tendency to egualize the burdens between the com-
panies and the people they are set down as an unreasoning, raw ‘mob
who are simply dissatisfied on account of the great distance they see
between themselves and gentlemen who are able to be conneeted with
the railway establishment of the country. And those who have been
in authority have been o dead as to the trespasses and sins of this
great establishment that but little progress has been made in the way
of correcting the great abuses connected with it.

Built, as I have said, largely by public and private subsidy, thises-
tablishment is charged up to the country at an enormous cost, which,
with the tremendous power it has in commanding the highways, makes
the contest between it and other indunstries a most unequal one.

These various lines, according to Poor’s Manual, hadin operation in
1886 125,146 miles of road charged up to the country in capital stock,
and debt at more than §8,000,000,000, with earnings to the amount
of about $800,000,000, whilst for the year 1887, Mr. Poor says, at page
10 of his Manual for 1887, that—

The for 1887 are likely to equal £900,000,000, the increase to equal fully
10 per cent, over that of 1856,

And from the same authority we learn that the roads earned $305
per mile more in 1886 than they did in 1885, and he adds that—

Hereafter it seems probable that the earnings of our railroads are to increase
in ratio considerably greater than the amount of capital invested in them.

And for the benefit of those who are endeavoring to make the people
think the interstate-commeree law of last year is a thing of virtue, I
'call attention to Mr. Poor’s observation that—

managers of our t lines feel themselves mu

Ttﬁu fﬁﬁ ituati n: i?wm%n for some years past. So-ko o g
., And this is perfectly natural, as I shall endeavor to show before I
finish. 'This railroad establishment is the most costly one in existence
on the earth, and unless put under stringent legal control will make
‘itself such complete ‘‘masters’’ of the entire country thatthe people
will practically be transferred from arepublic to an amalgamated corpor-
ation. The entire obligations of this Government for the ensuing year
are estimated at $326,000,000, and yet the railroads taxed the peopleot
| this country, according to Mr. Poor, for the year 1887, $900,000,000, or
'nearly three times as much as the United States charged the people to
|run the machinery and discharge the obligations of the Government.
| These railroads have a funded debt that is as much a debt and
charge on the people as the debt of the United States, and that debt is
| this year about the enormous sum of $4,000,000,000 or $1,300,000,000
! than the debt of the United States at the close of the war, and
|on this debt the companies are making the people pay a greater inter-
yest than they are paying on the Government debt, And the whole
|stands for fraud and ought to be wiped out of existence. When a
i farmer puts a mortgage on his farm it goes on as an incumbrance, and
+he is hard pressed till it is removed; whereas a railroad company may
 be characterized as a creature organized for the express opportunity of
igoing into debt, and the peculiarity is that the more the company be-
icomes indebted the richer becomes its proprietor, for it has methods
,which enable it to fixits value at any arbitrary sum it pleases and levy
{contributions on the people of the surrounding country to make that
‘valuation sound and reliable. Peter A. Dey, a railroad commissioner
of Towa, first chief engineer of the Union Pacific Railroad Company,
‘and a thoroughly competent man in his profession, testified before the

‘Pattison Pacific Railroad Commission last year that the Union Pacific -

road could be replaced, equipped, for $25,000 per mile, and I doubt not

that the entire system in the United States could be replaced at that
figure, or perhaps less, which would put their value at about $3,000,-
000,000.

If this be true these railroads are costing the country this year in ex«
cess of a reasonable charge for their services as common carriers ahout
the sum of $600,000,000, which, in connection with the §350,000,000
it is estimated the people pay on account of tariff duties, is the snug
sum of $1,150,000,000, which annual drain from the people accounts
for the fabulous fortunes so suddenly made by the railroad and trust
barons of -the country. The prices of all property, save railroad and
trust property, fluctuate and vary being aflected by the surroundings;
but the stocks and bonds of railroads, let the property cost what it may,
been ever so extravagantly built, and when priees of labor and ma-
terials were high, let these all vary, and come and go in price as they
may with good and hard times, railroad stocks and bonds, the alleged
cost of the roads, stand as steady as the earth that is checkered with
their mileage. The people saw this great wrong, and they asked that
they have such legislation as wounld right it. They demanded that the
pool by which the companies fixed arbitrarily the charges for transpor-
tation, thereby fixing arbitrarily the value of railread property, be
prohibited, and that the companies be denied the power of favoritism
called special rates by which they have been able to transform old-
fashioned bribery into a *‘ common courtesy."

The people made demand that pools and special rates, the twin
abominations by which the railroads have placed every other industry
in this country at their feet, should be taken ount of the hands of the
companies as power too dangerous to trust in the hands of anybody.
With competition restored, favoritism abolished, rates would seek their
level like other property, and the equilibrinm be restored. The com-
panies saw the rage of the people; and, taking time by the forelock,
they find themselves intrenched behind a commission, the dumping
ground of legislative responsibility, and the result is that rates are in-
creased, the roads are made to earn $305 per mile more than before the
law was enacted, and in the language of Mr. Poor, an authority on that
subject, ““The mansagers of our great lines feel themselves to be much
more masters of the situation, as it were, than for some years past.’’
The “‘managers’’ feel that they have something that their friends can
keep the country quiet with, until they see how the ‘‘experiment’’
works, and the companies know that by that time they will be the
better enthroned and established through judicial and legal barricade
in the possession of their ill-gotten gains and fictitions values,

These companies know that any public and governmental recogni-
tion they can have from their present standpoint of fraudulent stocks
and bonds and values in general is in the direction of giving them char-
acter and stability. Hence they regard the interstate-commerce law,
with a commission provided for that treats with them as an honorable
establishment on an honest and sound basis, as a step in the direction
of a general curative statute, and “‘they feel more like masters of the
sitnation than they have for years.”” And when the first act of the
commission was to suspend the law pending investigation, instead of
after investigation, it looked as though the companies had made no

e.

And when, on reading the first annnal report of that angust tribunal
instituted to execute a law to prevent and break up certain practices
on the part of the railroad companies of the country, we find that is
simply offers an apology on behalf of the companies to show why they
are not complying with the most important provisions of the law, the
people of this country will be the more confirmed in the opinion that
the railroad managers knew what they were doing, and that the peo-
ple in asking for bread received a stone.

I have given this matter attention, and I do not believe there is sub-
stantial compliance with the law, orever will be until the discretionary
power exercised by the companies by virtue of the words **undue’’ and
‘‘unreasonable’’ and ‘‘like circumstance and condition’ is taken roob
and branch ouf of their hands, their schedules of rates required to be
posted where men can see them instead of filed away in drawers in the
office of the Interstate Commerce Commission, where it takes three d
to find them after you get to the office, and State courts given jurisdic-
tion for the enforcement of rights nnder the law, instead of practically
denying parties aggrieved a day in court by sending them to United
States courts or the United States commission. And to show that in
the matter of rates the companies are ignoring both the law and the
commission and fornishing grounds for the next annual apology on the
part of the commission, I submit the following extracts from sched-
ules of rates in the office of the commission as they were prepared for
me by Mr. C. C. McCain, the competent and courteous aunditor of thab
body:

Rates from Chicago to New Yorlk.

Al | Via ‘ Al | via

Class. il | lake. | Class. rail. | lake

1 $0.75 | ®.35| s.s0
2 .65 i it [
R S AR [ s lm
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Rates to Chicago from Kansas City and Council Bluffs.

Class. Rate, || Class, Rate.
|
1 1 O RN R El £0.30
2 60 || B.... nd u .25
8 .40 || C .20
4 T R R R D R A7k
5 || E .16
Rates to New York from Burlinglon, Dnb;t.gae, and Davenport.
Class. Rate. ‘ Class. Rate.
1 $0.91% | 4 . 42
2 79 (| B su. %i
S .61 6 . 30§
Rates from Denver lo New York.
Class, I Rate. Class, Rate.
1 §2.20 || A £1.10
2 L85 || B 1.00
3 1.60 || C. .8
4 1.30 || D .5
5 110 | E o]
Rates from Denver to Chicago.
Class. Rate. Class, Rate.
y B e S s I Ry $1.80 || A £0.90
2 146 | B .81
3 184 || C .70
4 Li12 || D .60
5 .90 || E .50
Rates from Dubuque, Davenport, and Burlinglon to Chicago.
Rate Rate per
Class, 100w Class. lﬂope
pounds. pounds,
1 $0.40 || A §0.14
et ke L0 B .12
3 P L | 8 RS R S 11
4 A5 | D .09
b A0 B «08
Rates from Des Moines to Chicago.
Rate per Rate
Olass. 100 Class, IOUW
pounds, pounds.,
......... .62 || A .24
3 ot 6 ot
3 B350 A7k
4 .5 || D... . 144
5 STH(B .12
Rates from Creston 1o Chicago. x
Class. Rate. Class. Rate
iirai s cafeishmen b sevebvassistiurissnnds - LT3 || A .28
2 89.59 B N.ES
8 .40 || C «20
4 .28 || D A7
5. 23 || B 14
Rates from Bedford to Chicago, and from Sidney to Chicago.
Class. Rate, Class, Rate.
1 R 3| B e ——— $0.30
2 .60 || B ]
Bisisasinsansseassosasnanscesss sanas o0 || Ouooeirnasssonessnssnnsvosinsasanans asasnns 20
4 .30 || D... 173
5 +3 | E .16

Respectfally, yours,
- ©. €. McCAIN, Auditor.

These tables show that the rate from Council Bluffs and Kansas City,
about 500 miles, is as great as therate from Chicago to New York, about
1,000 miles; and that the rate from Bedford, Iowa, to Chicago is as
great as the rate from Kansas City over the same line in the same di-
rection to the same destination, though the distance from Kansas City

to Chicago is about 150 miles greater than from Bedford. And the
distance from Sidney, Iowa, to Chicago is 50 miles less than from Coun-
cil Bluffs, and from Creston, Iowa, is 100 miles less, and yet the rate
is substantially the same.

Mr. Chairman, the reduction of the railroad establishment in this
country to an equality with other industries is the first business ot
the hour, As the.system stands at present it commands everybody
and everything by the tremendous power it exercises over the high-
ways, that power being as recklessly and as wantonly exercised as it
ever was by the gentlemanly highwaymen of the olden time. Andas
it stands at present the people are as helpless in the grasp of railroad
managers, who are ‘‘ masters of thesituation *’ in fact, and have aslittle
to say as to how the $900,000,000 is to be collected off them for trans-
portation this year as he who at the muzzle of the highwayman’s gun
quietly gave up his purse. And those managers are not content with
extorting from the people more than half a million money directly as
common carriers, but they organize commercial companies along the
line of their roads, and through the preference the managers of the
roads can give those companies as ial rates enable them to drive
into bankruptey and out of business all competition. The Standard
Oil trust, that has absrobed hundreds of millions of the people’smoney,
could not have been a thing possible but for the unlawful and vicions
contracts it had with transportation lines.

And along the line of all these roads, and notably along the line of
the Union Pacific Railway, commercial companies are organized whose
owners control the transportation linesthey aresituated on, and through
special rates granted them are enabled to bankrupt and drive out of
husiness all competition, so that the people are left utterly helpless in
the hands of the railroad managers not only as to the price oF trans-
portation but as to the price of all that is transported. Under these
circumstances it is not at all strange that farm lands and farm products
should be steadily declining all the time, and that railroad property,
and the stocks of any trust with arrangements for special rates from a
railway company, should be steadily appreciating in value and scarcely
obtainable in the open markets. These great wrongs must be erushed
out of existence. If the laws were as they should be in this conntry,
and those laws were decently enforced, the proprietors of such con-
spiracies for forestalling the market valne of products and to prevent
the due course of trade and commerce would be convicted of felonies
and sent to prison, where they would properly belong.

The great West is suffering more to-day from the abuse in railway
tariffs than from the abuse in high impost duties. But she is suffering
from both, and she joins hands cordially with the tariff reformers in
the reduction of duties, and she asks them to join hands with her in
her effort to reduce the charges of railroad transportation, which at the
present time are at least 50 per cent. higher than honesty and good con-
science demand.

The great West, the granary of the world, is charged so much for
transportation that all her profits are absorbed in going to market, and
the cheap products of the outside world come to her with high tariff
duties and high freight rates added, so that between the npper and the
nether mill-stones of tariff for revenue and tariff for railroads the
great West is dispoiled of her substance, and seems to be left the com-
mon prey of the manufacturers and common carriers of the country.

This condition of things will not much longer be tolerated by a brave
and self-respecting people. Unrest is manifest everywhere. ILabor
unions, farmers’ alliances, and numerous other organizations are form-
ing, and while there is more or less lack of harmony, light is breaking
and the day is not far distant when all these men, with common cause
and common interest, will unite to overthrow the commercial monsters
that are coining their sweat. And when they do who can doubt the
result? Then will come legislation for men as well as commerece, And
this legislation will be for the men who in time of peace create the na-
tion’s wealth and in time of war defend it with their lives.

The great contest in this country that we are now entering upon is
one for the equality of commercial and industrial establishments before
the law, as men are equal before the law. The people are awakening
to the fact that after having contended in this country for more than a
hundred years, in war and in peace, for the equality of all men before
the law they are in danger of losing the fruits of their costly trinmphs
through a species of class legislation in the interest of certain indus-
tries.

The people can not cope with these Government-aided interests,
whose agents, procurers, slanderers, and bribe-distributers throng the
halls of all legislation in this country; and when they come to under-
stand that this is the source of the inequalities that exist and the pro-
lific source of all the extortionate burdens they bear they will unite
their straggling forces, and with the same invincible power with which
they slew the monster of human slavery at the South they will slay
this more modern monster that is seeking to enslave all men who eat
their bread in the sweat of their face, and again place the Government
in the hands of the whole people, where it rightfully belongs.

The followiEnﬁ colloquy took place during the foregoing sj $

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will my friend permit a question ?

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Certainly. Eog

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend will observe that the protective,
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system regulates competition between our own country and other coun-
tries, to make it fair, just, and humane, while combines and trusts de-
stroy all competition. That is the difference.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I thinkthe gentleman will find his ques-
tion answered fully and emphatically in the course of my remarks.

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, the presenceofalargesurplusin the
national Treasury has inspired the gant?emen on the other side of the
Chamber to deliberately attack the industrial system inaugurated by
ihe Republican party in 1861; a system which has brought marvelouns
prosperity and industrial development to the whole country; a system
which in twenty-two years time, since the close of the war, has brought
into the Treasury enongh money to defray the current expenses of
Government, bring its depreciated paper money up to par with gold and
silver, and enable the Government to refand the war debt at a much
lower rate of interest, pay off seventeen hundred millions of dollars of
the ];;rincipal of the war debt, and collectinto the Treasury the present
‘surplus—a system that has attracted and now commands the admira-
‘tion of the ablest political economists and wisest statesmen in the world.

A system that has produced such results must possess intrinsic merit,
must be based upon wise, conservative, sound, economic principles,
and before we, the representatives of the nation that has under its pros-
pering provisions achieved so many industrial victories and such mar-
velous increase of wealth, consent to set it aside and make a change, it
will be the part of wisdom to know that the new system, the one pro-

for adoption, will be able to afford wiser safeguards to American
industrial development.
PROTECTION THE CENTRAL IDEA.

The central idea of the present systemis the levying of duties on im-
portations from foreign governments in conformity to a rule that will,
while it brings into the national Treasury the required sum of money
necessary to meet the demands of the Government, so arrange the levy
that American goods, wares, and merchandise shall be protected from
free and unrestricted competition with those of foreign governments.

Mr. Chairman, this principle that has been tested for a period of
twenty-seven years under the greatest possible variety of conditions;
tested in time of war and in time of peace; tested with a depreciated
paper currency and with a circulating medium redeemable in coin and
equal to it in purchasing value; a principle that has proven by that
fairest, safest, and best of all tests, experience, to be equal to any and
all demands that can be made upen it, to be set aside, and for what
reason? DBecaunse, notwithstanding it has accomplished all, yes, much
more than its most sanguine advocates ever claimed it would, it has
come to be considered by that modern Pericles of Democracy, Presi-
dent Cleveland, to be the ‘‘ vicious, illogical, and iniquitous source ot
unnecessary taxation.””

The wise men of ancient and modern times have laid down this ax-
iom—that there is no rule of guidance in hunman affairs so safe, none
that can be so implicitly relied upon, as that of experience. This fact
must hold good for special reasons in the consideration of all industrial
questions.

Happily for all who may wish to contrast conditions and results under
different industrial policies in the history of our Government, the past
‘‘rises before us like a dream,’” and we can see and know what results
have been produced under tariff laws enacted and enforced in thé in-
terest of protection, and the results when the tariff laws have been
enacted and enforced with the sole purpose in view of raising revenue
to defray the expense of Government.

The lines of light and darkness are not more distinctly drawn in
nature than are those of prosperity and prostration of business un-
der these different industrial systems. I shall not go into a statisti-
cal statement to prove the facts stated in support of my views, but
will say, quoting from the history of the past, that every one, not one,
or two, or three, but every period of industrial development from the
organization of the Government in 1789, to this good hour, every one
of them, and all of them, were preceded by the adoption of a tariff so
adjusted and levied as to afford protection to American goods, wares,
and merchandise from open and unrestricted competition with foreign
importations. This is the history of the past, and I group these eras
after the second war with England as follows, from 1825 to 1833, from
1842 to 1846, and from 1861 to 1888,

I do not stop here. I am willing to go further, to accept other bur-
dens, and to assert, and challenge successful contradiction of the trauth
of the statement I now make, that every single period of industrial
and business depression and every financial disaster, with one single
exception, and that phenomenal and growing out of the war, was pre-
ceded by a change in the manner of levying duties, whereby the feat-
ure of protection to American goods, wares, and merchandise was
stricken out and tariff duties were levied for the sole purpose of pro-
viding revenue for the support of the General Government. I group
these periods of industrial and business depression and financial disas-
ter as follows: From 1817 to 1825, from 1833 to 1841, and from 1847
to 1861. There they are, gentlemen, recorded and of history, and it
is from & careful study of these facts that we must reach a conclusion
in reference to our duty in considering the pending bill.

Henry Clay, a leader of induastrial thought, left it as his deliberate
Jjudgment that the period of most sweeping and universal depression

in all our commercial and industrial interests was from 1817 to 1825,
By the terms of the treaty of Ghent, at the close of the war of 1812
between America and England, and at the request of the progenitors
of the present Cobden Club, all the protective features of our tariff
laws were removed, and duties were levied for the purpoese of raising
revenue only. Mr. Clay also declared that the eight years from 1825
to 1833 were the most prosperous in our history. What wand of
progress touched our prostrate and perishing industries in 1825 and
awakened them into not only a newness of life but to such marvelous
development ?

Mr. Chairman, I say to you, to the committee, and especially to my
colleagues from the South, that if history and experience establishany
one fact more clearly than any other, it is that it was the protective
tariff of 1824, increased and amplified by the act of 18238, The people
had been for eight years staggering under the revenue tariff of 1816;
our industries were practically destroyed; labor was unemployed,
except in agriculture, and want was an unbidden guest everywhere,
when, in 1824, the protective features were restored to our tariff’ laws,
and at once, and as if by magic, these industries awakened to a new-
ness of life, and in less than eight ‘years the whole current of events
waschanged. Labor was everywhere in demand at remnnerative prices,
and prosperity, such as our nation had not up to that time known,
blessed all our people, blessed them through the diversification of la-
bor industries and the consequent increased demand for labor. One
would think that such an illustration wounld have caused the states-
men of that day to have permitted plenty to bless the land.

Mr. Chairman, history is ever repeating itself. The leaders of the
section of the Union who are now demanding the repeal ofthe protect-
ive tariff of 1861 then demanded the repea% of the tariff of 1824 and
1828, and they succeeded, and the revenue fariff of 1832 was enacted
and went into operation in 1833 and continued in force until 1842,
Did it give the farmers, mechanics, and laborers relief? Did it bring
prosperity to the country and plenty to the homes of those who toil?
The history of that decade is one of widespread disaster. Loss to the
capitalist. Loss to the business man. Loss to the farmers. Loss to
the mechanie and artisan. The blight of industrial prostration rested
like a cloud over all the country, until all the varied business and com-
mercial interests were covered with it as the waters cover the deep.
It is not strange that it was so.

Labor is king, the mightiest king that ever ruled the earth. Labor,
when employed, is a powerful force, felt in every avenue of trade and
business. Give labor employment at remunerative wages and nothing
can impede the onward march of its progress. It lays its hands upon
a wilderness, and it becomes a garden of roses and flowers. It wants
the continent bound by bands of steel, and lo! a railroad reaches from
the Atlantic to the Pacific. Every mile of these railroads opens up
new industries, new markets, and thus the boundary of labor’s possi-
bilities widens on every This is a law as inexorable as those of
fate, and as true as Holy Writ; and yet, because it always has been
and now is, an existing condition at variance with certain platitudes
of theories considered by certain theorists to be true, they will not ac-
cept them, deny their existence, and thongh again and again demon-
strated, persist in flying in the face of history and ofttimes repeated
precedents, by insisting that if it be true that a revenue tariff did pro-
duce these results from 1833 to 1842, they counld theoretically demon-
strate the fact that a tariff for revenue only would not produce them
gm and after January, 1847, when the Walker tariff was to go into

ect.

I pause long enough to remark that it did, however. Strange as it
may appear to my colleagues, who clamor for a revenue tariff or a tariff
for revenue only, it did work out the same identical results. Ina time
of profound peace, when the wants of the Government were merely
nominal, and during a decade when there was taken from the mines of
California and added to the circulating medium of the people the enor-
mons sum of one thousand millions of gold, a sum sufficient in itself
to awaken into life the energies of a continent; in a decade in which
there were no epidemics, at a time when pestilence did not oppress, at
atime when rain and sunshine brought forth abundant harvest to bless
the farmer, what was our condition ten full years after the law of 1847
went into effect? Were our great labor industries busy? Was labor
everywhere employed at fair wages? Did peace and prosperity bless
our people? Were the receipts of the Government equal to or in ex-
cess of its current expenditures? Were the shelves of our merchants
filled with the products of our looms and spindles? Did the Treasury
report show a surplus? As an historical fact was the condition of the
people and of the Treasury such that we can now point with pride to
that period?

Mr. Chairman, thisis a Democratic House thatleansstrongly towards
free trade; a House whose Speaker is and has been since 1883 a mem-
ber of the English free-trade Cobden Club; a Speaker who, in naming
the Committee on Ways and Means, did not place on the majority a
representative of any of these greatlabor industries from any one of the
great manufacturing States of the Government, nor did he name the
committee so that its control would be in the hands of men who have
in the past and do now believe in the dignity of labor; but he did name
the Committee on Ways and Means in such a way that the control of
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the majority was left in the hands of men who have been and now are
not only opposed to protection and in favor of free trade, but were so
deeply impressed with the idea that eapital should own its own labor,
that they had the courage to risk life itself in an effort to create a con-
federacy the corner-stone of which should be human slavery.

While I am a Republican protectionist, therefore, Mr. Chairman, in
order that my reply may be shorn of all personality, I shall call upon
a prominent and honored Democratic official to bear testimony in my
behalf, a name the mere mention of which must command the respect
and confidence of my colleagnesupon the ctherside of the Chamber. A
man ripe in years and in experience; a man who from childhood to n
ripe old age had studied all the phases of this industrial problem and
brought to his aid in reaching his conclusions all the experience of the
past industrial history of the Government, and his evidence is not
merely a casnal remark; it is his judgment upon existing facts known
to him and earefnlly set forth in his first annual message to Congress,
delivered December 8, 1857. My witness is none other than ex-Presi-
dent James Buchanan, who, in speaking of the conditions—not theories—
th%n existing in all branches of our induostrial and commercial circles,
said: s

We have d all the clements of material wealth in rich abundance, and
yet, notwithstanding all these advantages, our eountry, in its monetary inter-
ests, is ab the present moment in a deplorable condition. In the midst of un-
B d plenty in all the productions of agriculture and in all the elements of
national weallh, we find our manufactures suspended, oor public works re-
tarded, our private enterprises of different kinds abandoned, and thousands of
useful laborers thrown out of employment and reduced to want. The revenne
of the Government, which is chiefly derived from duties on imports from abroad,
has been greatly redoced. Under thess eircumstances a loan may be required
before the close of your present session, but this, aithough deep}:{ to be regret-
ted, would prove to be only a slight misfortune when compared with the suf-
fering and distress prevailing among the people.

BIr. Chairman; I appeal from the statement of President Cleveland,
who says the present protective tariff’ is the ‘‘ vicious, iniquitons, and
illogical source of unnecessary taxation,’” and who makes an appeal for
a revenue tariff,to the experienced statesman and learned Democratic
President, James Buchanan, who, in his annual message to Congress
in December, 1857, laid before Congress and the country the existing
condlitions, not theories, of the national Treasury, the business and in-
dustrial conditions existing at the end of an uninterrnpted decade of
the same tariff reform, ten years of the same tariff’ policy that Presi-
dent Cleveland and the gentlemen of the Sonth now ask us to adopt.

1 ask if in the light of this Democratic official evidence, if in the
light of history and in the face of these ascertained and established
facts, it will be wise for Congress, with an outstanding national war
debt of §1,200,000,000 and unadjudicated debts running into the hun-
dreds of millions, which must be paid within the next five years, to set
aside an indunstrial policy which has been found to be equal to every
emergency, in war and in peace; a policy which has gnadrupled our
wealth in twenty-eight years and enabled the people to pay the heavy
tax burdens laid npon them and pay off sevenieen hundred millions of
the prineipal of the war debt; a policy that has built up an industrial
sysfem so diversified that it has been able to meet all the demands of
our people in all their wants—I repeat, in the light of experience and
history, can we afford to set aside the present policy and enter upon
another and different one, one that has been often tried, and one that
has just as often as it has been tried inevitably resnited in business de-
pression, industrial paralysis, driven labor ont of employment and into
enforced idleness, depleted the national Treasury and left it in bank-
ruptey; and the national credit seriously impaired ?

I take it, Mr. Chairman, that no one fact is more clearly established
than this, that the inevitable result of every change in our tariff laws,
from protection to a revenue tarifi—or a tariff for revenue only—or in
the case of every material reduction in the tariff that the trade balance
has been largely increased against our Government.

The average rate of tariff in 1832 was 37.6 per cent. The same in
1833. In 1834 it was reduced to 18 per cent. The average trade bal-
ance against our Government during these three years was $11,156,618,
Then the reduced tariff of 1833 went into full effect and the average
for the next three years ran down to 18, 16, and 14.5 per cent., and the
average annual trade balance increased to $30,939,540. The great
financial revulsion of 1837 began in May of the latter year, and resnlted
in nuniversal loss to every industry and business, while labor was eyery-
where in enforced idleness.

Take another financial revulsion, that of 1857. The average percent.
of the tariff for the years 1854, 1855, and 1856 was 22.7. During these
yearsthe average annunal importsamounted to $267,764,352; the exports
to $224,391,807, leaving a balance of trade against us of $43,372,545 a
year. Then the average tariff levy was reduced to 15.6 per cent., with
this marvelous result: in six months our imports ran up to $183,733,-
033; our exports decreased to the sum of $105,420,659, leaving a trade
balance against us in half a year of §78,312,379, or a balance against ns
of more than $156,000,000 a year; and in less than six monthsafter the
reduction took place the great financial revulsion of 1857 began, a
erisis that wronght havoc and widespread disaster all over the land.

What is a balance of trade against our Government? Itis the dif-
fercnce between what we sell abroad and what we buy from abroad,
and must be paid in gold or its equivalent, and yet notwithstanding

‘ing the overcoaf.

the fact that the past history of our financial and business disastera
shows conclusively the cause for each and all of them to be a radical
change in our tariff laws, or a material reduction, yet we are gravely
asked to-day to embark once more on the treacherouns course, where
we know that dangers and breakers will menace us on every hand.
For one, Mr. Chairman, Ishall enter my protest against such a suicidal
policy, because experience, the best of all gnides, tells me the result
will be disastrous to the whole country, and more especially so to the
labor and labor industries. I think, Mr. Chairman, that itis our first,
our highest, our imperative duty, to enact laws for the protection of
the material interests of the people we represent. Ido not believe that
we can be justified, in the lightof history and experience, in adopting
a policy that hasin every instance when it has been tested resulted
in such dire results to the industrial and finaneial interests of the

people,
PROTECTION DOES FROTECT LAEOR,

Mr. Chairman, I bave heard gentlemen upon the other side of the
Chamber declare that protection does not protect the lakorer here in
America. I am not a theorist, and yet if the great industrial system
of protection to Ameriean labor does not protict it I have wondered
why it was that hundreds of thousands of men and women left their
homes in Europe every year and emigrated to America to become citi-
zens of the Republic and co-workers in its manifest destiny. Sir, do
you believe that all these thousands come lere to be made slaves?
Would they flee from the oppressions of Europe to become gtill more op-
pressed here by an industrial system that is talked aliout, studied, and
prayed for in every humble cottage in Sweden, Germany, Ireland,
wherever there is a resolute heart that yearns for larger liberty, better
wages, and a greater margin of profit from daily teil ?

Mr. Chairman, protection does protect labor, and I am gofag, ina
practical way, to demonstrate just how it does it in one or two lines of
trade. First, I want to illustrate, by two actual purchases of cloth-
ing, one made in London, England, the otherhere in Washington City,
and show just how the American tailor is protecied in the question of
wages paid him in comparison with thewages paid the tailor in London.
I desire to state the amount paid in London for a suit of elothes and
the amount paid for an overcoat; then the price paid the tailorin
London for making the suit of clot hes and the price paid him for mak-
I desire then to show the amount the dealer retained
to pay for the material used, for cutting the garments, and profit on
his business in London, and having done this to institute a compari-
son between them and the am ounts paid and received here in Wash-
ington for the same purposes.

I may be permitted to remark, Mr. Chairman, that these facts and
figares, obtained from actual purchases, not from any theorist, demon-
strate conclusively the truth of the declaration I now make, that pro-
tection does protect the American laborer who is a tailor and werks on
woolen clothing. My townsman, Dr. J. M. C. Adams, of Frankfort,
Ind., was in London, England, last fall, and while there had an over-
coat and suit of clothes made to order. He paid the merchant tailor
in onr money $20 for the suit of elothes and $20 for the overcoat. He
asked the gentleman what he had to pay his journeyman tailor for mak-
king the suit of clothes, and he was astonished, as I have no doubt
you, Mr. Chairman, the committee, and the country will be when told
that the tailor who made the suit of clothes was paid the magnificent
sum of $3.50. Three dollars and fifty cents paid in the great city of -
I;m]c}:m—home of the Cobden Club—for making a suit of heavy winter
clothes!

Upon further inquiry he was informed that the journeyman tailor
who made the overcoat was also paid the magnificent sum of $3 for mak-
inga heavy beaver cloth overcoat. Let ns for the purpose of easy com-
parison and illustration take $1,000 worth of merchant tailoring in Lon-
don and compare it with the same amount of work here in Washington.
Let us see how much of the $1,000 is paid in London to the men who
make the clothes, and how much is retained by the dealer to pay for
material used, for entting garments, and as profits on his business; and
having done that then ascertain the same facts here in Washington
City, and having done this institute a comparison betwen them.

COST OF LOXDON CLOTHING:

25 suits of clothing at 520 each. £500. 00
25 overcoats at §20 eac 500.00
Total value of London clothing. T 1, 000, 00
. MONEY PAID TAILORS TO MAKE LONDON CLOTHING.
Paid jonrneyman tailors for making 25 suits of clothes at £3.530 each...., 887.
Paid journeyman tailors for making 23 overcoats at £ each...... .ccooinns 73.00
Total amount paid for making $1,000 worth of clothing in London  162.50

Deduct from the $1,000 the amount paid for making the clothing,
$162.50, and we find that out of the sum the merchant tailor had left
$837.50 to pay for material, entting, and profits. Thus we find that out
of §1,000 worth of clothing made the men who made the clothes received
only $162.50; the merchant $337.50; or, putin ancther form, labor was

id 16.25 per cent. the dealer received 83.75 per cent. out of each dol-
}:‘r‘s worth of clothing sold. I boughta suit of clothes here in the city
and an overcoat,and from my tailor I learned what he paid his jours for
making the suit and for making the overcoat. I paid him for a spring
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overcoat $28 and he paid his journeyman tailor $10 for making it. If
it had been a heavy winter overcoat, like my townsman bought in Lon-
don, then he would have paid his journeyman $12 for making it. I
paid him for the suit of clothes $35 and he paid his journeyman tailors
$16 for making the suit.

Let us take $1,000 worth of merchant tailoring here, or as nearly as
we can, and ascertain what amount is paid for making the clothes and
how much is retained by the merchant to pay for material used, for
cutting the garments, and profit on the business.

COST OF WASHINGTON CLOTHING.

Sixteen overconts at $28 each ...... 2443

Fifteen suits of clothes at $38 each 570

Total value of Washington clothing 1,018
MONEY PAID WASHINGTON TAILORS.

Paid journeyman tailors for making sixteen overcoats at §10 each ............ §160

Paid journeyman tailors for making fifteen suits of clothes at §16 each.... 210

Total amount paid for making $1,018 worth Washington clothing.... 400

Deduct from the $1,018 worth of Washington merchant-tailor work
the sum of $100 paid Washington jour tailors for making the clothing,
and we find that the merchant has left to pay for material used in the
clothes, for cutting them, and profit on his business, the sum of $618;
while the merchant tailor in London has, out of the same amount, left
him for the same purposes the larger sum of $837.50. Thus out of
$1,018 worth of clothing made here in Washington, the tailors who
make the clothes are paid the sum of $400, while the merchant receives
$618; or, if you please, stated in another form, labor was paid 40 per
cent.; the merchant received 60 per cent. out of each dollar’s worth
of clothing made and sold here in America, where, according to the
arguments, declarations, and conclusions of the members of the South,
labor is oppressed and impoverished by the * vicious, illogical, and in-
iguitous policy of protection.”’

These facts, which are true, facts obtained from actual sales and pur-

show that here in America the tailors who make the thousand
dollars’ worth of elothing receive $400 for their labor, while in London
they receive only $162.50. Four hundred dollars paid to tailors here
in protected Americafor making $1,000 worth of clothing versus $162.50
paid for making the same amount of clothingin free-trade London tells
the story of how protection protects American tailors in more convine-
ing language than any argument I can offer, or than any words I can
possibly utter. Mr, Chairman, like an axiom in mathematics, it demon-
strates itself.

I make two points on the facts I have given, and I challenge contra-
diction of either one of them. They cannot be successfully denied.
They can not: be disputed. They will stand as mile-stones to mark the
progress wo have made in industrial development. They tell how,
under the wise, practical, and beneficent system of protection, we have
so diversified labor industries that the price paid for labor here is two
and one half times greater than the price paid for similar work in Lon-
don, England.

First. I make the point that labor here in protected America is paid
40 per cent., while in London, England, Iabor is paid only 16} per cent.
of the cost of clothing for making the clothes.

Second. I show that while the merchant tailor in London received
83} per cent. of the value of the clothing he made and sold, the same
perscn here in protected America received only 60 per cent. for the ma-
terial furnished, for entting the goods, and profit on his business,

These fizares and illustrations are conclusive, and prove that labor is
equally as well protected under our system of taxation as the manu-
facturer. Does any man pretend to think or believe, that the protected
American tailor who is paid $16 here in Washington City for making a
suit of clothes can not buy more of the necessaries of life here, can not
live better here, can not save more money here, is not better off here,
than the English tailor in London is, or can ever hope to be, who is
paid and receives only $3.50 for doing the same work in that great me-
iropolis of free trade?

Bixteen dollars paid gere in the eapifal of protected America for
making a suib of clothes #ersus §3.50 paid in free-trade London! Gen-
tlemen of the South, advocates of the proposed Mills bill, a measure
which should beentitled *‘An act to paralyze American industries and

perize American labor for the sole benefit of foreign manufactur-
ers, and laborers, and American importers, whose only interestin Amer-
ica is the rent they pay,”’ how do you like this photograph from real
life? How can these facts, and figures, and conclusions be evaded?
Will any advocate of the bill under consideration stand up here, in the
presence of this commitice and of the conntry, and even pretend to say
that the tailor who made my overcoat here in Washington, and was
paid $10 for the work, does not live on that sum infinitely better than
the tailor in London ever ean hope to livewho was paid $3 for making
an overcoat there?

Ten dollars for making an overcoat here in protected America versus
$3 for making the same article in free-trade London carries with the
statement its own conclusive answer to all the arguments that can be
formulated against it, and shows in a way so plain and simple and
conclusive that even a child can see and know and comprehend, and

at the same time so convincing and irresistible that human sophistry

can not impair the force of the truth in the declaration that protection

does protect the wages of American laborers.

AMERICAN LABORERS HAVE A SHARIE[AO'PSTRE WEALTH WEROUGHT BY THEIR
NDS.

My distingnished colleague, Mr. Byxud, said the other day in his
able tariff speech:

The advocates of proteclion tell us that the country hasgrown rich under this
system. True, it has grown rich, but where is the wealth? Inthe handsof the
few, while poverty nbides in the homes of the many. Why isit that the great
masses of the people have no share in the wealth that has been wrought by
their hands?

My reply to this statement is that the only true measureof prosper-
ity is the balance the laborer has left after he has provided the neces-
saries of life for himself and those dependent upon him; and it is bya
comparison of this balance under different conditions that we ean ar-
rive at an intelligent and correct conclusion of the gueries, whether
the money made is in the hands of the few, and whether labor has a
share of the wealth it produces here in protected America. My col-
league boasts that he represents thousands of intelligent wage-workers
and manufacturers of fifty millions of annual products. I admit that
fact, and then I challenge him to show a community where there are
an equal number of wage-workers, a city whose manufacturers produce
fifty millions a year, beyond the limits of the United States, anywhere
on the face of the earth, where the wage-workers own as many homes
and have as much money to their credit in the banks, the savings of
their Iabor. T tell the gentleman and the commitiee no man can find
such a place anywhere.

Ido not stop here. There are in Europe 312,000,000 people, and in
the industrial North not far from 40,000,000 of people, or one-eighth
the number in Enrope; and yet the laborers of the North, the men who,
in the opinion of my distinguished colleague, are oppressed by protec- -
tion, have to-day on deposit in their savings-banks a sum equal to the
savings of the wagemen of the 312,000,000 people.of Europe and in ad-
dition theretoa surplus of more than $200,000,000 to spare. Mr. Chair-
man, this snm, vast as it is, is not taken into consideration and does
not represent a dollar’s value in the millions of homes owned by the
laborers of the busy industrial North. No other country on earth pre-
sents such a magnificent spectacle. No other policy than protection
could enable the bread-winners in millions of instances to own their
homes and in addition thereto have placed to their credit in their sav-
ings banks more than one thousand millions of dollars,

My distinguished colleagune also said: ‘‘American labor to-day is car-
rying npon its back burdens which the labor of no other country conld
stand.” And why, Mr. Chairman? Why can not the labor of any
other country stand the burden of taxation? I will tell my colleagne
why. It is because they are not so well paid as American labor; not so
well housed as American labor; not so well elothed as American labor;
not so well fed as American labor; do not have so large a balance left
after paying for the necessaries of life as American labor has; and that
is why they can not bearsuch a burden. Inthe great industrial North
the children of our wage-workers are sent to school from six to nine
months in the year; and the nearer the schools are located to one or
these manufacturing centers the longer the term of school and the higher
the branches of scholarship taught. I ask my colleague and the com-
mittee to name the place on earth, ontside the industrial North, where
the children of laborers enjoy such henefits! I pause for a reply.

I will say to gentlemen from the South that one-half nearly of the
tax burdens in that section are for school purposes, and I want to re-
mark that these public schools are the idols of our hearts,

I have for fourteen years been giving employment to labor, and be-
lieve I am familiar with its wants and demands. I have yet to hear
the first objection raised by any laborer against national tariff or State
taxation.

I have often heard objections raised by them againstthe taxeslevied
by city conncils, township trastees, and county commissioners, and the
reason is plain—the tax burden that is heavy, the tax burden that is
felt, is the direct one made by municipal, township, and connty tax
levies. The reason I have not heard objections to the State tax is be-
cause it is light, is not felt; and the reason why no objection is made
to Government tariff taxation is because it is an indirect levy, one that
is not felt by the people.

My distinguished colleague will find a complete answerto the finan-
cial condition of the wagemen of Indiana in the fact that at no other
period in its history have so many homes been owned by wage-workers
as now; and in the further fact that at no other time have they had so
much money on deposit to their credit. The amount to their credit
in the savings-banks of the State is $2,170,000, and I find by an in-
quiry in the district I have the honor to represent that about 40 per
cent. of all the deposits in the national and private banks belongs to
the wage-workers and farmers of the district. Take for illustration
the First National Bank of Frankfort, Ind., just after the April pay-
ment of taxes, when deposits always run low. Theyhave fifteen hun-
dred depositors; of this number seven hundred are farmers and laborers.
Out of a total deposit of $230,000, $35,000 belong to the laborers and
farmers of Clifiton County, I am satisfied, Mr. Chairman, thatan in-
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quiry in the other districts of the State would show an equal per cent.
of the deposits in their banksto be the property of the wagemen and
farmers that I find in the Ninth district.

I desire to call the attention of my eolleague to the material pros-
perity of Indiana to-day as contrasted with what it was when the
present tariff law was adopted; to the financial standing of the State
now compared to what it was then; to the wealth of our people now
as compared with their wealth then; to the finaneial condition of our
farmers now with what it was then. I ask him to compare the com-
forts and conveniences of our farmers now with what they were then,
their surplus money, the value of their farms, the kind of homes they
live in now, the stock, herds, roads, and other evidences of thrift to be
found everywhere among Indiana farmers, and contrast them with the
same conditions when we adopted the protective principle in levying
tariff duties, and then I challenge him to say that the policy has not
been of incaleulable value to Indiana farmers, laborers, mechanics, and
Indiana eapital, whose wealth has been increased more than $300,000,-
000.

IfT had time I would tell him of our dependence then upon other
governments and States for all our manufactured goods, plain woolens
alone excepted—not a railway-bar mill, bar-iron mill, nail-mill, plow-
works, car-shop, glass-works in the State. Now Indiana has the largest
wagonand carriage, plow, and plate-glass worksin thecountry. Wemake
railway bars of steel and ingots of steel, nails, bar-iron, railway-cars,
the finest polished plate-glass, furniture, woolen goods, giving employ-
ment toscores of thousands of laborersat good wages. These consumers
are bronght to the doors of our farmers, who thus find a ready home
market for all the products of garden, field, and farm, until Indiana
has become a hive of busy industry whose people are rapidly increas-
ing in wealth and all the accomplishments which follow in its train.

At New Albany is located the great polished plate-glass works of the
late W. C. De Pauw, one of the foursuccessful worksin America. Mr.
De Pauw informed me not long before his death that he lost half a
miliion in establishing the works before a cent of profit was made up
on his investment (the loss sustained by reason of the Ohio floods was
not included in this amount). He also informed me that he had never
made in any one year more than 5 per cent. upon the capital invested,
and he told me then, as his son, N. T. De Pauw, writes me now, that
they can not stand a reduction in the tariff; thatif a reduction is made
one of two things must occur, the works must close down or they will
be forced to reduce wages. I give a table of wages paid to laborers in
plate-glass works in America, England, France, Germany, and Belginom:

Statement showing the amount paid per month to workmen in plate-glass
manufactories. !
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The foregoing table shows almest the same increase of wages paid
American glass-workers that is paid American tailors.

I want to add one illustration. In 1873 I had to buy, as trostee for
another, some Elnte-glass. At that time American plate-glass had not
been successfully made, and we were at the mercy of foreign plate-glass
makers. I then paid $260 for foreign-made glass that I can now buy
for $110, this reduction in price having been brought about by the
building up of the plate-glass industries in our country and the crea-
tion of competition between home and foreign manufacturers. I will
not vote to break down and close up or vote to make n a reduc-
tion of wages toan American industry that has in fifteen years reduced
the cost to the consumer more than one-half, an industry that gives

employment directly to 6,000 American laborers at double the wages
paid to foreign plate-glass makers. I would vote to build up more works
and to increase wages, but I will never vote to rednce them. I desire
to say further to the committee, Mr. Chairman, that, while American
plate-glass makers have reduced the price to consumers more than one-
half] in addition the national Treasury has been enriched in the sum of
$17,257,481.18 receipts from duty on plate-glass.

I am persuaded that every consideration demands the protection of
all such American manufactures. Time forbids any farther argument
in this line. Iknow thata comparsion of facts will show the same re-
sults in any one of onr manufactures. Such has been the result in
all cases where investigations have been made. To emphusize the con-
dition, if possible, of wage-workers who are most directly affected by
our protective system, I ask my colleague to go with me to Massa-
chusetts, the cradle and home of protection, as it is of liberty, where '
American industries have been fostered for many years, and where can !
be found stalwart advocates of protection to American wage-men. With |
less population than Indiana, we find that 848,787 of her laborers and
mechanics have on deposit to their credit in their savings-banks the
enormous sum of $274,098,413. If he is not yet convinced that they
who produce the wealth have a share of it, I will ask him to go with
me to Connecticut, land of invention and workshops. With only half
the population of Indiana, 256,097 of her wage-workers have on de-
posit in their savings-banks the great sum of $92,481,425. If all his
doubts are not removed,-I would request him to journey with me to
New York, where more than 1,000,000 of her laborers—to be exaet,
where 1,208,072 wage-workers have placed to their credit in their sav-
ings-banks the marvelous sum of $457,050,250. I tell my colleagne
here in these savings-banks are the savings of a part of those who have
under our protective system creatéd the wealth of the North by honest
labor well rewarded.

To enable these truths to become indelibly impressed upon the tab-
lets of his memory, I invite him to examine the statistics of the nine
great manufacturing States, Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and
Vermont, where 2,944,731 wage-workers have on deposit in their sav-
ings-banks §1,033,279,827, a sum almest equal to the national debt.!
‘What more evidence can be wanted ? What more conclusive answer
to the gquery of my colleague can be made? What clearer refutation
of the charge that protection impoverishes labor is possible? I say to
my colleague, Mr. BYNUM, my dear sir, you are mistaken in your
query, ‘‘ Why is it that the great mass of the people have no share in
the wealth that hasbeen wronght by theirhands?’’ Theydohave. The
great number of 2,944,731 of them, in nine States, have placed to their
credit the enormoussum $1,033,279,827 of the wealth that was wrought
by their hands, and these people are the wage-workers under the pro-
tective system your President has seen proper to style the ‘‘ vicious,
illogical, and iniquitous source of taxatipn;’’ and as I read the history
of the past twenty-seven years of my country, note its mavelous growth
in wealth, see how the cost to the consumer has been reduced one-half
by reason of the competition fostered and built up under our wise in-
dustrial policy, whereby protection to American labor and American
industries has been the centralidea, and when I try to comprehend the
quantity of the savings of those directly benefited in only nine States,
over $1,000,000,000 earned—ay, earned and saved under that system of
protection President Cleveland styles ‘‘ vicious, illogical, iniquitous "’—
I am reminded of the expression of a Hoosier who, as he in his igno-
rance imagined, had been converted, and who, when called upon soon
thereafter to pray in public, had the andacity to begin his prayer by
exclaiming, *‘ Oh, thou logical, rogical, diabolical God !’

Iplace the famous expression of President Cleveland, who in an official
message to this House, in speaking of the protective features of our tariff
laws, a system which has, as it hasbeen clearly shown, in twenty-seven
years quadrupled our wealth, made America the greatest manufactur-
ing nation on earth, enabled our wage-workers to place on deposit out
of their savings a sum $200,000,000 larger than all the combined sav-
ings of laborers in Europe; a system which has brought our national
currency to par and made our national credit the best of any Govern-
ment on earth; a system that has provided money to defray the current
expenses of Government, and pay off seventeen hundred millions of the
principal of the war debt; a system which has reduced the cost to con-
sumers one-half, and enables American wagemen to be paid the high-
est wages on earth; a system that has done all these things and left a
large surplus in the Treasury—I repeat, I place President Cleveland’s
famous expression in reference to this system, which he styles the
*‘vicious, illogical, iniquitous source of unnecessary taxation,’’ along-
side the one where the tyro in religion prayed to God as the “‘logical,
rogical, diabolical God,’’ and I present them, Mr. Chairman, as com-
panion pieces of ignorance of the plainest fundamental principles of
the subjects under consideration when they were uttered.

DEMOCRACY OPPOSED TO PROTECTION.
My distingunished friend, Mr. McCoxAs, of Maryland, in his speech
of May 2, in speaking of the bill now pending, said:

Has any friend of this bill in this debate uttered one sentence in favor of the
u tariff system, which iminates in favor of the home producer and
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He paunsed and yielded time for a reply, whereupon the eloguent
member from Mississippi [ Mr. HookKER] replied. I quote from the
RecorD of May 3:

Mr. Hooker. No. There was no one, and you will not hear any Democrat
utter one.

That statement will not be forgotten. I want topublicly thank the
distinguished gentleman for that frank, clear, honest, and conclusive
statement:

No. There was no one, and you will not hear any Democrat utter ove.

It is refreshing after years of doubt to know from sohigh an authority
that no Democrat here upon this floor will utter a word in fav®r of the
American tariff system, which has wrought such marvelons develop-
ment for American industries. I read the words, Mr. Chairman, and
then I thought that the distingnished Democratic leader from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and his colleagues were Democrats. eMr.
RANDALL has been in Congress for a quarter of a century, has won hon-
orable party leadership along the line of this industrial problem. I
have yet to hear of his ever being accused of writing, speaking, work-
ing, or voting for any other than the Democratic party and all of its
candidates, and I submit if twenty-five years of continuons public ser-
vice for the Democratic party can be so easily and summarily dispensed
with. I say to the gentlemen of the South that Mr. Cleveland owes
his election to Mr. RANDALL’S influente in New Yorkand New Jerzey.

I am suare, Mr. Chairman, that the distingnished gentleman, Mr.
HOOKER, voiced not only his own sentiments, but also those of his
people when he nttered the words I have quoted. The people of his
section, I regret to say, since 1832, when they became thoroughly im-
bued with the pernicious doctrinesof the great leader in South Carolina,
Mr. Calhoun, have not deemed it wise or proper to support legislation
in Congress which would tend fo establish an American system of in-
dustrial development, that would protect American interests and foster
and build up American industries; and yet, Mr. Chairman, I have asked
myself this question, What interests can possibly lie nearer the hearts
of my distingunished friend, Mr. HOOKER, and those of his constituents,
than the interests of the American people? We are all Americans—
the people of Maine and those of Texas, the people of Mississippi and
those of Indiana—and I must, as an American, feel a just pride in any

_policy which brings blessings and plenty to any section of my conntry.

1 concede the fact that the leaders of the South since 1832 have
fonght the principle of protection and the American indunstrial policy;
fouzht it persistently, bravely, openly; upon the forum, in this Hall,
at the ballot-box, and upon hundreds of battle-fields. The great war
of the rebellion was brought about for the sole purpose of creating a
government whose fundamental principles should be human slavery
and free trade. The constitution of the so-called Confederate States
provided among other things that its congress should be clothed with
the anthority—

To lay and eollect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises for revenue necessary to
pay the debts, provide for the common defense, and carry on the government of
the Confederate Stales; but no bounties shall be granted from the treasury ; nor
shall any duties or taxes on importations from foreign nations be laid to pro-
mote or foster any branch of industry ; and all duties, imposts, and excises shall
be uniform throughout the Confederate States.

That is free trade, pure and simple.

Before the war the institution ot slavery, which existed only in the
Sonth, demanded as its companion-piece in their industrial system free
trade. They were complements of each other, and I can readily see
and understand why before the war and so long as the people of the
South had slavery they shounld favor free trade and oppose the prinei-
ple of protection, becanse the latter wonld be antagonistic to the insti-
tution of slavery. The war has changed all these conditions. A new
era has dawned upon our country, the eanse for sectionalism has been
removed, and there is ne longer any reason in theory or in fact, why
the people of one section of the Union shall oppose a principle which
the history of the past and our own experience teaches us has bene-
fited all classes in every community where it has been adopted. I
point my colleagnes of the South to the cotton and iron manufac-
turies which, nnder the present protective system, have been established
in Georgia, Tennessee, and Alabama, and ask them if their coming has
not largely increased the value of real estate and benefited the farmers
and laborers of that section.

I invite the gentlemen to go with me among the workmen in the in-
dustrial centers of the North, ascertain the number of the homes they
own—millions of homes earned and paid for out of the savings of their
daily toil. Let us examine their savings of money on deposit in the
laborers’ banks, the savings-banks of that section—in round numbers
three millions ot depositors, with more than a thousand millions of
dollars to their credit. Let us visit their homes, their schools, their
reading rooms, their societies, where we shall find many evidences of
plenty, contentment, and even the luxuries of life; and then when we
have done this I ask my colleagnes of the South to contrast the con-
dition of these wagemen, their homes, schools, savings, and general sur-
roundings and intelligence, with those of the Sonth, of England, or any-
where else on earth, and then they will see and know why the Repub-
lican party, representative of the greatloyal, liberty-loving, and Amer-
ican-imbued North, accepted the wager of battle tendered them in 1861
and fought to asuccessful conclusion the warto preserve the nationality
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of the Union. The great loyal heart of the North believed that labor
should be made a king, not a slave.

They believed that freedom was the birth-rightand heritage of every
American citizen; and that every citizen was entitled to the amplest
protection in life, liberty, and business. So thoroughly imbued are the
Republicans with this theory of equal rights and protection that I chal-
lenge my colleagues npon the other side of the Chamber to name one
Republican voting precinect in any State from Maine to Oregon where
there is not absolute protection of the sacred right of the ballot. There
can not be found one Republican voting precinct anywhere where the
humblest citizen, native or foreign born, black or white, who is a legal
voter, can not go openly and freely as becomes a freeman, and vote for
the men of his choice, have his vote counted as it was cast, and there-
sult honestly announced. So deeply and thoroughly are Republicans
imbued with this doctrine of protection for all inall theirrights of citi-
zenship that the man who would oppose it would be as one in fifty
thousand.

The Republican masses and the great industrial North are in favor
of equal rights and protection; ‘protection of national unity; protection
of the equality of citizenship whereby one vote in Indiana shall equal
one vote from any other State in this House and in the conucils of the
nation; protection of American manufactares and laborers by a wisely
devised protective-tariff system. *‘Ah, my dear sir,”’ says one of my
colleagues of the South, ‘‘Do yon not know that your protective sys-
tem is a giant robber?”’ My reply is, ‘* My dear sir, I can not compre-
hend your meaning when you call protection a robber. I look into the
national Treasury and see that it brings into it the money required by
the wants of the Government? I talk with the men who have their
money invested in American industries, and they tell me, ‘We do not
want a change.” I go among the great mass of the people—those who
buy and consume the products of these protected indusiries—and they
tell me, ‘We now buy our articles at one-half the price we paid before
we built up these industries and made them ourselves; we are not
robbed at all.” I then seek an interview with the bread-winners, the
men-who toil; we talk over the whole situation and contrast conditions
under different systems; some of them have fled from the oppressions
of free trade and know from experience, the best of all teachers, the
‘God’s truth about the whole business.” They tell me, ‘ We own more
homes, have more money saved, receive better wages, than any other
bread-winners on earth. The system does not rob us, and we ask you
to let well enough alone.” Upon inquiry I learn that our nafional
wealth has increased 400 per cent. in twenty-eight vears of this rob-
bery, four of those years being a period of cruel, devastating war, and
I wonder who has been robbed. Surely not America, nor her people,
for they have grown rich beyond comparison with any other people on
earth during the same time.”

Mr. Chairman, protection is not robbery. It isa blessing both to the
Government and the people. It hasbeen a blessing to the United States
of America since 1861, when the present policy went into operation.
There comes to me, Mr. Chairman, a voice from out of the experience
of the past which eays to me that it is the highest duty of the legisla-
tor in this Government of the people to enact laws whereby the people
shall be fully protected in all their rights; hence I am in favor of pro-
tecting the unity of the nation, protecting the purity and equality of
the ballot, protecting the honor of my country, protecting American
industries, and protecting American labor from heing forced to accept
the cheaper wages paid to free-trade Enropean bread-winners,

DEMOCRACY AND MONOPOLY.

The distingnished gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. RAYNER], inspeak-
ing of tariff reform and Democracy, April 30, said **1 want it to be of
that kind that can point to Mount Vernon’s shades and Monticello’s
heights and say that from the day of its birth it has been the mortal
enemy of monopoly.” And as I read I wondered, Mr. Chaitman, if it
could be possible that my eloquent colleague had forgotten the history
of this generation. The headand heart and soul of Democracy have not
been, nor are they now, the ** mortal enemy of monopoly ™ from its birth.
Upon the contrary, not content with advocating the claimsof the giant
monopoly of the century—human slavery—within the jurisdiction ot
the Government, they actually endeavored to withdraw from the Union
and organize a confederacy, the chief corner-stone of which was to be
the giant monopoly, human slavery. The Democratie party of to-day
is the open ally, the avowed champion, the chief support of the great-
est monopoly of this age, the whisky leagune, a monopoly that is not
content with controlling the whisky business, but assumes to dictate
political policies, control party management, and corrupt elections by
bribing electors and election officers, and Old Sumptuary will once more
be called into service at St. Louis in June to sound the key-note of the
new alliance of 1883, entered into between the Democratic party and
the Whisky League of America.

I desire to remind my distinguished friend of another fact which
shows how the souls of Democratic leaders yearn for a chance to be-
come the ‘‘mortal enemy of monopoly.”” I refer him and the com-
mittee to the metal schedunle in the bill under consideration, and to
the item of steel railway bars. Under existing laws the tariff is $17 a
ton. It is proposed to reduce the tariff on railway bars to §11 a ton, a
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reduction of $6 a ton, or a fraction over '35 per cent.; and for whose
henefit? For the sole benefit of the railroad mo ists of America.
I concede that the majority report tries to theorize and show that it
the tariff is reduced the cost of building railroads will be cheapened,
and then freights and fare will also be cheapened. I say, however,
and I appeal to the history and experiegce of the past to prove the
truth of the saying, that the rates of fare and freight are not in any
way whatever affected by the tariff' on railway bars, but are agreed upon
and adjusted in advance, at least annually, by the great trunk lines,
when they meet to make assignments of per cents. of traffic to compet-
ing lines. And yet so intense and burning is the desire of the Demo-
craticparty to become the ** mortal enemy of monopoly’’ that it would
reduce the tariff on railway bars $6 a ton, thereby serfously erippling
the rail-mills of the conntry, with all the scores of millions of invested
capital, and largely reduce the wages of all the thousands of workmen
in these mills; and for whose benefit? For the sole benefit of the rail-
way monopolists of America and the rail-makers of Europe; while by
the provisions of the pending bill it is proposed to levy and collect $45,-
000,000 a year from sugar, a prime necessity of life.

Mr. Chairman, just imagine the force of the declaration of Demoe-
racy’s ‘““mortal hatred of monopoly ’’ in the bill under consideration,
wherein Democracy malkes a reduction of 35 per cent. in favor of rail-
way monopolists and only 20 per cent. on sugar, a prime necessity of
life. The majority report of the bill under consideration places the
total value of all manufactured products in America last year at $7,000,-
000,000. The amount of wages paid to American laborers to make
these preduets was $1,400,000,000. The sum of money that would have
‘been paid in Germany to labor to make the same products would have
been $616,000,000, and in England English laborers would have been
paid $784,000,000. The total amount of tariff collected last year was
$217,286,803, therefore I say to the gentleman that the difference paid
to the workmen here in America above the wages paid either in Ger-
many or England is nearly equal to three times the total sum of tariff
taxes levied and collected.

TABLE OF PRODUCTS, LABOR AXD TARIFF.

Amount of MAnNURCLUTeS. ... iueeisersrorans £7, 000, 000, 000
Wages paid to make them Jn AMerion....ccuevireresmmmaeeissin e sosass 1, 400, 000, 000
Wages paid to make them in Germany. 616, 000, 000

_Excesa of wages pall in Amerien......c...ciiiiinminensssrimeios 784, 000, 000
Wages paid to make them in America 1, 400, 000, 000
‘Whages paid to make them in Eagland.......ccormmacssmiasvessssssasissnse 784, 000, 000

Excess of wages paid In Amerien...ccuuiissmiioiiennnms ssann 616, 000, 000

Let us charge the whole tariff levy to labor and see how the balance
will stand:

American pay-roll in excess of pay-roll in Germany..
Ded total t of tariff, -

Balance to credit of American wages

American pay-roll in excess of pay-roll in England.......ccuumnnens 616,000, 000
Deduct total tariff duties. 217, 286, 803
Balance to eredit of Amerlean wages.......cocernins 398, 713,107

Mr. Chairman, I am astonished, that with full knowledge of the very
great difference paid in wages here and in Europe, that gentlemen will
serionsly insist that the way to reduce the revenue of the Government
is to reduce the rate of duty. If the Mills bill shall become a law with-
out amendment I prediet that, instead of reducing, it will double our
revenues, close down the greater part of our manufacturing industries,
and place our laborers in enforced idleness,

I call the attention of the committee to the history of increased im-
ports in 1835 and in 1857, immediately after material changes in our
tariff laws, and to the very large excess of wages paid in America above
those paid in Germany and in England to manunfacture the products of
last year, as the reasons why this result will surely follow until the ac-
cumulated wealth of our wagemen, an amount over one thousand mill-
ions, shall become exhausted. There is only one practical way to re-
dace the revenues of the Government, and that is to increase the free-
list and also increase the rate of duty levied mapon importations, and
thereby decrease the quantity of importations upon which duties are
levied. The adoption of such a policy would surely reduce the reve-
nues of the Government,

Mr. Chairman, there is another monopoly in existence in this coun-
try; amonopoly thatis inimical to the peace, the prosperity, and the hap-
pinessof the people. Thismonopolyisanactive, aggressive factor; it will
nof tolerate opposition, and is so constituted that its charter may become
perpetual. It is insolent in its demands, imperial in its methods, un-
American in its tendencies, and yet, strange as it may appear, Democ-
racy is not the **mortal enemy *’ of this monopoly.

Democracy loves political power. The monopoly I refer to exercises
autocratic political power in the name of the solid South. The Demo-
cratic party, through this monopoly—the solid South—arrogates to

-tself the right to countand claim all the votes of that section.

It will
not tolerate opposition to its purposes. It has demonstrated a new

problem—that a unanimous vote can be greater than the vote cast.

Democracy may not be united npon other questions, but it is upen
its monopoly of the right to receive votesin the South. Ihave heard it”
said, and believe the saying to be true, that if there is any one idol
that is more precious than all others to Democracy, any one cen-
tral idea around which the head and body, the heart and soul of
Democracy love to rally, as its chosen leaders ponder over and fully
contemplate the length and breadth, the height and depth of Democ-
racy’s ‘‘mortal hatred of monopoly,” it is its darling pet—the solid
South. The alliance between them is both offensive and defensive.
How disconsolate indeed would modern Democracy be withount its
monopaly of the solid Sonth. To contemplate Democracy without the
solid South could only be equaled by an effort to contemplate the play
of Rip Van Winkle with the character of Old Rip left ont. When the
days of this monopoly are ended, the mission of Democracy will be
comgpleted. Democracy can not exist withount its monopoly of the solid
South. They are one and inseparable. as much so, Mr, Chairman, as
were the famous Sinmese twins of that section.

A MATERIAL REEDUCTION OF REVENUE MEAXS OPPOSITION TO PENSIONS.

Mr. Chairman, I am not in favor of any material reduction of the
revenues of the Government. No greater mistake could be made by
Congress than to largely decrease the revenues at this time. The
funded debt of the Government is over $1,200,000,000, two hundred
millions and more of which fall due inside of five years. The current
expenses of Government exceed three hundred millions a year. There
is a great outstanding debt not yet adjudicated, which will run up
into hundreds of millions of dollars, elaims pending for half a century.
Besides all these there are now pending in the Pension Department in
this city one hundred thousand claims of Union soldiers and their loved
ones; claims for pension which ought to be allowed; claims that are as
legal, just, and binding as claims can be; claims that can not be al-
lowed under existing laws, because of technical failure of proof. The
Government owes these heroes a sacred debt, and it should by a gen-
eral law enable these claims to be allowed. To meet all these solemn
obligations will require sixty millions or more and thereafter largely
increase the annual pension-list. We can not enact a law which will
secure so large a measure of justice to the people as one which shall
provide for these claimants. We should by a general law provide for
every Union soldier who is now broken in health, and for all the
widows and children of deceased Union soldiers.

The Government very wisely pensioned all the Mexican war veterans
at the age of sixty-two. I say, sir, and with all due respect to those
veteran h that great and honorable as their services were, they
become dwarfed into insignificance when compared with the services
rendered the Government by the Union soldiers. The Union soldiers
won the greatest victory of all the ages in behalf of humanity. They
saved the United States to the arts of peace and industrial development.
They preserved the nnity of the nation and rescued our flag from de-
struction and made it the proud emblem of a government of the peo-
ple, whose chief glory is that the people are equal before the law. The
Union soldiers saved this temple of human hopes and of liberty pro-
tected by law to bless all the countless millions who shall occupy it.

‘Who can measure the obligation we owe these Union soldiers? They
risked life for country and humanity. What more could they do?
What better evidence of consecrated devotion could be presented? Hav-
ing done so much for the Government, I now demand that in the honr
of the nation’s prosperity, when its Treasury groans beneath its weight
of silver and gold, when all the current obligations are met and there
still remains a surplus, that the Government these heroes saved shall
properly care for all of them and their widows and children. Care for
them as a Government of the people should care for its citizen soldiers
who in the hour of its greatest peril risked life in its behalf,

Mr. Chairman, I ean not speak for other members; I cannot know
into what lines of thought and action duty may call them. I doknow
this, however, that, on behalf of the million surviving comrades of the
Union Army, the men to whom we are indebted for all the blessings
of constitutional liberty and a Government of the people, I shall op-
pose any and all maferial reductions of the revenues of the Govern-
ment until all its solemn obligations to all these Umon soldiers, for
pay, bounty, and pensions, shall have been fully paid. I shall insist
that the promises made these soldiers shall be sacredly kept by the
Government; every promise to every soldier, and to his widow and his
children. The surplus is theirs. It belongs of right to the men who
saved not only the surplus, but the Government itself, from total de-
struction,

Again, Mr. Chairman, one of the resultsof the late war was the en-
franchisement of the colored race—a race that had been held in legal
bondage under the laws of theland. Other laws made the act of teach-
ing them to read and think for themselves a erime punishable by fine
and imprisonment. The law not only held them in slavery, it also
kept them in ignorance. The war has changed their legal status;
then they were slaves; now they are citizens, equal before the law
with their more highly favored brothers of Saxon origin, and every con-
sideration of national honor and safety demands that this race be edu-
cated and through it be made capable of exercising intelligently the
rights and duties of citizenship, intelligence being one of the greatest
safeguards of the state. The presence of slavery in the South made
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ignorance the birthright and heritage of all the poor white people of
that section, and to them edueation should be sent. Ihold, Mr, Chair-
man—and it is the judgment of the people I have the honor to repre-
sent as well as my own—that, under these circumstances, the linedf
duty is very plain for the Government to pursue. The least it can do,
the least it ought to do, is to take ont of its overflowing Treasury not
Jess than $12,000,000 a year, and expend it in organizing and aiding
the public schoolsin the South. The Government made the slaves cit-
izens; it should qualify them for citizenship and then let them alone
to work ont as a race their own destiny. i

There is no justice in or need of the direct tax on cigar-dealers and
droggists, These shounld be removed. This would decrease the reve-
nue three millions. No man can justify the levying of a revenue tax
on alcohol used in the arts. This tax should be removed. There are
known safezuards which will prevent the alcohol used for that purposs
from ever being used as a beverage. This would reduce the revenue
nof less than eight millions. More than 25 per cent. of the tariff rev-
enue of 1887 was paid on sugar—a prime necessity; an article that enters
into use in every home, whether it be the cottage of the laborer or the
palace of the millionaire. It is nota protective tariff beyond the sum
of six millions of dollars, because of the fact that we do not produce
over one-tenth the sngar we consume. Of the vast sum of fifty-eight
millions of duty derived from the tariff' on sugar, it therefore follows
that six millions operates as a protection to American sugar, and the
enormous sum of fifty-two millions of the sugar tariff’ was a tariff for
revenue, pure and simple, and that levied on a prime necessity of life.

The bill under consideration proposes to raise the great sum of forty-
five millions a year of tariff revenue from sugar,a necessity in every
American home, and I shall enter my protest against such a burden
being laid on sugar. It isnotf a tariff levied with a view of protecting
American sugar beyond the sum of $6,000,000, but will, if adopted,
make sugar bear a direct revenue tariff of $39,000,000 a year. The
Government ean pay a direct bounty on every pound of sugar produced
in Ameriea for a period of nine years, levy a tariff on imported sugar
to pay the bounty to American sugar, and if under the stimulus of a
direct bounty the amount produced shall inerease from one-tenth to
one-half the quantity our people consume, they will save in nine years
time, by the adoption of the bounty system and the repeal of the pres-
ent unjust and outrageons sugar tariff, the sum of at least $220,000,000.
No man can be a consistent protectionist and advocate and favor the
levying of a tariff on sugar, which will bring into the Treasury forty-
five million a year—a sum of money which is and must be a revenue
tariff pure and simple, and that too collected nupon a necessity in every
home.

. USE THE SURFLUS TO RESTORE SILVEE TO PAR.

When our fathers adopted the standard of values for our Govern-
ment upon which should be based the financial transactions of Gov-
ernment and people, they said silver and gold shall be the standards,
and they adopted a ratio between these precions metals. Their action
was eminently wise, conservative, just. From the day, long centuries
ago, when for thirty pieces of silver a burial place was purchased, to this
hour, silver has changed less in intrinsic value than gold. The same
fact holds good in the history of our own country. Certain holders of
bonded securities have for years been actively engaged in an effort to
have the leading governments of earth adopt a single-coin standard,
and that to be gold. No friend of humanity, no friend of this Govern-
ment of the people, can advocate that measure. No more pernicious
legislation can be conceived than an act to reduce the standard of val-
ues one-half by demonelizing one of the two precious metals. Itsef-
fect would be to double the wealth of every ereditor and donble the
debt of every debtor, thus creating an impassable barrier between pov-
erty and wealth. America is o coin-producing country, large quanti-
ties of both silver and gold being produced each year;*hence it follows
that the Government shounld, by every known legal enactment, and by
every recognized diplomatic policy known, exert its great influence in
favor of keeping and maintaining both standards at par. At thistime,
and for a few years the bullion value of onr silver dollar has been,
and is, worth less in the money markets than the bullion value of ggld.
What have we done to restore the equilibrium of values? Nothing,
absolutely nothing. 'What are we doing to-day? Nothing whatever.

‘We produce abont fifty millions of silver a year. All our national
debt and private debts are based on it as one of the two equal stand-
ards, and yet when there is a deliberate effort made to demonetize sil-
ver, and thus destroy its value as a standard of other values, with
the national Treasury overflowing we sit idly by and do absolutely
nothing to arrest the depreciation of silver.
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to purchase and coin two mill-
ions of silver every month. If the Government would go npon the
markets and purchase double that sum, buy four millions a month, in
less than two years’ time silver would be equal to its former value, and
once more equal togold. The Government has made $30,000,000 out of
the coinage of silver, therefore the Government can well afford to make
an investment in silver, the inevitable result of which will be to pull
the whole massof silver up to par with gold in all the nations of earth.
The Government owes this effort to place the metals at par on the old
ratio to the people and business interests, not only of our Government,
but the world.

Under existing law the

Mr. Chairman, it may be wise statesmanship to take 125 or 126 cents
of the people’s money and go upon the markets and buy with it 100
centsof the people’s paper. I repeat, it may be wise, businesslike, and
economic statesmanship to do that thing if it be, I am not able to see
it in that light. I can not believe it is a wise policy to do that; yet
the Secretary of the Treasury is doing that very thing. Recently,
when the bill was under consideration to increase the circulation of
national banks from 90 to 100 per cent. of the face value of the bonds
deposited to secure the cirenlation, I was amused as I contemplated
the anomaly of Congress trying by the enactment of one law to in-
crease the value of the outstanding Government bonds, while by an-
other bill then pending it proposed to anthorize the Secretary of the

to go upon the market and buy the very same bonds out of
the surplus in the people’s Treasury. I would, if I could, anthorize
the Secretary to go upon the market and buy silver with the surplus,
If bondholders in Europe and America continued their efforts to depre-
ciate silver, I would let them know that Uncle Sam was the backerof
silver to the amount that he had decided that the law which has been
in existence for nearly a century, which said that 412} grains of 900
fine silver, stamped with the sovereignty of the United States as being
a dollar, was a dollar, and should be so received and ted every-
where; and when this is done it will be because it is known that Uncle
Sam’s resources are beyond computation.

Doubting Thomases predicted in 1861 that the Union would be de-
stroyed. Uncle Sam said it should not be. The Union exists, and is
one and inseparable. Then these same people declared that the war
debteould never, no, never be paid. Uncle Sam very quietly and yet
firmly declared it shall be paid, every dollar of it, and I will show
you how to enable the people to pay it and at the same time enrich
themselves; and then he started np an American industrial system
that has been and is the marvel of the ages, and, lo and behold, how
rapidly that debt disappears. Every dollar that is due is paid, and a
great surplus balance in the Treasury.

Whenever Unecle Sam shall lay his hand on the silver problem and
say it shall be taken and accepted as an equal standard of values with
gold, according to the law fixing the ratio adopted by our fathers, it
will be so accepted, because the resources of Uncle Sam are illimitable.
Silver is distinctively the people’s money. Uncle Sam is the repre-
sentative of the people’s Government. He should utilize the surplus
in his Treasury in buying silver and restoring it to par with gold. It
is his coin. Bilver should be Americanized fully and completely,
like our industrial policy, and when this is done it will be at par.
When we authorize the purchase of silver instead of bonds ont of the
surplus in the Treasury we shall confer a lasting blessing on this gene-
ration by a regtoration of the equality of values, and by inangurating
an era of unprecedented prosperity in all the avenues of business, and
thereby confer a blessing upon all the sons and daughters of toil.

Mr. PLUMB Mr. Chairman, the guestion before the committee,
which has been so long and so ably discussed, is, under the present state
of public affairs, a broad one. It reaches far beyond any paltry cent
per cent. view of rates of duties to be demanded on this or that impor-
tation; it comprises within its ample outline the surplus in the Treas-
ury, debt payment, internal-revenne taxation, a proper economic system
for the country, and thus affects the prosperity and happiness of every
citizen of the United States.

Thesettlement of this question involves the supremacy, if not the very
existence, of the political parties of the day, and with them the different
policies they propose to pursue in administering the affairs of the Gov-
ernment. It, moreover, goes to the very bottom of the social condition
of the varions sections of the Union, both as to what these conditions
now are and what they are to he.

Taken with our system of money, with which it is intimately con-
nected, it is by far the most important that in time of peace interests
and affects the American people. In what I may say upon this ocea-
sion I do not propose to enter npon a discussion of the principal provis-
ions of the Mills bill so called. Others who have addressed the House
on both sides of this Chamber have given special attention to the de-
tails of this measure, and it has been shown that whatever is its pur-
pose, it is an ill-advised and unsatisfactory bill, which if enacted into
law, would deal a death-blow to our system of protection.

It is with such a view that I shall offer tothe committee the ideas I
entertain on this great question. In so doing I shall speak plainly,
especially of snch public men as are actors in the important events now
transpiring, not for the purpose of traducing them personally, but in
the exercise of the privilege of a member on this floor to criticise every
publie officer for his official acts. .

I shall refer to the surplus in the Treasury and the conrse pursued
by the President in relation to it, as well as his determined p
to overthrow protection. I shall refer to the course of the Speaker or
the House in the appointment of the Ways and Means Commitiee and
of the fitness of that committee to discharge the duties thereof, and
shall endeavor to show that ever since this Administration came into
power a plan has existed which has at length ripened into a conspiracy
to eanse the Democratic party to entirely change front, both on the
question of protection and of taxation by means of internal revenue.

SURPLUS.
‘When President Cleveland was inaugurated there were less tham
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$10,000,000 in the public Treasury applicable to the ga.yment of the
public debt, the administrations that preceded him having pursued
faithfully the Republican policy of using the surplus to pay the debt
and stop interest. Butnotso Mr. Cleveland; although there were sub-
ject to call enough 3 per cent. bonds to absorb the accumulations in
the Treasury, some nine months were snffered to pass and nearly a
hundred millions had accumulated before the Treasury began to call
for these bonds.

The evils of such financial management were clearly understood by
the President, for in his message he says:

The public Treasury, which should only exist asa cunduitmm’eyiﬁf the peo-
?la‘s tribute to its legitimate objects of expenditure, lmcon}u a hoarding-place
'or money needlessly withdrawn from trade and the people’s use, thus erippling
our national energies, suspending our country’s development, preventing in-

vestment in productive enterprise, threatening financial disturbance, and invit-
ing schemes of public plunder.

And, what is more, this Administration came into power demanding
that the surplus be used for paying the public debt; and yet this same
Administration, guided by this same President, inangurated a financial
policy which violated not only every doctrine laid down in his message,
but a prominent plank in the platform of his party, and he has con-
tinued to do so to this very hour.

Mr. Chairman, there is not now, nor has there been since December
1, 1573, any legal necessity for ceasing to pay off the public debt, and
no Republican administration has faltered in the work of debt payment.
The law as it stands in the statute-books, and as it stood before and
since any of the 4} and 4 per cent. bonds were issued, provides for the
redemption and payment of the public debt whenever conditions exist
such as have prevailed ever since this Administration came into power.

Sir, I deny emphatically that there is a dollar of surplus in the Treas-

ury. :

How is it possible to have a surplus whep the Government debt ex-
ceeds oné thousand millions of dollars, nearly all of which sum is rep-
resented by bonds that were issued under a statute which reserves to
the Government the right to redeem them before maturity under cer-
tain prescribed conditions which now exist? Would any business man
or banker dare to report a surplus in r statement of his private affairs
under similar eirenmstanezs ©

If General Andrew Jackson was now in the Presidential chair, does
any one think he would be paying a preminm to bondholders? No,
sir; far from it. It is left to this Administration o put its hands into
the Treasury and pay in premiums millions of dollars, when the law
clearly points to a payment of the principal and interest of the debt
with no premium added, and for one I can not resist the conclusion
that had he been as true to the people in this matters.as he has ever
been 1o the hoarder of capital he would not have asked for Congres-
sional sanction as a shield and excnse for not relieving the tax-payers of
the country from the payment of premiums for the sole benefit of a
small but powerful class of hondholders.

But, Mr. Chairman, this financial jugglery had another object, which
was to obtain Congressional assent to the avowal made in his message
that—

In eonsidering the question of purchasing bonds as a means of restoring to
circulation the snrplus money in the Treasury it should be borne in mind that

premiums must of course be paid upon such purchases, and that a large part
of these bonds could not be purchased at any price— =

a proposition which contemplated that the bonds would become too dear
to purchase, which would justify an atfack on the principles of protec-
tion to American industries as the only means left for the reduction of
the surplns.

It is pertinent to ask here, Mr. Chairman, why the House of Repre-
sentatives, with a Democratic majority of 41 in the Forty-ninth Con-
gress, did not pass a measare which would have effectually provided
against the surplus then in the Treasury—the surplus complained of
by the President, and for which the Speaker, on taking the chair,
urged Congress for a speedy enactment of some substantial measure of
relief. It was in the power of the Speaker to have constituted the
Ways and Means Committee without changing the number of good and
true Democrats on it, so that a measure would have been reported from
it and passed the House which would have corrected the inequalities
of the tariff and reduced taxation without attacking or endangering
protection to labor, so essential to the prosperity of all our people

Mr, Chairman, it was the earnest desire of the constituents of a
large majority of gentlemen then on this floor to have had this done,
and but for the power exercised for its defeat by the Speaker, it would
have been done then. Sir, the gentleman from Kentucky, who pre-
sides over our deliberations, receives and is entitled to the confidence
and respect of this body, regardless of party, for the able and impartial
maunner in which he discharges his duty as a parliamentarian; but, sir,
as impartial as he may be in deciding questions of order, it can not be
denier that he and he alone is accountable for the existence of the
surplus in the Treasury. Sir, if there be in the history of financial
legislation a more flagrant exercise of political power than this, I know
not where it is to be found. ~ Buf, sir, this is not all. The committee
appointed by the Speaker again and again refused to permit the ma-

jority of the House to vote upon such effective measures for disposing
of the surplus’as to them seemed best.

. Mr. Chairman, 1t is perfectly plain that all that was thus done to
retain the surplus in the Treasury was in pursnance of a well matured
plan and for a well understood purpose, which was nothing less than
to furnish an excuse for an attack npon protection—a plan which was
as fully entertained by the President as by the Speaker. If any doubt
exists as to this, the remarkable message of the Beraaaidant. will at once
dispel that doubt. On the question of the surplus he has spoken with
all the solemnity of a state paper. He has deemed his dictum on this
subject to be of so much importance as to justify himself in an abso-
lute refusal to follow the direction given in the Constitution, as under-
stood and followed by every one of his predecessors from Washington
to Arthur. That instrument says:

The President shall from time to time give the Congress information of the
state of the Union, and recommend to their consideration such measures as he
shall judge necessary and expedient,

This is his plain duty, *‘but whatsoever is more than this cometh of
evil.” The President has informed Congress as to the condition of the
Treasury, and no one has a right to criticise the language employed
for that purpose; but, Mr. Chairman, it seemsto methatwhen the Chief
Magistrate goes further than to give information, and not only recom-
mends for our consideration measures, but passes judgment in advance
on the different methods by which the end desired may be reached,
commending ashe does one method of taxation and condemning another
as vicious, both being constitutional, and each having been adopted by
the Government ever since it had an existence, that high functionary
betrays either a lack of regard for the requirements of the Constitution
or an nunwarranted desire to dictate to a co-ordinate branch of the Gov-
ernment what legislation it must adopt.

INTERNAL REVEKRUE.

I have already pointed to the President’s stubborn refusal to dispose
of the surplus and have not shown the subterfuges which have been re-
sorted to in order not to do the very thing he was clothed with power
to accomplish, and I next call attention to the new position he has
taken on the subject of internal-revenue taxes, and which, at his insti-
gation, the Democratic party is expected to take on that question,

The Democratic platform of 1854 declares that—

From the foundation of this Government taxes collected at the custom-houses
have been the chief source of Federal revenue, and such they must continue to
be. The internal revenue isa war tax. We denounce the Republican party for
having failed to relieve the people of crushing war taxes.

Every one of the above declarations was Democratic gospel when Mr.
Cleveland was nominated as the standard-bearer of the party, and to
these propositions there was no dissent. It has been the boast of De-
mocracy that its principlesnever change. They were time-honored and
immutable; but alas! for these degenerate days, this ery can no longer
suffice to give confidence and comfort to the hearts of the Bourbons.
Their new President has for some reason made a new platform covering
the issne I have quoted, and his chosen Secretary of the Treasury uses
his influence to aid in foisting a new and different doctrine of finance
on the party and on the country from that of 1884, The Presidentin-
sists that internal revenue shall remain as a part of our system of taxa-
tion, and the Secretary of the Treasury, after conceding that internal
taxation is a war measure, says that it should not be done away with,
but should be installed as a permanent part of our system.

Why this right about face, Mr. Chairman, and from whence comes
the authority of a junto of Democratic leaders to ‘commit the lesser
lights of the party to such a new departure? Surely something occult
nust account for this radical change of front, and to bring this hidden
something to light will be my endeavor.

Bear in mind, Mr. Chairman, the President well knew that no im-
portant changes in our protective system would be tolerated as long as
surplus was employed in reducing the public debt, nor as long as the
expressed sentiment of all parties in favor of dispensing with internal-
revenue taxes known as war taxes remained unchanged. We have
seen in what manner he has maneuvered with debt reduction and the
surplus, and we now see with what deliberation he repudiates the
Democratic platform in regard to the removal of the internal-revenue
or war tax, both being necessary in order to have an excuse to attack
protection. I know, Mr. Chairman, that the President has protested
over and over again that such is not the ohject, but ** he doth protest
too much’’ with his words. Let the argument of his message speak on
this point.

The President states that the sum of one hundred and thirteen
millions will be on hand as a surplus in the Treasury on the 30th ot
June next, the close of the fiscal year, and this sum he claims measures
the excess of taxation which he insists must be redunced by that amount;
and he farther declares against any reduction in internal revenue which
now amounts to one hundred and twenty millions per annum. So
when one fi out these propositions they find them to mean that
one hundred and thirteen millions should be {aken from revenues now
collected annually from customs. These collections for the last fiscal
year amounted to $217,000,000; now, if you follow the President’s
figures and reduce thissum by one hundred and thirteen millions, which
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ought not, as he insists, to be levied, there would remain only one hun-
dred and four millions to be collected annually as duties on imported
goods, a reduction of nearly 50 per cent. on the present amount.

These estimates and these propositions are of the President’s own
making, and they show to what extent he proposes to reduce the tar-
iff. I know, Mr. Chairman, that none of the President’s supporters on
this floor dare adopt his bold utterances on the amount of reduction to
be insisted upon, for they well understand that it would be impolitic
to do so now, but there the figures stand, and they show how thor-
oughly the President is committed to the destruction of protection, for
who can not see that it wounld be impossible to reduce the tariff 50 per
cent. without bringing absolute destruction upon every important man-
ufacturing industry in the land.

So, instead of striking the full blow at once, as the proposals of the
message clearly indicate, the Milis bill is brounght forward; not as a
full expression of the free-trade idea now, but as one more possible to
adopt and just as sure to accomplish that destruction in the end.

Mr. Chairman, the personnel of the Ways and Means Committee of
the present Congress shows nnmistakably that the interests of the ma-
jority of the people was not considered in its formation. I have no
wish or desire by thought or word to in the least disparage any of the
gentlemen composing that committee. They are not to be blamed for
accepting the high position assigned to them by the Speaker. They
each and all of them have ability and attainments which entitle them
to the respect of those who know them, but they are not in sympathy
with the people of this country on the economie questions committed
to their charge. This is not strange, as will appear when we consider
their antecedents and surroundings.

The committee consists nominally of thirteen members, five of whom
are Republicans and eight Demoerats, but six of the latter come from
States recently under the thraldom of slavery, namely, Texas, Arkan-
sas, Kentucky, Georgia, and West Virginia—these States thus furnish-
ing six-eighths of this important committee; and I say this advisedly,
for while there are nominally five Republican members, the bill comes
solely from the eight Democratic members, not one of the Republicans
having been permitted to see the bill or even to know a single syllabla
it was to contain until it had been published to the conntry. Every
Republican on that committee might as well have been at their homes
as dancing attendance at the committee-room while this bill was being
formulated. It is a delusion to think that there were thirteen mem-
bers on that committee; there were but eight, the five appointed from
manufacturing States and favoring protection were absolutely ignored;
they were not permitted to participate in the work of the committee,
and were not recognized as having any right to act or to have a voice
in its deliberations; and of the eight practically constituting the com-
mittee, six, as I have shown, come from a particular section.

Mr. Chairman, look next at the antecedents of these six members.
Examine their surroundings with a view to determine their fitness for
a proper discharge of the duties imposed upon them. Look at the
States from whence they come. Does Texas furnish any such prac-
tical knowledge of the various interests to be affected as justifies cloth-
ing oneof her Representatives with such power as the chairman of the
Ways and Means Committee possesses? When at home does he re-
side in a district having diversified industries? Before I close I will
present some figures from official sources which will throw light upon
this branch of the inquiry.

Next to Texas comes Tennessee, a State of snch varied resources and
conditions that in order to find materials adapted to the end in view
the Speaker was obliged to select a district that farnished the required
surroundings, and it was found not among the hills rich with minerals
with which Providence has blest that growing commonwealth—not in
the new Tennessee, but in the old, where manufactures have obtained
no foothold, and where diversified industries have no existence. <

Arkansas was the next State which the Speaker thought was entitled
to & position of power over questions affecting the whole country. She
has within her borders untold material resources. Her coal fields and
her forests, her rich ores and her richer soil, adapted to the culture of
wheat, cotton, and sugar, will, under an enlightenment of her people,
which can not long be delayed, lead her forth and cause her to shine
with all the vigor of a new life, a peer among the grand States of this
Union. But as yet shesleepeth. On the rich bottom-lands of the Ar-
kansas and White Rivers cotton is still raised with suceess, even in the
slip-shod way peculiar to that region, but no diversity of production
exists there. Here it was that a representative was found having the
business experience of a cotton-planter, and he is the third on the com-
mittee we are analyzing. In all candor I submit that such experience
does not and can not fit any one to act on the Ways and Means Com-
mittee for the advancement of the industrial interests of the entire
country.

But let us go further in our work of analyzing this committee. Ken-
tucky has the fourth place, a State which furnished to the councils of
the nation the most gifted statesman the South has produced since the
days of Thomas Jefferson, a man whose noblest instinets and early
public efforts were in favor of the emancipation of the slave, and whose

overthrown only because the interests of slavery demanded free-trade
instead of the American system of protection, for which he labored. I
mean Henry Clay. [ know, alas, too well how that great man yielded
his convictions that he might gain the Presidency, and how he failed
in reaching the goal of his ambition; but, sir, had he been content to
stand firmly by freedom and protection, what greatness and what
glory would have been her’s to-day?

Such a lead must have been followed by State after State, until the
whole South by peaceful and proper means would have become free;
prepargtion for freedom and citizenship would have been secured to
the negro in a manner which to entorced abolition was impossible. We .
should have had no internecine war with its immense cost in blood
and treasure; and being one in sentiment, one in purpose, what imag-
ination can portray the greatness and grandeur the Union would have
achieved when the first centennial of its existence was reached.

Bat, sir, it did not so oceur; the doctrines of free trade based upon
the heresy of slave-labor were too subtle to be withstood. Calhounism
became the doctrine of the South and of Kentucky, and behold the re-
sult. Unsurpassed in the salubrity of her climate, the fertility of her
soil, the beauty of her scenery, the richness of her hills in mineral
wealth, abundantly supplied with natural waterways adapted to cheap
transportation, yet, with all these advantages, that State has fallen
back, back, until she is as far behind her younger and naturally no
better sister States in material progress as is the accomplished member
from the Lexington district behind what he would be if he were to-day
advocating the doctrines of protection, so ably maintained by his pred-
ecessor, Henry Clay.

But, sir, I venture to suggest that the adhesion of that gentleman to
the doctrines of Kentucky’s idolized statesman would have unfitted
him in the eye of the Speaker for a place on the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. If but oneof his eloquent utterances had been for protection,
the oligarchy whose mouthpiece and effective manager was chosen to
name this committee would have rejected this worthy Kentucky mem-
ber as totally unfit for the purposes of Democracy in 1888.

Then Georgia comes in for a position which gives her an opportunity
to especially express her ideas on the economic legislation of this na-
tion, and that State has a right to so express herself; but would it not
have been eminently proper to vary somewhat the monotony which we
have found to have governed the action of the Speaker thus far? And
if Georgia must be represented, why not take one from that portion or
the State in which her vast mineral wealth, long hidden, now begins
to be brought to light by the new order which universal freedom has
inaugurated therein? Why have recourse to that Congressional dis-
trict where slave labor for so long a time has been used for the produe-
tion of a single staple, and where diversified industry has never yet
secured a foothold? I will endeavor to make the answer plain far-
ther on.

The sixth and last State out of which this committee has been formed
is West Virginia, a State that in the near future will demonstrate the
fact that raw material, labor, and capital will be as strongly united in
interest as her citizens will be overwhelmingly in favor of protection
for even now a change of 75 votes in that Congressional district w_oul:i
have deprived the Speaker of an opportunity to venture quite so near
the old Mason and Dixon line to find a Representative who would give
his sanction to the Mills bill,

Mr. Chairman, geography is a good guide in many important investi-
gations; a careful study of locality aids the Speaker of this House to
know where he may look for those upon whose action he can depend
for the execution of his purpose. Why, sir, it will not be claimed that
the Democrats on this floor from the excluded States—States in which
there exists a condition of things furnishing actual experimental knowl-
edge of the effect of diversified industries on the prosperity of the peo-
ple—are not the peers of their fellow Democrats on this committee.

But, sir, it seems that the qualifications required by the Speaker are
not good standing in the party, not ability to legislate, not experience
with the leading industries of the country, not a broad-minded pur-
pose to have the interests of all sections fairly represented; not any of
these; bnt his idea was this, and only this, to select a committee which,
from its surroundings and antecedents, as well as from the well-known
devotion of its members to the doctrines of free trade, could be trusted
to frame a bill which under the pretense of standing by all productive
industries wounld, if it became a law, deal a fatal blow to protection.

Run this list over once more and youn will find that four of its mem-
bers were elected as Democrats without any opposing Republican can-
didate, and why ? Let the peculiar methods now in vogue in certain
sections of this country fdr silencing political opposition answer. ITam
dealing, Mr. Chairman, with sectionalism not as its defender, but to
expose the most glaring and indefensible sectionalism which the polit-
ieal history of this countryaffords. Theimpropriety of looking to the
States named for a Ways and Means Committee is shown by the fol-
lowing facts, compiled from the Tenth Census reports, from which is
seen the relation these States bear in the number of manufacturing es-
tablishments, capital employed, and the annual value of their products

power in contrelling national legislation and Southern sentiment was | %o similar industries in the counftry:
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Estab- . Number -
Capital em-

States. lish- . of Wages. Product.

ments, ployed. hands. ’
2,996 | 99,245,561 | 12,150 | 83,343,087 | $20,719,028
1,202 2,953,130 4,550 925, 358 6,756, 150
3,503 | 20,672,400 | 24,875 | 5,266,152 36, 410,043
4,328 20,092, 815 22 445 5,254,775 37,074, 886
2 876 13, 883, 390 14, 400 4,313, 965 22, 867,126
) 6,838 45,813,089 37,891 11, 657, 844 75,483,377
Totals.....c.ne| 19, 112,660,375 | 115,821 30,761,181 199, 342, 415

* Now take six other States, but one of which has practically a repre-
sentative on this committee, and see what place the census gives to
them, as shown by corresponding data:

) Estab- Number
i Capital em- g
States. lish- of Wages, Product.
ments.| PoYed | pangs
$1 066 144,727 | 857,429,085 414, 864, 673
02, 506, 165 : 128,313,362 | 631,135, 284
514,286,575 | 531,633 198, 634, 029 | 1, 080, 696, 506
188,939,614 | 183,608 62, 103, 800 , 208, 390
474,510,993 | 357,072 134, 055, 904 TH, 878, 445
72,507, 844 63, 995 24,309,716 165, 3806, 205
Totals.......c....ii 132,163 1,694, 663,277 (1,663,100 | 604, 845, 946 | 3,585, 189,503

Why, Mr. Chairman, the six States selected by the Speaker have
only about 19,000 establishments, while the unrepresented States have
132,000, inround numbers, and $112,000,000 of capital against $1,694,-
000,000, and the number of hands employed are only 115,000 against
1,663,000; wages paid $30,000,000 against more than $600,000,000.
The entire product of the six States represented by the six sectional
members of the committee is less than $200,000,000, and less than one-
halfof the same produetin the State of Illinois alone. Why, Mr. Chair-
man, I know of a single rail mill in my own State the value of the
outpul of whichin the manufactured product for the past yearamounted
to $8,000,000, with a pay-roll for wages alone of nearly a quarter of a
million of dollars; considerably more than that of the entire State of
Arkansas. The ore nsed at that mill was shipped by vessel and by rail,
the coke and coal consumed were mined and manufactured at a dis-
tance and transported, giving employment atthe mill and at the mines
and in transportation to more men than were employed in manufact-
uring in the entire State of Arkansas in 1880.

Mr. Chairman, I desire now to compare the two classes of States

, named in respect to their agricultural importance, and for that purpose
I beg leave to s:e:ent; the following table compiled from the Tenth
Census, which onstrates that not only in manufactures, but in ag-
riculture, the six manufacturing States I have named were entitled to a
representation in the committee in the persons of some of the able Demo-
cratic Representatives from those States who are honored with seats on
this floor:

Number Number
States. of f i Slates. of fi
94,443 || Ohio 247,189

ATERDERE. . .. cocismsnsmssissiannss]

255, 741

213,542

241,058

215, 575

, 406

1,211,514

Total cereal production.
States. ;::.:, Bushels.
Arkansas 1.03 27,670,856
Georgia 1.19 32,031,312
Kentucky 3.34 89, 953, 432
T 2.78 75,087, 844
B e ot R R A AR R 0.76 20,409, 044
Texas, 1.36 36,625,011
Total 281,727,499
Ilinois. ceenis| 16,48 444,622,350
o 700 |- I e
s
Peaniasiranta 2,06 | 106840432
New ork. 8.33 89, 062, 7

Massa e e R R A U R R e 10,00 2,819,454
Total 1,081, 981, 439+

I repeat, sir, that none of these great manufacturing and agricultural
States are represented on the Ways and Means Committee by a Demo-
crat save Pennsylvania, and some Democrats will guestion whether the
Keystone State is properly represented after all. To be sure, the dis-
tinguished gentleman whose name stands seventh and last on the
Democratic side on the register of this committee [Mr. Scort] lives in
one corner of that great Commonwealth, but this fact does not of itself
show that he represents the avowed sentiments of the people of his
own State on the question of protection. It mmust be conceded, how-
ever, that his impress has been made on the Mills bill, for he is one
of the largest owners and operators in soft coal in the United States,
and yet that wonderful document appears to leave the duty on soft
coal unchanged.

Again, Mr. Chairman, the Democrats on this committee, with but
two exceptions, were supporters of the lost caunse; they were Confed-
erates, and several of them officers in the rebel army. That army took
the field for the purpose of establishing a government as different from
our own in its primal doctrines and purposes as the Stars and Stripes
differ from the Confederate flag. Their plan was to make human
slavery the corner-stone of their political system, the central idea being
that slavery furnishes the best and most desirable labor system possi-
ble. For a half century they had used their ntmost endeavor o secure
the adoption of that idea by this Government, and becanse a mhjority
of the people clung to the Declaration of Independence and to the Con-
stitution and would not accept the hideous doctrines of the slave power,
they resorted to open rebellion. They adopted the principle that no
branch of industry should be protected for the plain reason that their
laborers being slaves would have no laborers to protect, Their consti-
tution declared among other things:

Sec. 8, Congressshall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and
excises for a revenue necessary to pay the debts, provide for the common de-
fense, and carry on the government of the Confederate States; but no bountics
shall be granted from the Treasury, nor shall any duties or taxes on importa-
tions from foreign nations be laid to promote or foster any branch of industry.

Such a constitutional provision as this demonstrates the sagacity and
ability of the men who sought to erect a state on the idea that the_
workingmen should be the property of the owner of the soil and of the
capitalist. It unquestionably meets the wants of such a government
but it was rejected by the framers of our own Constitution as totally
unsuited to “‘a government of, and for, and by the people.”’

Since then these members have taken an cath to support the Consti-
tution of the United States. ‘‘They are here in the house of their
fathers, and intend to stay.”” They acknowledge that in the war they
were overborne and obliged to lay down their arms, but they do not
confess that they were wrong; on the contrary, they still insist that
they were right on principle, and they are now advocates of the same
political ideas they then put forth on economic questions,

Mr. Chairman, such is the record, fairly stated, of the majority of the
‘Ways and Means Committee, and who by their unprecedented course
towards the minority constituted themselves the entire committee; and
in concluding what I have to say respecting it I submit that it would
be unreasonable to expect from such a source a bill that ought to com-
mand the support of this House or the approval of the country.

THE §TATUS OF THE FREEDMEN,

Mr. Chairman, the true inwardness and real purpose of those who
are responsible for the present endeavor to break down protection can
not be fully understood without considering the status of the negro, by
whose muscle the labor of the South has been and in the main must
be performed. True, he is no longer a chattel; he can not be put on
the auction block as of old, but he is not regarded as a free man of
right onght to be. His former owner finds by experience that the labor
of the negro freeismore valuable than was the labor of the negro slave,
and for that, if forno other reason, thereis no wish or purpose tore-enslave
him; but it does not yet enter into the average Southern mind that
the negro must become educated and must be protected in all of his
civil rights; in short, a fellow-citizen equal with themselves, in order
to enable the South to reach the material prosperity to which its nat-
ural resources entitle it.

Those who control the politics of the South do not as a whole desire
that the colored man shall become educated, and they do not intend
to permit him to enjoy or exercise the rights of a citizen, such as the
amendments to the Constitution of the United States have vouchsafed
to him. They do not think that it is proper to have the negro advance
a single step beyond the condition of an unowned slave, and in that
condition the people of the old planting States of the South still pro-

to have their laborers remain.

In those States where colored men are most numerous they are not
heartily accorded their civil rights; they are tolerated rather in their
quasi condition of freedmen for the cheap labor they furnish and for
the political power their enumeration unjnstly confers upon their old
owners. I say unjustly, for by force and fraud the colored citizen is
deprived of his vote, and yet that very citizenship goes to increase a
represeniation which on this floor is employed to deprive the negro
Iatgoel.'ier and all other laborersof the protection to which they are en-
titled. i :

Mr. Chairman, one of the strongest reasons I have for standing by

f
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the principle of protection to American labor is the belief that just in
proportion as the wonderful resources of the South come tobe developed
under the new era now dawning upon her, will education take the
place of illiteracy, the recognition of all the eivil rights of the negro
take the place of their denial, which to-day is unblushingly practiced
in the old planting States. What the South most needs is the develop-
ment ofher material resources, and this can only be secured by diver-
sified industries, by manufactures wherewith to employ labor.

The negro is the laborer of the South, and no man will ever take his
place. He is there*‘ in the house of his fathers '’ eight millionsstrong,
and he is there to stay. He must be educated in order to become a
fmﬁtable laborer and a good citizen. He must be elevated from the

ow condition compatible with the plantation drudge to that higher
state in which his naturally bright mental qualities canbe broughtout
by actual endeavor and thought-inspiringwork. In thisnew field the
negro will vindicate his claim to manhood, and will by his own ad-
vancement secure the admiration of his fellow-men, and when this is
done he will be as secure in the enjoyment of his citigenship as any
one anywhere. Free trade will never bring to the South that happy
day, but with protection it can not be long delayed.

If you will insist that the public debt can not be paid except at a high
preminm, and therefore taxation shounld be reduced, Jet it be done by
taking off the enormous tax on sugar, and by removing internal-revenue

jtaxation, so that the prineiple of protection to our industries may be
ipreserved, and for that end give to the sugar industry a bounty to en-
jcourage to the utmost its production on our own soil. No doubt the
| tariff needs revision to remove inequalities and to simplify collection
|laws. Let that be done, and done by the friends and not by the ene-
‘mies of protection. But, Mr. Chairman, this is not the object of the
bill before us nor of the party in power.

Sir, a fair adjustment is not the question before us. Itis,

WHICH IS RIGHT, FREE TRADE OB PROTECTION?

They say free trade is right on principle, and they consent to violate
that principle and adopt a wrong one far eneugh to collect the taxes
required {o defray the expenses of the Government economically ad-
ministered.

1t is difficult to find anywhere as much folly and political wickedness
crowded into so few lines as this proposition contains. If absolute
free trade between this country and foreign nations is right, why not
adopt it and collect the taxes directly from the ;;e:gle, for whose
benefit Government exists? Collect from property accumulated
wealth what itcosts Government to protect them and from theindividuaP
what it costs to protect his life and liberty. That would be fair and
honest; but to place all the burden of supporting the Government on
those who consnme manufactured goods and the necessaries of life and
let accumulated wealth in the form of either property or money go free
is rank injustice.

I am for protection for the sake of protection, and not for revenue.
If there be no better reason for maintaining duties on foreign goods
than that it furnishes the best mode for raising revenne, then I will be
against it. That method of taxation can not be defended standing by
itself; with no compensating facts to sustain its equity, it is totally in-
defensible. I know it is justified on the ground of the ease with which
the tax is collected when the tax-payer is not aware of the exaction,
but I submit that such an argnment is unworthy of intelligent men.

I am for protection because it snrronnds the laboring man with con-
ditions which secure to him employment at a rate of wages which en-
ables him to pay the taxes imposed on the articles he consumes and
then have more left to sustain himself and his family than he could
possibly have on the other plan. T am for protection because if is the
only way in which we can develop our own resourees as a nation, em-
ploy our own muscle, our own machinery, our own hrains, and our
own capital, and in which these forces can work together in the most
successiul manner to promote the advancement of our own country. I
am for my own eountry, and for the people of my own country, agains
the world.

But you say we propose to dispense with foreign trade. We have
never failed to have commercial intercourse with the nations of the
earth, and we propose to enlarge that intercourse; but not by reducing
wages, and in this we radically differ from the advocates of free trade.
\They would follow in the footstepsof monarchiesand extend cemmerce
by reducing the condition of the employé to the level of the laborers
of the Old World. This we will never do.

And now comes President Cleveland and tells us—
| Thatthe plain effect of our tariff lInws is to raise the price to consumers of all
articles imported and subject to duty by precisely the sum paid for such duties,
,and that millions of our people purchase and use things of the same kind made
in this muntrﬂ‘. and pay therefor nearly or quite the enhanced price which the
duty adds to the imported articles.

This is a grave charge that the President has putin his message, and
inasmuch as the duties on foreign importations average over 40 per
eent., if the charge is frue an awful burthen of taxation is laid on con-
sumers which ought at once to be removed. But is it true? Or is it
only the President’s theory unsustained by facts, as the conditions which
confront us when examined will abundantly prove?

This theory has been so many times disproved and shown to be utterly
groundless by exhibitions of the pricesat which ourmanufactories pro-
duce the goods consumed by our people that to repeat them would be
useless. Bat, inasmuch as the President makes a special effort to con-
vinee the farmer and agriculturist that he is imposed upon and fear-
fully injured by protection, I will be pardoned for a single attempt to
nail the false theory he seemsso anxious to have believed like base coin.

Farmers use cuf nails. In the year 1887 we made in this country
6,908,870 kegs of these useful articles of 100 pounds to the keg. The
gross price of iron nails on the 16th of April last at Pittsburgh was
$1.90 per keg. The dufy imposed by the existing tariff on cut nails
is 1} eents per pound. Now, if the President is correct, the people of
the Uniled States paid $8,616,087.50 more for nails alone than they
could have purchased them for, but for the ““vicious and illogical?’
tariff. And it follows also that the same nails could have been bought
in New York from English or Belgian nail-makers at 65 cents per keg
of 100 pounds.

*Mr. Chairman, there is not a Democrat in my Congressional district
that believes the Presidentisright. Hemay think he is honest possibly,
but he will-tell you the Chief Executive of this great nation has got
beyond his depth and is dealing in theories that he does not compre-
hend. The logic is all on his side, but where are the facts? There is
something in this protection business that is hard for a theoretical free-
trader to understand, something *‘that giveth and yet increaseth.”

Mr. Chairman, when a mere lad I stood in front of a country store
in Ohio and saw a six-horse team, such as Thomas Corwin so graph-
ically described, come lumbering up the road with its broad-tired wheels
and its wagon-bed with heavy bows covered with linen that was spun
and woven by hand. If was laden with 5 tons of merchandise, not a
box or bale or cask of which had changed its place in that wagon since
it was loaded in Chestnut street, Philadelphia. How many weary
weeks had been consumed in the journey over the Alleghanies I do not
know, but I learned since then that freight paid by the pioneer mer-
chant in Ohio on that load of goods was $6 per 100 pounds. About
that time the State of Pennsylvania proceeded to build a canal to the
‘West for the purpose of cheapening transportation and extending the
commerce of her metropolis.

Thke farmers and teamsters of that State, many of them, were de-
cidedly opposed to such a scheme. They were logicians like our Pres-
ident, and they demonstrated (to themselves) that when a canal-boat
laden with 80 tons of freight could be hauled by a single mule, when
it required sixteen six-horse teams to do the same work, the teamster’s
occupation would be gone, the farmers would no longer have a market
for either horses oroats, and rnin was sure to come. Dut the canal was
built and the farmer lived to see the prices of horses, oats, and farms
doubled and quadrupled by the very condition from which he expected
nothing but disaster. What was the matter with the Pennsylvania
farmer? Mr. Chairman, it was simply this: He had never had an ex-
perience that causéd him to look beyond the mere logic of the prop-
osition to those forces and influences that were sure to come and con-
tradict his theory, and that is what ails our President and all advocates
of free trade.

But gentlemen on the other side tell us that protection does not pro-
tect the Jaborer. A few fizures, taken from industries in my own im-
mediate neighborhood, will show this statement to be as groundless as
the one I have just discussed. I refer to coal mining, window-glass
manufacturing, and bottle blowing, and give the following tables of
prices paid in England, in Belgiom, and in the United States. The
prices paid are gathered from parties in whom I bave the utmosf confi-
dence, and the figures they give are, as I personally know, exact.

COATL MINING.

Hon. Thomas Burt, M. P. for the Northumberland district in Eng-
land, writing from Newecastle-upon-Tyne under date of April 23 last,
gives a full account of the hours of labor and wages of theemployds en-
gaged in eoal mining in that district, from which the following statement
is made and the earnings of employés tabulated :

The hours of adults in the coal mines of Northumberland vary from seven to
ten, from the timethey leave the surface till they return, or, to quote the words
of the act, ‘'from bank tobank.” The coal-hewers—whoare the great ty
of the workmen—are employed about seven hours, The hewers' work is ex-
ceedingly bard, and any one who has done it or seen it done,

WILL THINXK THE HOURS m::i:; EXOUGH.

Deputies, stone-men, shifters, and laborers generally work eight hoursaday.
In some cases rolley-way men and others employed in the transit of coal work
ten hours a day. This longer period, however, applies only to comparatively
few underground workers. Banksmen, serecners, and other persons employed
on or about the pit-head usually work ten hours, and in some few cases eleven
lhiours per day.

Having given the hours of labor, I proceed to state the rate of wages paid as
the present time. Tmmfm. per day, 1s.; drivers, 1s.2d.; putters are paid by
the piece or score, and their average earnings are 25, 0}d. per day. In the case
of adultls the following wages are paid: Coal-hewers average, 45, 7d. per day;
stone men, about 4s.; deputies, 45, 34d.; shifters, 3s. Officialsare paid asfollows:
Overmen, £2; back-overmen, master shifters, and master wastemen, 32s. per
wee

The earnings above stated, compared with wages paid for similar
service in coal-mines of my district, are as follows:
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Employés. N""f;ﬁgf‘”" Tllinois.
Trappers r day £0.24 | £0.75to §0.90
Drigeg:; = do.. .28 1.25to 2.25
LT .. ¢ v s onn sa ks do. .67 1.25t0 2.25
Coal-hewers (miners) while employed...... do... 1.10 *1.25
Stone-men do .98 2.00to 2.25
Shifters .72 1L.50to 2.25
DIVOITRBI. oaiieiissaasisdasnsnarsssainesa 40, 00 1.00to 1.50
Deputy overmen do...run . 3L.50 65,00

# Year round,

Now, take the window-glass and glass-bottle industries, both of which
have obtained a foothold in my own neighborhood, and compare the
wages paid in the State of Illinois with the wages paid for same service

performed in foreign countries: ¢

Table of wages paid for making window-glass in° Belgium and Iilinois.

]
Pittsburgh and

|
| Belgiom, | the West.

Employés,

|

Blowers... per month..., *§75.00 | §125.00 to §150,00
Gatherers do...... *25.00 70,00 to  90.00

Iatt B do...... *25.00 | 100.00 to 140.00
Assistant flatteners.............coe do...... *]2.00 45.00
Cutters do 25.00 |-+ 90.00 to 130.00
Master shearers Ao 30,00 90. 00
Shearers do 15.00 45.00
Pot-makers do 90,00
Laborers do. 35.00 to  40.00

* About.

Some blowers will make muchmore than the amount stated, but that
is exceptional.

The wages in Belginm are for much longer hours and a greater num-
ber of days per annum. The workmen in the United States have aver-
aged only about thirty-two weeks per year since 1883.

Next comes bottle-making. In Belgium and England first-class bot-
{le-blowers get from $1.60 to $1.75 per day, while the earnings of the
same class of workmen in Illinois amount to from §5.50 to §6 per day.
Laborers of various kinds around boftle-works in Belgium and England |
get from 40 to 50 cents per day, while the same laborers in Illinois ar
paid from $1.75 to $2.50. These figures tell the story.

WHO ASES FOR A CHANGE?

Mr, Chairman, who has petitioned Congress for the removal of duties
on imported goods? Have mechanics or laboring men, manufacturers
or operatives, mill-owners or workers in mills, mine-owners or miners,
petitioned for a redunction of the tariff? How many agriculturists have
asked for the passage of the Mills bill? There has been next to no
demand for tariff rednction from the people of the United States.
England and the Democratic party on this floor alone seem to be in a
praying mood for the reduction of tariff rates. Has anybody save dis-
tillers asked that the internal-revenue tax on whisky should remain
undisturbed? On the other hand, is it not true that two hundred
thousand of as and as earnest men and women as inhabit the
several States have asked for the removal of that tax, knowing that
it enables the producers of alcoholic drinks to wield their questionable
business so as to make immense profits and at the same time create a
political power which no other combine in the country can equal, not
a jot or tittle of which is withheld from the Democratic party on elec-
tion day in every town, city, or hamlet in this broad land ?

Mr. Chairman, for one I am ready to repeal the internal-revenue tax
on spirits, and in that way to reduce the surplus and break up the great
whisky trust, for I think that rich and powerful combination, which
now not only manufactures whisky, but builds its saloons and hires
its bartenders in every place desirable for their nefarious business where
the law permits, would fall to pieces in a single year after the repeal of
the Government tax onwhisky. I am notseeking for a way to promote
the rum traffic; I am not anxious to lighten the burden of the rum-
seller, In any municipality where public sentiment practically fails
to prohibit the sale of intoxicants as a beverage, let the highest possi-
ble tax be levied on the retailer for the sole benefit of the tax-payer in
those counties where the immense cost of the crime they cause to be
committed has to be borne.

1 pity the man who can look with indifference on that great de-
stroyer of life, happiness, property, and good morals, dram drinking,

* which lays a heavy hand on the happiness and prosperity of the labor-
ing men of this conntry. Of the nine hundred millions annually ex-
pended for drink it i= safe to presume that one-half of it is taken from
the pockets of laboring men, and for this vast contribution there comes
no return hat misery and crime. How many snug homes, filled with
such comforts and delights as the human heart craves, would this
worse than wasted sum bring to the family, making the light of hope
and love to shine where now the thick darkness of despair so often casts

its baneful shadow. 8ir, show to me that by my voice or vote I can

© Mav 18,

even restrain this great evil in a practical way, and that voice and vote
will not be wanting.

Talk of trusts; there is the Cotton-seed oil trust, the Standard Oil
trust, and transportation combines, not one of which has any rela-
tion to tariff protection, but greater and more powerful than any in
this country is the whisky trust. It and the Democratic party are
one in interest—they are united in life, and in death they will not be
divided. The internal-revenue tax on whisky will not be disturbed by
Democratie votes, for this tax is the nmbilical cord that insures the
existence of both. It signifies its wish that the tax on whisky shall
remain undisturbed, and the ready response of the President is, your
wishes shall be gratified whatever may be the effect on the manufact-
uring interests of the nation that need protecting; and the Speaker,
more than ready to sustain such a policy, so frames the committee that
whisky is safe. .

NATURE OF THE CONFLICT.

Mr. Chairman, the political conflict in which we are now engaged is
the nddenda to the late conflict of arms, and it has not come an hour
too soon. The issue is made so clear by the action of the President
that the disgunises of this bill are of but little account. Free Trade vs.
Protection is the title of the canse now on trial before the American
people, and upon which we as jurors will in a few days be compelled
to vote. That such is its trne character is understood both by the
workingmen of America and the manufacturers of England. In proof
of this I beg leave to insert here a copy of a preamble and resolutions
adopted at a mass meeting of workingmen held at Cooper Union, New
York, on the 8th instant, which reads as follows:

Whereas the so-called Mills tariff bill, now under discussion in the House of
Repr tives, by placing on the free-list many articles that come into com-
petition with the produets of American labor,and by sweeping reductions in
the duties upon others, menaces the ruin of many of our industries, and would,
if enacted into a law, entail great loss of employment and widespread suffering
among working people; and

Whereas the workingmen of this country have been contemptuously denied
nhhell:?lns ba the majority of the Ways and Means Committee, which framed
the bill; an

W hereas it is now apparent to every workingman that the prevailing agita-
tion of the tariff question and the proposed reduction of duties are destroying
confidence in business, reducing wages in some occupations and stopping alto-
gether the wages in others:

Therefore, we, the workingmen of the city of New York, in mass meeting as-
sembled, earnestly protesting against the passage of the Mills tariff bill and
against any and all measures of a similar character which threaten the labor
and industry of our country and propose to lower the American standard of
wages, do hereby deelare and proagaim the following resolutions:

Resolved, That we demand of the Representatives in Congress from this city
that they not only vote against this most recent attack on the prosperity of
American labor, but that they use their utmost endeavors to secure its defeat,

Resolved, That we protest against a bill which puts raw material on the free-
list when that so-called raw material is the product of American labor,

Resolved, That we protest against a bill which would break down the barrier
which defends American labor from competition with the pauper labor of Eu-
rople and Atai.a. aud aims to reduce our families to the foreign level of cheapness
and poverty.

Resolved, That we demand that the internal-revenue war taxes be repealed,
and that protection to American labor be maintained and made more effective.

Resolved, That we call upon our fellow-workingmen in all parts of the Jand to
rise up and denounce the Mills tariff bill as & menace to our welfare and to our
rights as citizens, which threatens to deprive us of the opportunities of educa-
tion afforded by the American system of ]lf‘ih wages, and we denounce as a
fraud the free-trade argument that the cost of living in this country is increased
in 1pmpm-t.ion to the rates of duty on imports, except as we choose and are able
to live better here than our unfortunate rivals in foreign countries.

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent to the President and to every
member of Congress,

And should any dounbt exist in any mind as to how the manunfacturers
of England regard this movement, it would be dispelled by the follow-
ing, from the London Saturday Review, which is only one out of twenty
English editorials on the sabject which are of similar import. It says
that the message deals with a question which is as interesting to Eng-
lishmen as Americans, and it adds:

President Cleveland has devoted himsell entirely to the tariff. It isim
sible to recast this without touching directly the pockets of every citizen of the
United States and indirectly influencing the commercial interests of the world.
The President and the Democratic leaders have finally decided that they have
nothing to gain by keeping measure any longer with the protectionists. They
have, from whatever motive, resolved to adopt the free-trade policy. Nothing
can be more explicit than the President’s lan . “*The gimple and plain
duty which we owe the people is to reduce taxation to the necessary expenses
of an economical operation of the Government, and to restore to the business
of the country the money which we hold in the Treasury.” In America this
means free trade.,

Mr. Chairman, whatever may be the decision of Congress on this
question, it will be reviewed by the court of last resort in this country,
the citizen, whose scepter of power isa free ballot, and to that grandest
tribunal on earth this case must be submitted; and for one I ean not
doubt as to what the verdict will be. The good sense of the American
people has never been appealed to in vain; their instinctive tendency is
to right action, and whenever occasion calls for their serious thought
an expression of their judgment has thus far proven to be indeed the
voice of God. Mr. Chairman, in dignity and independence there is no
sovereign on earth who can compare with the intelligent, independent,
and fearless citizen of the United States who does not hold an office
and who aspires to none. Such a one is withont a peer, except it be
his fellow-citizen in like condition. To such the destiny of the Re-
public is committed, and the first century of matchless progress through
which they have conducted it justifies the faith that centuries to come
will add to its glory and renown.
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Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, the President in his recent mes-
sage apprised Congress that the proceeds of surplus taxation in the Treas-
ury by June 30, the end of the current fiscal year, may be expected to
reach the sum of §140,000,000, including prior accumulations, or, more
closely stated, the sum of one hundred and thirteen millions, apart from
prior accumulations, over and above all anthorized expenses, including
the sinking fund for the current fiscal year, In reference to this con-
dition, he proceeds:

Our scheme of taxation, by means of which this needless surplus is taken from
the people and put into the public Treasury, consists of a tmgﬂ’ or duty levied
upon importations from abroad, and internal-revenue taxes levied upon the con-
sumption of tobacco and spirituous and maltliquors. It must he conceded that
none of the things subjected to internal-revenue taxation are, strietly speaking,
necessaries, There appears to be no just complaint of this taxation by the con-
sumers of these articles, and there seems to be nothing so well able to bear the
burden without hardship to any portion of the people,

But our present tariff laws, the vicious, inequitable, and illogical source of
unnecessary taxation, ought to be at once revised and amend These laws,
as their primary and plain effect, raise the price to consumers of all articles im-
ported and subject to duty by precisely the sum paid for such duties, Thus
the amount of the duty measures the tax paid by those who purchase for use
these imported articles.

From this utterance I understand the President to be averse to any
reduction in internal taxation, as that mode of taxation affords, as he
says, “‘no just complaint,”’ and that *‘nothing is so well able to bear
the burdens without hardship toany portion of the people.’”” He further
says our tariff laws are ‘‘the vicious, inequitable, and illogical source
of unnec taxation,”” and “‘ought to be at once revised and
amended,” and with intent ‘‘to enforce an earnest recommendation
that the surplus revenues of the Government be prevented by the re-
duction of our customs duties,’’ he urged upon Congress ‘‘immediate
consideration’’ of these matters to the exclusion of all others.

These are distinct declarations and not susceptible of doubtful con-
struction. In substance it is asserted that the reductions necessary
should be made through the means of additions to the free-list and
lower rates of duty on importations.

In the presence of such language, emanating from the Executive, au-
thorized by direction of the Constitution to communicate and—
from time to time give to Congress information of the state of the Union,and
recommend to their consideration such measuresas he shall judge necessary
and expedient—
it is the imperative requirement of the representatives of the people of
the United States to give fair, intelligent, and prompt attention to the
suggestions made. I have done so, and as a remedy for the evils pict-
ured, I introduced and had referred to the Committee on Ways and
Meauns, on March 12 last, a bill—
to reduce and equalize duties on imports, to reduce internal-revenue taxes, and
for other purposes,

An examination of the provisions of the bill mentioned shows the
remedies I would apply are at variance with those recommended by the
President. He seeks to prevent the continuance of surplus revenue by
a resorb to changes in our customs duties only. The remedy I propose
is through arepeal of internal-revenue taxes as well as by a full revis-
ion of the tariff, as promised to the people by the Democratic conven-
tion which assembled in Chicago in 1884.

The reductions provided for in the bill alluded to would aggregate
on internal taxation about $70,000,000. It repeals the entire internal
tax on tobacco and fruit brandies; it repeals the license tax on whole-
sale and retail dealers, leaving these for such control by State authority
as the respective States may see fit; it makes all alcohol used in the
arts and manufactures free, and reduces the tax on whisky to 50 cents
per gallon. 1

These taxes have always been the last to be levied and the first to be
repealed when no longer needed. It was the boast of Jefferson that
he bad given the death-blow to the excise tax, ‘‘that most vexatious
of all taxes,” at the commencement of his administration; and among
other things for which he received the thanks of the Legislature of his
Eu;]ti;a‘ §tate on his retirement from office was for ‘*internal taxes abol-
ished.

The first tax also to be repealed after the war of 1812 was the excise
tax, which was recommended by Madison, and was the first law en-
acted under the administration of Monroe.

The Democratic convention of 1884 declared that ‘‘ the system of
direct taxation known as the internal revenue is a ‘war tax,’ ”’ and this
declaration, taken in connection with other declarations in the plat-
form which I will quote further on, clearly establishes the fact that the
opinion of the convention was that the internal-revenue *‘ war’’ taxes
should first go, and should all go whenever a sifficient sum was real-
ized from custom-house taxes to meet the expenses of the Government,
economically administered. We are practically in such condition now,
and o troe response to these instructions warrants the repeal of the in-
ternal laws to the extent the bill proposes.

I favor now, as I havealways done, a total repeal of the internal-reve-
nue taxation. [Applause.] In the bill which I introduced I proposed
to sweep all these taxes off thestatute-book except 50 cents on whisky,
and I would transfer the collection of that tax to the customs officials,
if upon examination and reflection it was found to be practicable,

Some of the reasons which induced me to form this judgment and

now to adhere to this course I can not better state than by a repetition
of some of my former expressions in this connection:

With Albert Gallatin I have regarded the excise or internal-revenue taxes as
offensive to the genius of our people, and tolerated by the framers of the Con-
stitution only as a measure of necessity in the emergency of war, and that just
80 soom as the occasion for them had passed away they should cease to exist.
He and Thomas Jefferson, as the very first act of Jefferson's administration, se-
cured a re of internal taxes and relieved the people from their inuqual‘ity.
inc&u]sitm' | 3 , and of oflicials clothed with dangerous powers.
Only in these latter days have I heard men calmly claim these war taxes are
still necessary—a generation after the war which gave rise to them had closed,
And it is a very suggestive and suspicious feature of the affair that those upon
whom the tax is laid clamor loudly against its being taken off, regarding it no
doubt as a protection against competition to the large monopolies,

To substantiate the ground taken by me in that letter, I will refer to
two authorities. I will read first from Blackstone’s Commentaries
(book 1, pages-317, 318) to show excise is a war tax:

But at the same time the rigor and arbitrary proceedings of excise laws seem
hardly compatible with the temper of a free nation. For the frauds that might
be committed in this branch ot the revenue, unless a strict watch is kept, make
it necessary, wherever it is , to give the officers the power of entering
and searching the houses of such as deal in excisable commodities at any hour
ht ‘I:ié:ewi.se. And the proceedings in
sudden.

of the day, and, in many cases, of the n'
cases of &r’nnsg"resaion are SUMMATY an
L] - - L3 L]

* ®

However, its ' original establishment was in 1643, and its progress was gradual
both sides protesting it should continue no longer than to the end of the war,
and then be utterly abolished. * * * Bat from its first origin to the present
time its very name has been odiousto the peopleof England.’”” Ithas been kept
up, however, to supply the enormous sums necessary to carry on the continental
wars of Europe.

So believed Jefferson; and let us next see what he did. I read from
Schouler’s History of the United States, volume 2, page 21:

In economy and retrenchment the President had already made a beginning
by reducing the diplomatic establishment and consolidating some revenue of-
fices subject to executive control. The movement now contemplated was to
abolish that whole system of internal taxation, which he had heartily detested
as tyrannous, burdensome, and liable to abuse of patronage:; which had always
been unpopular in the Middle and Southern country, and which cost more than
the first three years’ net produce to put down resistance to its collection. But
excise receipts had risen gradually to the neighborhood of §1,000,000, and many
feared that the Treasury would suffer if this resource was suddenly eut off,
Jefferson had, however, gone over the ground carefully with Secretary Galla-
tin; against the present yield of the internal taxes they set off what the Gov-
ernment might. safely economize elsewhere.

Customs duties alone would, as they correctly surmised, supply a revenue
sufficient to support the Federal establishment, and, besides paying interest on
the public debt, extinguish its principal, should peasce continue, in fiftezn or
eighteen years. Federalists weood-cr-2utone, sl ihies witl ends 1o .
tried to induee a repeal, only 1. ! . bl e T
and with the down of th ntehuniios
of the Administration.

In addition I then said o ¢
system were abolished to-"ay -
scare us, while the admini '« /o0 of
purer and better.

On the tariff the bill embraces o revision of the entire system on
principles believed to be in harmony with the last authoritative decla-
ration of the Democratic party, from which I quote, as follows:

From the foundation of this Government taxes collected at the custom-house
Pml?; been the chief source of the Federal revenue. Such they must continue
o be.

sl 1f this Inlernni-isvcuva
» sarplus revenie o
+wvonld Le readared

® ® L ] L ® L] L]

All taxation should be limited to the requirements of economical govern-
ment. The necessary reduction in taxation can and must be effected without
depriving American labor of the ability to compete suweast’ullfr with foreign
labor and without 1mposmg]ower rates of t_iut{ than will be ample to coverauy
i d of p tion which may exist in consequence of the higherrate
of wages existing in this country.

This declaration of principles clearly recognizes the fact thata differ-
ence exists in the cost of the production of commodities in this and
other countries in consequence of the higher rate of wages existing in
this country, and declares for duties ample to cover this difference.

This is the eardinal principle that must govern in any intelligent re-
vision of our tariff. Our industrial system differs from that of any
other country in the important fact that labor in this country receives
a much larger share of what is annually produced than in any other.
It is believed to be demonstrable that this advantage to labor can be
maintained only by giving to our industries protection equal to the
difference. Whether this difference be expressed by wages or by what
wages will command for wage-earners, does not matter in the final
analysis. The question is, what proportion of theannual products of
labor and capital combinded does labor receive, and how much larger
is that proportion in our m than in any other? It may not ba
possible to state exactly this difference, but statistics are abundant
enough to proye that the difference is largely in favor of American
labor. Noone will deny that an industrial system under which annual
products are most widely distributed and in which labor receives as its
share a larger proportion is the better system.

As the name of Edward Atkinson has been referred to in this debate,
publishing his opinion which was given a long while ago, let us see how
he speaks of recent events in his late article on *‘Low prices, high
wages, small profits; what makes them?’ He says that—

Since the end of the civil war, in 1865, and yet more since the so-called panie
uf 1873, there has been greater progress in common welfare among the people
of this country than ever before. It has been the period in which there has been
the greatest application of science and invention to the production and distrie
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bution of food that ever occurred in any single generation in the history of this
or any other country; and food is the prime necessity of material life, * * =
The cost of the material for food, of maierials for clothing, boots, and shoes, and
of fuel, probably represents about 70 per cent. of the cost of living on the part of
well-to-do mechanies, railway employés, or of other persons in analogous ocon-
pations who may be considered in the average position of working people. All
these elements of life have declined very greatly in their prices in the period
under consideration. * * * Some one wise‘l?' and wittily said that *' It
;]ooeg’::otmuch matter what happens to the millionaire; how is it with the mill-
n
If it ghall appear that out of this great reduction in prices the millions have
i ad:.lﬁher wages ; that hundreds of thousands of families have gained better
g:u greater comfort in life; while those who have suffered temporary
loss have been only the rich who have been incapable of adjusting themselves
tothe new conditions, or the unskilled poor who have been unable to grasp the
greater opportunities for welfare which invention has offered them, then may
we not come to the conclusion that diminished profitsand low prices are merely
the complement of higher wages and lower cost, and are therefore most certain
indications of general progress from poverty to welfare, yet sun leaving the
problem open, how to help the unskilled poor?

This would seem to settle the question as to whether we shounld ad-
here to the beneficent policy pursued of eneou.n:i'.ng and protecting
our own home manufactures by the protectior which necessarily resnlts
from any proper adjustment of duties in any tariff bill for the purpose
of raising revenue to carry on the Government economically adminis-
tered. It demonstrates nnmistakably the truth of what those who
agree with me have contended wonld be theresnult. To increase wages
products must be increased, for in the end wages are but the laborers’
share of products. While a dollar may buy more in another country
than here, a day’s labor, which is the crucial test, will exchange for
more of the necessaries and comforts of life here thau anywhere else,
[Applause. ]

Under free trade this advantage which acerues to Iabor wonld disap-
pear. Itisimpossible that it shonld be otherwise; for if a tariff does
nof in itself give higher wages to labor, it does preserve from destrue-
tive competition a system in which labor can and does receive asits re-
ward better wages or a larger share of the fruits of its own toil than
in any other system. No two industrial systems side by side, with
labor in one receiving double the wages of labor in the other, conld
long exist under free trade between them. Too much stress can not
be laid upon such facls as these, because on them hinges the neces-
sity of protecting American industries, in order to preserve the ad-
vantages to labor that have arisen under them; and who would wish
to see that system overthrown and mconslfructe& on the basis of other
countries, with labor kept at the level of a bare existence, and with no
hope of ever bettering that condition?

Before proceeding i expiain the principles and provisions of the bill
which I introduced, as it affects the tariff, I will stop to refer to a few
of the fundamental propositions which have been persistently main-
tzined throughout this debate, and which appear to exereise a control-
ling influence over the opinions of so many.

First. That duties are alwaysadded to the price which the consumer
must pay.

On articles not produced in this country thisis doubtlessly true,as a
general rule, and measurably true also on articles in part produced in
this country but not sufficient to supply the entire demand. But on
all those commodities produced in sufficient abundance to supply, or
measurably supply the home market, different principles control. In
that case competition, where it is free to operate, determines the prices
of the various products and the foreign producer comes to thisas a
market where prices are fixed, and the duties are what he pays for the
privilege of entering our market. [Applause.]

Another erroneous proposition is that duties on articles produced in
this country are a tax or bounty which the consumer pays to the man-
ufacturer, by means of which the manufacturer derives larger profits
than prevail in other industries.

If this were trae it is not easy to see what justification conld be of-
fered for the committee bill any more than for the preseat tariff laws.
But that this, as a general rule, is erroneous hecomes apparent enough
on a closer\examination of the laws of trade which prevail under all

ms.

That there is a tendeney in every industrial system to an equaliza-
tion of profits on capital and wages of labor is an admitted principle of
political economy. Adam Smith long ago laid down the proposition
that larger profits in one industry than in others could not long prevail
in the same country. Other economists state the same principle. Sup-
pose that, with our industries constituted as they are, we formed a
world by ourselves, would it be claimed that one class, as consumers,
paid a perpetnal tax to another class, as producers? Would not rather
the economie law just stated prevail? Such would be the condition,
too, under a tariff entirely prohibitory. The same law, too, operates
under a tariff that covers the difference in the cost of production be-
tween this andother countries.

Of course the tendency to an equalization of profits on capital and
wages of labor never reaches a dead-level, because of the varying con-
ditions and influences under which production and consumption go on.

From these principles it follows that all who participate in an indus-
trial system are partakers of its benefits, whether they are employed
in one industry or another—not the manufacturer alone, but the la-
borer ; in short, all who produce and exchange products are alike bene-

fited under this system, and that is the system we seek to continue by
a proper adjuostment of tariff duties. Only those who have fixed in-
comes or are in office for life with fixed, salaries, would be benefited by
the overthrow of this system and the establishment of free trade. But
this is the last class that has a right to complain.

Still another assumption is that any class of producers—for instance,
the agricultural class or the wage-earners—could continue indefinitely
to sell their products, or their services, in our present higher market,
and *at the same time buy the products or the services of others in
cheaper markets. That this is not possible es clear enongh on
the most casual examination. If the farmer ceases to buy the products
of the manufgcturers, he will certainly cease to sell to them, and must
sell his products in the market where he buys what he consumes him-
self. Suppose last year we had manunfactured a thousand millions’
worth less than we did and had gone abroad for these products, ex-
pecting to pay for them with agricultural products; could a thonsand
millions more of agrienltural products have been sold abroad at the price
such products brought here? We sold all the wheat and cornand meat
products that Europe would take at the prices that prevailed. Who
can tell at what prices Europe wonld have taken even five hundred
millions or one hundred millions more of our agricultural products
than she did take? The mere statement of the proposition is enough
to disclose the error on which it is founded, and shows the importance
of uniting manufactures with agriculture, or, as Jefferson states it, put
the manufacturer by the side of the farmer. In fact, both must, in
our country, depend almost exclusively on our home market. It is
folly, if not a crime, to attempt a change in these respects, It would
bring ruin and bankruptey without the possibility of having such a re-
sult accomplished. The greater the diversity of industries in any
country, the greater the wealth-producing power of the people, and
the more thereds for labor and capital to divide, and the more independ-
ent that country becomes. [Applause.]

I now come to the principles on which the bill I have introduced is
{framed.

The bill embraces a full revision of the tariff,

1% earriesto the free-list many articles which enter into consumption
as raw material, or otherwise, and in the produetion of which there is
no injurious competition between this and other countries.

In fixing the tariff rates the aim has been to adjust the duties as
nearly as possible to cover the difference in the cost ol production in
this and other countries, arising from the different conditions I have
stated. This rule has been extended to all the industries embraced in
our system where climatic or other caunses do not put us at a disad-
vantage in earrying on production.

In working out the details of the bill under these principles it has
been my purpose to lower the duties wherever possible and reduce the
revenues.

But here we come upon priuciples that require careful attention. Be-
tween the extremes of free trade on the one hand and a prohibitory tariff
on the other there are three principles, one or the other of which must
governs in levying a tariff. First, revenue only, or an even rate of duty
on all imports, just high enongh to yield the revenue needed to support
the Gorernment.

Second, maximum revenue; that is, a tariff that will yield the largest
possible revenue.

Third, a tariff to cover the difference in ccst of production in this
and other countries. :

The points important to consider in connection with these principles
is, that the line of *‘revenue only’’ falls below either of the others, and
that the line of maximum revenue (which is the largest product resnlt-
ing from multiplying the rate of duty on any article by the quantity
imported) is always and necessarily below the line of difference in the
cost of production. Consequently, to lower the rate of duty, until the
lineof maximumrevenue is d, mustresult in an increase of revenues
and not a decrease. To reduce therate from the line of maximum rev-
enue down,will result, of course, in reduced revenues. On the other
hand, to raise the rate until the line of maximum revenue is reached,
is to increase thq revenues; but from the line of maximum revenue up,
an increase in the rate of duty necessarily resunlts in reduced revenues.
To ignore these principles is to act blindly, and any computations cal-
culated to show the results of changes in the tariff’ that do not take
these facts into account are ntterly worthless.

An all-important consideration in connection with these principles,
as will be seen from a close inspection, is that, in order materially to
reduce revenues by reducing the rate of duties on competing industries,
it is necessary to go below the maximum revenue line, that is, helow
the line of fair or even competition, and give the advantage to foreign
manufacturers,

It is for this reason, it is believed, that the committee bill in very
many cases, and especially where ad valorem duties are substituted
for existing specific rates, will result in an increase rather. than a de-
crease of the revenues.

To determine just where the line of difference in cost falls is, of
course, in many instances, difficult; but it may be safely assumed,
and has been adopted as a governing rule in preparing the bill I have

introduced, that when the importations in any line of commodities is




1888.

. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

4395

large and increasing from year to year (and no good reason appears why
the things can not be as well produced here), that the duties are below
the cost line, and that the advantage is with the foreign producer. If
prodaction in the same line is diminished, or suspended altogether, in
this country, it becomes proof positive that the advantage is too great
to be overcome without a readjustment of duties.

Where importations are light or not increasing, it may consistently
be assumed that the duties are quite high enough and in many cases
may be safely reduced; and in case the indunstries are of such a nature
as to permit trusts or combinations of any kind to raise prices above
the level of prices or profits in other industries, then it becomes im-
portant that the cost line should be closely adhered to.

It is less important, of course, to apply this rule rigidly where prices
are regulated throngh free competition. Insuch cases, under the eco-
nomic principlesIThave stated, the tendency is always to a general level
in profits, wages, and prices in all industries.

And before leaving this point I wish to state distinetly that if in any
case it can be made to appear that the measure I have proposed gives
more protection than is needed to cover the difference in the cost of
production, I am ready to lower it; on the contrary, if in any instance
the rate of duty is tgp low to cover this difference, I am ready to help
raise it; and on this prineiple in the bill, I have offered the duty on a
few articles has been increased, as I shall later on explain.

Again, if it is made to appear that tle present duties, or the rates
proposed in my bill in any way are made use of, or can be, to foster
monopolies, I stand ready to apply the remedy. Monopolies may and
do exist, with or withouy the tariff. Certainly the greatest monopolies
and trusts in this country now—the Standard Oil trust, the whisky
trust, the cottonseed-oil trust, and others I might name, have no con-
nection with our tariff laws. I have never advocated a tariff for the
{mrpose of supporting monopolies, but for the protection of labor, and

am for the protection of labor, not at one stage merely, but at all
stages in the production of any commodity. I am for the protection
and maintenance of an industrial system that allows to labor better re-
ward than any other. I believe such a system to be the ontgrowth of
our better form of government and onr higher civilization, and thatits
owrthri)w will endanger the very existence of our institutions. [Ap-
plause.

ADMINISTRATIVE FEATURES OF THE BILL, SPECIFIC DUTIES.

The late Secretary Manning signalized his administration of the

Treasury Department by a more complete and thorough inguiry into

the administration of the customs service than had ever been attempted
by his predecessors. His annual reports for the years 1886 and 1887 on
the collection of duties, his report on the revision of the tariff in Feb-
ruary, 1886, and his various special communications to the Committees
on Finance and Ways and Means of Congress, are monuments of his
marvelous, elfective, and conscientious labors in this regard. In all
these he urged a thorough and complete revision of the tariff and the
elimination of its many ambiguities, which had led to endless disputes
and litigation and consequent hardships to importers and losses to all
interests concerned. He urgently and repeatedly dwelt upon the ne-
cessity for the substitution of specific for ad valorem duties wherever
practicable, not only in the interest of good administration, but as a
guard against fraud and to protect the honest trader.

In these viewsrespecting specific dnties he was supported by the al-
most uhanimous opinions of the leading importing merchants as well
as the principal manufacturers of the country, whose testimony on the
subject he transmitted to Congress with his report on the revision of
the tariff,

The customs officers, charged with the immediate work of apprais-
ing imports and collecting duties, also gave emphatic and convincing
testimony to the importance of the adoption of the system of specific
instead of ad valorem rates. -

The present Secretary of the Treasury, in an able letter to the chair-
man of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House, dated June
14, 1886, presented unanswerable arguments in favor of the applica-
tion of specific duties in place of high ad valorem rates, particularly as
to silks, laces, embroideries, and leather gloves.

In submitting schedules covering these articles and recommending
their adoption by Congress, he said:

Should the r in made be adopted, it is confidently be-
lieved that the greater part of the contentions constantly prevailing at the port
of New York with respect to appraisements will disappear, importations by
regular merchants throughout the country become general, and the full duties
provided by the laws be secured at a diminished cost of collection.

In his last annual report to Congress he also used the following lan-
gunge:

Whatever the rates of customs taxation may be the laws for collection of the
same should be made as efficient as possible. In this the bona fide importer
who wishes to gain only the legitimate profits of his business, the home manu-
facturer, and laborer are equally interested, They all have a right to demand
that the laws be so administered as to give them every possible protection in
their business. The high ad valorem tariff of the last quarter of a century has
been fhe fruitful cause of devices to gain improper ﬂgv t at the t
house. It is, therefore, desirable that in revising and reducing rates of duty
they should be made specific instead of ad valorem sgo far as the nature of the
merchandise will permit. Theoretically considered ad valorem are preferable

to specific duties, but in practice, nnder such rates as we have had and must
continue to bave for years to come, the former are the too easy source of decepiion

dations F

and inequality at the enstom-house. Congress has it in its power to change,
from time to lime, as may be advisable, specific rates so as to meet any perma-
nent changes in values.

In matters relating purely to the administration of the laws I esteem
it to be the duty of Congress to consider carefully and to act upon the
advice df the executive officers, who know the facts and are charged
with the responsibility of the administration of the law, and in the prep-
aration of the bill presented by me I have conformed to this view; and
as a part of the work of revision of the tariff the aim has been to re-
move the incongrnities and inequalities with which it abounds and
which have been so frunitful of lawsnits and losses to the revenue and
merchants, and which have been obstacles in the way of honest and
orderly administration.

ADJUSTMESRT OF RATES,

In adjusting the rates under the various schedules information has

been sought and obtained, so far as practicable, from those having
knowledge of the industries affected, and these interests have been duly
considered in arranging the details of the bill,
* It is estimated that the customs revenue will be reduced by this bill
something over $20,000,000 per annum. These reductions are distrib-
nted throughout the variouns schedules, reductions being larger in some
than in others.

Of all the industries in this country those deriving least direct ben-
efit from tariff laws are the products of agricalture, and no material
reduction in rates on these products has been deemed advisable. One
important change proposed in one of the schedules is that imposing a
specific rate of duty on animals. This, it is believed, will prove a bet-
ter measure of protection to our stock-raisers and wool-growers. There
has been much complaint among wool-growers over the depression in
the domestic wool market since the enactment of the tariff’ in 1883.
This depression, it is believed, is in large measure due to evasions of
duty by the importation of wool tops and waste—which the bill cor-
rects—and the discrimination in our present tariff between worsted
and woolen cloths, which has well nigh driven worsted manufactures
from this country. - The Secretary of the Treasury, in his last annunal
report, refers to this interest in thesé words:

A conspicuous example of the inequalities of the tariff is found in the dis-
crimination in the rates of duty imposed on woolen and worsted cloths,

And adds:

There is much reason to believe that the manufacture of worsted cloths must
soon cease in this country unless the tariff law in this regard is amended.

Careful attention has been given in the bill to this subject, with a
view to remedy the evils complained of and to restore this important
industry to the United States. -

The time allotted to me in this discussion will not permit detailed
reference to the different schedules. This must be left to other ocea-
sions, but certain provisionsin the metal schedule having been sharply
assailed, I feel compelled to occupy a little time in the consideration of
a few items.

- THE METAL SCHEDULE,

In the metal schedule the reductions in rates apply to a majority of
the articles therein enumerated, and include iron and steel rails, bar-
iron, plate-iron, iron and steel fish-plates, nails and tacks, iron and steel
beams, girders, and other structaral iron, railway wheels, iron and steel
ingots for making wheels and tires, sheet-iron, hoop-iron, anchors, tubes,
axles, chains, screws, needles, horseshoes, mechaniecs’ tools, castings,
hollow-ware, copper, lead, and various other manufactures of metal.
A comparison of the two bills will show that the reduction of duties
extends to many more articles in this schedule than does the commit-
tee’s bill. Certain articles in this schedule, namely, bronze-powder,

rs’ iron, tin and terne plates, cotton-ties, iron and steel wire rods
and ingots, billets, slabs, and blooms, are dutiable under the present
tariff at such low rates, or at ad valorem rates which are so easily and
largely evaded, that their home production is either wholly prevented
or seriously restricted, so that the greater part of the revenue derived
from this schedule comes from the large and constantly increasing im-
portation of these articles.

TIN-FLATE.

Particnlar ohjection has been made to the increased rate of duty pro-
vided for in the bill introduced by me above the existing law on tin-
plate. The present rate is 1 cent per pound, the proposed rate 2.10
cents per pound. This increase is necessary to secure the production
of tin-plate in the United States.

At present tin-plate making is practically unknown in this country,
though we are as well fitted to make it as England and Wales, from
which countries most of our tin-plate come. The Unifed States is
the largest consumer of tin-plate in the world. We take nearly two-
thirds of the prodaction of Great Britain. Within six years we have
paid British manufacturers over $100,000,000 for tin-plate, besides pay-
ing freight. This is too much money to send out of the conntry for
an article which we are capable of producing at home.

The valune at the port of export of the tin-plate imported during the
year ending June 30, 1887, was $16,883,813. As near as I can learn,
the total wages paid the British laborers in the production of the tin-

plate imported into the United Stateslast year were about $9,000,000.
My wish is that such amount be expended in our own country, and
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that it go to onr own wage-earners. The rate fixed would induce such
extended manufacture, that in my judgment, by reason of competition
and the law of demand and supply, the price wounld not be higher after
twelve months than we are now paying for the same article, and would
puf the manufacture of tin-plate where, by proper inspection laws,
it conld be kept free from poisonous adulterations when manufact-
ured for canning purposes. At the same time it would create such a de-
mand for labor as to give employment to every idle iron and steel worker
in the country, and thus enable labor to maintain a standard of wages
that would secure to the workingman reasonable remuneration and a
respectable livelihood. It would also give additional employment to
labor in the production of coal, iron ore, coke, limestone, and other
materials. There were imported into the United States about 255,000
gross tons of tin-plate in 1887, which represent 870,000 tons of iron
ore, 300,000 tons of limestone, 1,800,000 tons of coal and coke, 360,000
%ons of pig-iron, 5,000,000 pounds of lead, 25,000,000 pounds of tin,
12,000,000 pounds of tallow and palin oil, 35,000,000 pounds of sul-
phuric acid, 12,000,000 feet of lumber, and, in addition, fire-brick,
clay, oil, and other lubricants, hemp, ete. :
It would require sixty-eight large works of five trains of rolls each,
involving an outlay of $30,000,000 eapital, and employment to ahout
24,000 workmen, who would earn at least $12,000,000 in wages. All
this would be accomplished, I believe, without the least injury, within
oue year to any consumer of tin-plate in the United States.
COTTON-TIES,

Cotton-ties are used chiefly for baling cotton, rags—waste, and sim-
ilar articles. They are made of hoop-iron. The hoops are usnally 1
inch wide by No. 18 wire gauge thick, are cut to lengths of 11 feet
each, punched, have a buckle riveted or attached to them, are var-
nished or painted, and put into bundles of 50 pounds each.

The present rate on cotton-ties is one of the most marked inconsist-
encies of the tariff, as they bear a less rate of duty than the article
out of which they are made.

It is plain that these cotton-ties should not only bear no less a duty
than is levied on hoop-iron, of which they are made, but it is fair that
they should pay an additional duty, equal tothe additional labor cost.
They do not now hear the hoop-iron duty, and yet itis proposed in the
bill before the House to place cotton-ties on the free-list. In the act
of 1883 the duty was put at 35 per cent. ad valorem, which, on the in-
voice price, is equal to a duty of four-tenths of a cent a pound, while
No. 18 hoop-iron, 1 inch wide, bears a duty of 1.2 cents per pound.
It is thus seen that cotton-ties pay, under the existing law, but one-
third the duty on the articles from which they are made. Thisisa
positive discrimination against the home manufacturer in favor of the
foreign producer and shipper, and the foreigner to-day controls the
market in thiscountry. In 1837 the average invoice value per pound of
cotton-ties imported was 1§ cents. The average invoice value of hoop-
iron not thinner than No. 20, imported, was 24 cents per pound. In
other words, the cotton-ties made out of 1 and No. 18 hoop were in-
voiced at about one-half the invoice price of the hoop-iron out of
which they were made. The invoices on cotton-ties are undervalu-
ations, of course, and the injury done to the American manufacturers
is greatly aggravated by the application of an ad valorem duty, a sys-
tem which gives most protection where least is needed and the least
protection where most isneeded. Ina word, permits the foreign manu-
facturer and the American importer to fixthe rates of duty on imports,
and not those who administer our tariff laws.

The placing of cotton-ties on the free-list prevents any hope of their
production in the United States, for the rate of wages for rolling and
heating a ton of cotton-ties in England is $2.31; in Pittsburgh, $4.10,
nearly double, and so on all through. The cotton-growers of the cotton
belt do not suffer in any way as regards the price of cotton-ties. They
sell their entire bales, including ing and iron, at cotton rates, and
no tare is charged in this country and the charge abroad is borne by the
shipper. There is no reason or equity in the proposition to place this
article on the free-list.

WIRE RODS, ETC.
The clause in the present tariff as to wire rods reads as follows:

Iron or steel rivet, screw, nail, and fence, wire rods, round, in coils and loops,
not lighter than No. 5 wire gauge, valued at 3} cents or less per pound,six-
tenths of 1 cent per pound. Iron or steel, flat, with longitudinal ribs, for the
manufacture of fencing, six-tenths of a cent per pound,

In the bill which I introduced limitation to sizes smaller than No.
5 is abandoned, and the rate is based on value.

The present rates of duty are six-tenths of a cent per pound on sizes
not smaller than No. 5 wire gauge, and 45 per cent. ad valorem (ac-
cording to the rulings of the New York cnstom-house) on smaller sizes.
I pro to make it 1 cent per pound.

This rate will not, it is believed, on a fair valuation, exceed 45 per
cent., if it reaches that. Relative to the duties at present collected on
these articles, a statement from the Treasury Department says:

Steel wire rods lighter than No. 5 wire gauge, not being specially provided
for, fall under the provision “for all forms or kinds of steel not specially enu-
merated,” at 45 per cent. ad valorem, while both iron and steel wire rods above
No. 5 wire gauge are provided for at six-tenths of a cent per pound, or §13.44
per ton. Enormous quantities of the article lighter than No. 5 have been im-
perted at values which, at 45 per cent., have yielded o duty of only the equiva-

lent of £11 per ton. Thus alower rate of duly is apparently collected upon the
finer and more costly than upon the coarser and cheaper article.

The statistics show that the importations of iron and steel wire rods not lighter
than No. 5 wire gauge were invoiced at an average value in 1836 of about 1§
cents per pound, while steel wire rods lighter than No. b wire gauge were in-
voiced at an average value of only 1.1 centa per pound. This would seem to
indicate that the latter was undervalued, since (being finer) they are supposed
to be worth more than the article invoiced at 1§ cents.

It is impossible for our manufacturers to make wire rods under the
present tariff. Taking into account the price and the duty on pig-iron,
and the cost of the various processes necessary to convert it into wire
rods, including loss of material, the rate I propose is less than the aver-
age rates im on heavy bar-iron under the present tariff, and is the
same as is proposed by the bill reported by the Committee on Ways and
Means on ordinary bar-iron of coarser size. It should be borne in
mind that wire rods do not go directly into consumption by the people
in that form, but are mainly used by the manufacturers of wire. There
is no bill before Congress which proposes any reduction of rates of duty
on barbed, galvanized, and other wire used for fencing. These rates
have practically kept such foreign wire out of our market, and while
they remain unchanged there can be no appreciable increase in the price
to the farmer of his wire for fencing, notwithstanding an increase in
the duty on wire rods. .

During the year 1837 there was imported into the United States 334,-
(98,837 pounds of these rods, of which 247,730,164 pounds were steel,
lighter than No. 5 wire gangé, paying duty at 45 per cent. ad valorem,
equal to $10.80 per ton, which is less than the duty proj by the
bill of the committee on heavy railway bars, and is only $4.80 per ton
more than the same bill proposes on pig-iron. Even my colleague from
the Erie distriet, with his disposition to figure down the cost of manu-
facturing metals in this country, would hardly pretend that this margin
is sufficient to cover the difference between labor in this country and
abroad in the manufacture of this article.

The rate proposed in my bill is not more than sufficient to cover the
cost, and its adoption will give work to home laborers, prevent the
large and increasing importations, and result in large reduction of rev-
enue,

STEEL INGOTS, BLOOMS, AND SLABS,

In the bill which I introduced a change is made from ad valorem
duties, as authorized by existing law, to specific rates. The reason for
this is *“ to gnard against undervalnations which are shown to have been
extensively practiced, particularly in blooms and slabs, which have been
invoiced below 1 cent per pound. These undervaluations have been
sdoumes‘?r just complaint by reputable merchants and domestic pro-

ucers, -

That the present rates are too low is evident from the enormous in-
crease in importations since the act of 1883 went into effect. What that
increase has been will be seen from the following table:

Table showing the importation of various grades of steel, 1884-1887,

Articles, 1881 \ 1886. | 1887,
Bars, billets, ete., valued at 4 cents a
§rint 1 BT 17 E———— 5,537, 002 323,180, 960
Ingols: cogged ingots, blooms, and
slabs, valued at 4 cents a pound or
[ 70 N R Ay s S 11,548,375 88,752, 808 279, 819, 950

In the ordinary course of business there has been no such increase in
the demand in this country for steel in this form as to justify any such
increase in importation as above. It has come because the advantage
on account of this low rate of duties has given the foreigner the pos-
session of the American market.

The average entered value of this merchandise in 1887 was only
$17.75 per ton, which, at 45 per cent. ad valorem, is less than $8 per
ton, or only about $1.28 more than the duty now imposed on pig-iron,
and only $2 per ton more than is proposed by the bill of the committee.

I apprehend, sir, no gentleman on this floor will contend that this
is not an inequality which should be corrected. It is manifest that a
necessity exists for a revision and change in the rates on these several
articles, and the rates suggested have be en made with reference to the
cost of production, and are in harmeny with the rates on iron ore and
pig-iron, and are no more than necessary to compensate for the differ-
ence between the cost of labor and other legitimate costs of manufact-
ure in this country and abroad. The adoption of these rates would
largely prevent the enormous flood of importations, give the work to
our mills and laborers, and cause a large reduction of revenue.

DECREASE OF REEVENUE.

The statement has been recklessly made on this floor within a few
days that the changes proposed in my bill in the metal schedule
would cause an increase in duties of about §9,000,000. This state-
ment was directed presumably to the particular articles to which I
have just made extended reference. I have shown that these changes
would largely decrease rather than increase the revenue from these
articles. I now emphatically assert that the changes proposed through-
out the metal schedule would cause a reduction in revenue of over
$6,000,000. This result is arrived at by fairand logical estimates, and
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not by that wonderful method of computation by which my colleague
[Mr. Scorr] sought to demonstrate the other day that a duty of $5.50

ton wonld be a sufficient protection on steel rails made from pig-
iron paying a duty of $6.72 per ton. 4

COST OF STEEL RAILS,

Respecting the cost of steel rails at the works of Carnegie Brothers,
which my colleague has presented, I will give some figures which have
bzen farnished to me, and which I believe to substantially correct, al-
though I have not had time tq test the same. At any rate, they will
serve to show the worthlessness of estimates made up from imperfect
knowledge of industrial processes and which take into account only
the cost of the last stages of production.

Pig metal required for a ton of rails, 2,610 pounds, costing.....ccimeenians  §19.83
B- e lei. and manganese 3.24
L T o | e e e e T e 4.80
Cost of ingot-molds, fire-brick, fire-clay, coke, oil, maintenance, ete ...... 3.20
Making total cost of ton of rails 3L.07
From this deduct 2585 pounds steel Scrap....cumiminimesiasmnins S 18
Deduct also 10 per cent. from wages of 1888 .......cornsvssmssnssnissansses e
Leaving as the actual cost...... el |

including those sold as second class. This does not include interest on
or profits on capital.

All rails are sold on five years’ gnaranty, to bereplaced, if found de-
fective, at the expense of the manufacturers.

Respecting structural iron, Iinsert a letter from Belgian makers offer-

ing beams, girders, and structural iron for bridges, etc., promising a

‘‘nice profit’* to all who secureorders. Iconsiderthat thiscircularletter
is acomplete answer as to the insufficiency of the rate fixed in the com-
mittee’s hill,

LA PROVIDENCE ROLLING-MILLS,

[General agent for United States of America and Dominion of Canada, Andris-
Jochams, Charleroi, Belgium.]

CAARLEROI (BELGIUNM), 1887,

DEAR Sik: We beg to solicit your orders in iron beams and channels, which
we can offer you at: :

(Price quoted on application under rate of any competition,

New York, Boston, ;
Franecisco,)

We make currently all sections of beams and channels usually required in
America, and also up to 20 inches beams sections,

Prompt delivery is guarantied from eight days to a fortnight after receipt of
order, f. 0. b. Antwerp.

Contracts are executed f. o, b, Antwerp, or ¢, i. ., duty paid, free on cars into
the largest cities of United States of America.

All the irons are guarantied to weigh within a few pounds of the weights that
your architects require.

Teusile strength and quality guarantied as good as the best American prod-
uets,

Private cable-code sent on application, made in such a way as to enable yon
to stipulate erders in a few words,

We undertake to execute complete iron building, and any architectural work |

according to drawings; also bridge work.
Awriting the favor of your order, which shall have our best attention,
‘We are, dear sirs, yours, obediently,
ANDRIS-JOCHAMS.

- CHARLEROTL, le 14th March, 1888,
Dear Sirs: I beg youto take notice that we have appointed

tectural iron, as percircular inclosed, and you will oblige usin addressing your
demands to them in future,

With the prospect of a reduction in duties on architectural iron and steel in
your country, we will be soon ready to offer you such advantages in prices and
quality that you will find a nice profit in importing from us.

Messra, Weir, Smith & Rogers intend to keep a large stock of our products
always in hand, so that to be able to make at all times immediate deliveries, -

We remain, dear sirs, with much respect, your obedient servants,
ANDRIS-JOCHAMS,

THE COMMITTEE BILL,

Having thus indicated my views of the principles which should gov-
ern tarifl legislation, I now come to examine briefly the bill reported
by the Committee on Ways and Means. It should be borne in mind
that a number of the gentlemen composing the majority of the commit-

tee have served upon the committee in previous Congresses, have par- :

ticipated in the discussion and preparation of tariff measures, and have
had special opportunity for becoming familiar with the facts and infor-
mation presented to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury with
regard to the ambiguities and ‘inequalities of the existing tariff, the
innumerable protests, appeals, and suits which have grown out of the
faulty construction of its schednles and free-list, and the need of their
thorough overhauling and revision, if for no other purpose than to cure
the defects and remedy the evils in their construction. They should
have been familiar, moreover, with the repeated recommendations for
the adoption of specific duties made by the Secretary of the Treasury,
as being necessary for the collection of the customs revenue with regu-
larity, uniformity, and certainty.

Notwithstanding these facts, we have before us the bill of the com-
mittee, which is notin any proper sensea revision of the tariff, but con-
sists of amendments constituting, I might say, a patch-work upon the
existing law, perpetuating and multiplying its numerous i ities
of phraseology; its ambiguities and inequalities, which have perplexed

)
hiladelphia duty paid. (Baltimore, New Orleans, orSan -

—asour |
sole and general agents in United States of America for the sale of our archi- |

and vexed the executive officers in its administration, have been the
subject of volumes of Treasury decisions year by year, and have em-
broiled the Government and merchants inuntold litigation, making it
necessary to create new courts for the special trial of custom
which are increasing in number month by month and involve unknown
millions of demands upon the Government—a constant menace to the
Treasury.

Not only have the committee ignored the recommendations of Sec-
retaries Manning and Fairchild and of the customs oflicers at the va-
rious ports for the adoption of specific duties, but have actually, in a
large number of cases, substituted ad valorem rates for existing spe-
cific duties, thus showing preference for a system which has been
abandoned by all the civilized commercial nations on the globe, and
which has been fitly characterized as a system under ** which thieves
prosper and honest traders are driven out of business.”’

A declared purpose of this bill is to secure *‘ free raw materials, to
stimulate manufactures.”” In execution of this idea the bill placeson
the free-list a large number of articles which are really articles of man-
ufacture, such as salt, sawed and dressed lumber, laths and shingles,
hackled and dressed flax, burlaps, machinery, terne or galvanized
| plates, glue, glycerine, soap, certain proprietary articles, extracts of
- hemlock, oils of various kinds, including hemp-seed and rape-seed,
olive and fish oils, refined sulphur, various coal-tar preparations, earth
| paints, distilled oils, alkalies, and various other chemical compounds;
various manufactured mineral substances, prepared china clay, quick-
silver, bricks of all kinds except fire-brick, prepared meats, lime, plas-
' ter of Paris ground and calcined, various prepared drugs and chemicals,
and many other articles of like character.

These constitute the products of large and useful industries through- -
| out the United States, in which many millions of capital are invested
| and employing many thousands of working people.
| At the same time the bill leaves or puts upon the dutiable lists such
| articles as lead ore, iron ore, zinc ores, nickel ore, and coal, which
might be called raw materials, if that term can be properly applied to
anything involving the expenditure of labor in its production. Fur-
ther than this, the bill not only makes so-called *‘ raw materials’’ free,
| such, for example, as flax, jute, hemp, hemp-seed and rape-seed, crude-
borax, opium, and hair of animals, but places on the free-list the
manufactured products of these materials, namely, burlaps (for bag-
| ging, ete.), hemp-seed and rape-seed oil, boracic acid, codein and other
salts and compounds of opium, and curled hair for mattresses, ete.
[Applause. ]

Thus the manufacture of such articles is made impossible in this
country, except by reducing American labor to a worse condition than
that of labor in Eunrope. It goes even farther, and places or leaves
dutiable certainso-called raw materials, as, for example, iron ore, lead,
coal, paper, paints, caustic soda and other alkalies, and sulphate of
ammonia, while placing on the free-list articles made from these ma-
i terials, such as hoop-iron and cotton-ties, iron or steel sheets or plates
or taggers iron coated with tin or lead, known as tin-plates, terne-
plates, and taggers tin, sulphate of iron or copperas, machinery, books
{ and pamphlets, paintings, soap, and alum. In other words, the bill

leaves or makes dutiable the raw material and putson the free-list the
| article manufactured from it, thus notonly placingan insurmountable
barrier in the way of making such articles here, but actually protect-
ing the foreign manufacturer and laborer against our own, and im
| i:ig for ﬁheir benefit a burden upon the consumer in this country. [Ap-
plause, .

Again, the bill places lower rates on some manufactured articles than
on the materials used in making them, as for instance: Manufactures
of paper, 15 per cent.; and the paper to produce it at 25 per cent.

The paint known as orange mineral, 1} cents per pound; white lead,
from which it is made, 2 cents per pound,

Type metal, 15 per cent.; pig-lead, from which it is made, 1} cents
per pound, equal to 44 per cent.

Axminster and all other carpets 30 per cent.; yarns used in their
manufacture, 40 per cent.

It leaves an internal-revenue tax of more than 300 per cent. on aleo-
hol used in the arts, amounting, according to a fair estimate, to as much -
as the entire amountof duty collected on raw wool, which aleohol enters
as a material in a vast number of important and needful articles, which
« the committee have either made free or have so reduced the rates thereon
| that the duty would be less than the tax on the alcohol consumed in
{ their manufacture,

In some cases the difference between the duty imposed by the bill
on the so-called raw materials and the articles made from them is so
small as to destroy these industries, except upon the condition of level-
ing the wages of home labor to that of Europe. -

For example, the difference between the duty proposed on pig-lead
and that proposed on litharge and red lead, which are made from pig-
lead, is only one-fourth of a cent per pound.

The difference between the duty on pig iron and that on steel blooms
is only $2 per ton ; between steel blooms and steel rails but $3 perton ;
and between blooms and wire-rods less than $3 per ton, coupled with
the free admission of hoop-iron, cotton-ties, and sheet-iron in the form
of galvanized and coated plates.
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It is plain that such legislation would leave tho ore in the mines,
the pig-lead at the smelting works, the pig-iron to rust at the fur-
naces, while foreigners would supply onr markets with these manu-
factured pioduets.

In a large number of articles thronghout the schedules, not already
named, the reductions proposed by thie bill are so large that the effect
must be todestroy or restrict home production and increase enormously
foreign importations, thus largely increasing customs revenue instead
of reducing it, as claimed by the advocates of this bill. I mention
particularly the following: Earthen and china ware, common window
and plate glass and glass bottles, leaf-tobacco, manufactures of cotton,
manufactures of flax, hemp, jnte, and other fibers, carpets, fancy-goods,
brushes, leather gloves, manufactures of India rubber, clay pipes, and
other pipes.

It is claimed by the committee that the bill will reduce the enstoms
revenue about $54,000,000. On the contrary, I assert that it is fair to
estimate that its effect wonld be to largely increase the revenue instead
of reducing it; while the amount of material wealth it would destroy
is incalculable.

Those supporting the bill hold themselves out as the champions of
the farmer, while they take from him the protection duties on his wool,
hemp, flax, flax-seed, meats, milk, fruits, vegetables, and seeds, And
what do they givehim in return ?

They profess to give the manufactnrer better rates than they now
have. If this be so, how is the farmer to be benefited, or where does
he get his compensation for the loss of his protective duties?

Much has been said about removing taxes upon ‘‘necessaries’ and
imposing them upon *‘Inxuries,” What does this bill propose to do
in that direction ?«

It gives free olive-oil to the epicure, and taxes castor-0il 97 per cent.;
it gives free tin-plate to the Standard Oil Oomtpcmy and to the great
meat-canning monopolies, and imposes a duty of 100 per cent. on rice;
it gives the sugar trust free bone-black, and proposes prohibitory du-
ties on grocery grades of sugar; it gives free licorice to the tebacco
manufacturer, while retaining prohibitive daties on manufactured to-
bacco; it imposes a duty of 40 per cent. on the *‘ poor man’s blanket,””
and only 30 per cent. on the Axminster carpet of the rich. It admits
free of duty the fine animals imported by the gentlemen of the turf,
and makes free the paintings and statuary of the railway millionaire
and coal baron. [Great applause.]

I forbear farther criticism of this singular measure, for enough has
been said to show that my objections to it are not only to the rates
imposed on many articles, but to the theory generally on which it has
been constructed.

I yield to no manon this side of the House in my desire for continued
Democratic control in the ad ministration of the Federal Government. I
do not believe the adoption of the committee’s bill will make such resnlt
certain, I can not be coerced into any particular action upon economic
questions by the direction of party cancus. The period of the political
cancns has departed, never to return, and yet we should confer and have
unity, if it is possible, these matters I speak only formyself. My

+ convictions on the tariff are strong, and founded, as I think, upon prin-

ciple, and upon information and intelligent comprehension of the sub-

ject. When any one here enters upon the task of invoking caucus

power or other modes of coercion, I can only say to him, if he acts with
good purpose, that it will prove a fruitless undertaking; or if with ill
motive, then I assign him to all the natural contempt which such self-
constituted superecilionsness deserves. [Applause. ]

Mr, Chairman, the question of affording protection to American in-
dustries is not a new one. It was the question uppermost in the col-
onies when our Government was founded. It contributed, perhaps,
more than any other consideration fo the adoption of the Constitution
by the States. It has continued a question in every Congress from that
day to this, and it will not die with this Congress nor this generation.
It will continue as long as industries exist and our Governmentrequires
revenue, Bub I speak, I believe, with the sanction of the very highest
authority when I say that for the first forty years of the existence of
our Government there was no question as to the right of Congress fo
protect and encourage American manufactures by the exercise of the
taxing Jower, o, in the language of Madison, *‘ encouraging by duties
* % the manufactures and products of the country.’” That this
was the policy, too, of every administration, and particularly of every
Democratic administration, from Jefferson to Van Buren, is among the
incontrovertible facts of our history. Jefferson favored such a policy.
In his letter to Colonel Humphreys, January 20, 1809, he says:

My idea is that we should encourage home manufactures to the extent of our
own consumption of everything orr:ﬁxieh we raise the raw material, ¥
hsm again, in his letter to Mr. Leiper, January 21, of the same year,

Says:

I have lately incnleated the encouragement of manufactures to the extent
of our consumption, at least.

Again, in his letter to Governor Jay, he says:

An equilibriom of agriculture, manuf: is certainly be-
ot Y ot iy

inl to our i T AL suflicient for our own con-
uum.pﬂun!‘:f what we raise the raw materials, and no more ; commeree sufficient
to carry the surplus produce of agriculture, beyond our own consumption,to a
market for exchanging for articles we can not raise, and no more.

ity

are

the true Hmits of manufi es and ce. To go beyond them is to in-
crease our dependence on foreign nations and our lability Lo war,

Other quotations fight be made to show the interest of the founder
of the Democracy in American manufictures and his concurrence in
the prevalent opinion that it was legitimately within the powers granted
to Congress by the Constitntion to so levy duties as to protect and en-
couragze home industries. Uut as to the constitutional powers of Con-
gress over this subject, none will dispute the high authority of Madison,
who, above all others, as said Webster, was most competent to judge
of the intentions of the makers of that instrument; but I wish to say
for myself, before reading what I am about to present as coming from
this anthority, that I have never found it necessary or proper, for the
justification of my own course, to claim more than snch protection as
incidentally might come from properly adjusted duties on imports.
But that the doctrine that duties might under the Constitution be im-
posed as a means of regulating trade, passed nnquestioned by the framers
of the Constitution, who afterwards participated in the legislation of
Congress on this subject, will hardly be disputed. But on this poing
hear what Madison himself says. In Lis letter to Mr. Cabell as late as
1528, he enters into an elaborate discussion of this question from which
I extract the following:

It is a simple question, nnder the Constitution of the United States, whether
“the power toregulate trade with forsign nations,” asn distinet and snbstantive
item in the enumerated powers, embraces the object of enconraging by duties
restriction nd prohibition, the manufactures and products of the eountry.

And then he goes on:

If Congress have not the power, it is annihilated for the nation; a policy
without example in any other nation and not within the reason of the solilary
ong in our own,

And further on in the same letter:

If revenue be the sole object of a legitimate impost and the encouragement of
domestic articles be not within the power of regulating trade, it would follow
that no monopolizing or unequal regulations with foreign nations could be
counteracted ; that neither staple articles of subsistence nor the essential im-

lements for the public safely could, under any circumstances, be insured or

stered at home ly regulations of commerce, the usual nud most convenient
mode of providing for both,

And in his closing argnment he adds these convineing conclusions:

That the cncouragement of manufactures was an oblect of the power to regu-
late trade is proved by the use made of the power for that object in the first
seasion of the first Congress under the Constitution, when among the members

nt were so many whohad been membersof the Federal convention which
ramed the Constitution, and of the State convention which ratified it, each of
these classes consisting also of members who had opposed and who haid espoused
the Constitution in its actual form. It does not appear from the printed pro-
ceedings of Congress on that oceasion that the power was denied by any of
them. And it may be remarked that members from Virginia in particular, as
well of the Anti-Federal as the Federal party, the names then djslingninh]nx
those who had opposed and those who had approved the Constitution, did not
hesitate to propose duties and to suggest even prohibitions in favor of several
articles of her production. By one aduaty was proposed on mineral coal, in favor
of the Vi lEnia coal-pits; by another, aduty on hemp was proposed, to encourage
the growth of that article; and by athird, a prohibition even of foreign beef was
suggested, as n measure of sound policy.

A further evidence in support of the constitutional power to protect and foster
manufactures by regulations of trade—an evidence that ought of itself to setile
the question—is the uniform and practical sanction given to the power by the
General Government for nearly forty years, with a concurrence or nequiescence
of every State government throughout the same period, and, it may added,
through all the vicissitudes of party which marked the period. No novel con-
struction, however ingeniously devised or however respectable and patriotie
its patrons, can withstand the weight of such authorities or the unbroken cuf@
rent of so prolonged and universal a practice.

* % ® And may it not be fairly left to the unbinsed judgment of all men of
experience and of intelligence to decide which is most to be relied on for o
sound and safe test of the meaning of the Constitution, a uvniform interpretation
by all the successive authorities under it, commencing with its birth, and con-
tinued for a long period through the varied state of political contests, or the
opinion of every new legislature, heated as it may be by the sirife of parties, or
warped, as often happens, by the eager pursuit of some favorite object, or car-
ried away, possibly, by the powerful elogquence or captivating address of a Tew
popular statesmen, themselves perhaps influenced by the snme misleading
causes? If the latter test is to prevaill, every new legislative opinion might
make a new constitution as the foot of every new chancellor would make a
new standard of measure.

Monroe continuously, in all his messages, recommended protection
and encouragement of American industries; and in his special message
of May 4, 1822, he said:

Duties and imposts have always been light, not greater perhaps than would
have been imposed for the encourngement of our manufaciures had there been
no for the re arising from them ; and taxes and excises have
:iever bee‘:; laid except in cases of necessity, and repealed as soon as the neces-

ty ceased.

I call the attention of gentlemen, Democrats of the later school, to

this langunage:

Duties * * * not grmte:.c{)erhn than would have been imposed for the
encon ment of our manufactures, had there been no occasion for the revenue
arising from them,

In his second annunal message Jackson presents in elear langunage
views in conformity with those who preceded him:

Among the numerous causes of congratulation the condition of our impost
revenue deserves spacinl mention, inasmuch as it promises the means of extin-
guishing the public debt sooner than was anticdoated and furnishes astrong illus-
tration of the practical efTeets of the present ta¥ifl’ upon our commercis interests,

~The object of the tariff is object to by some as unconstitutional; and it is
considered by almost all as defective in many of its parts.

The power to impose duties on imporis orighlplr; belonged to the several
States. The right to adjust those duties with a view to the encouragement of
domestie branches of industry is so completely incidental to that power that it
is diffienlt to suppose the eristence of the one without the other, The States
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have dn]ﬁgsted their whole anthority over imports to the General Government
without itation or restriction, saving the very inconsidernble reservation re-
lating to their inspection laws. This authority having thus entirely passed
from the States, the right to exercise it for the pur of protection does not
exist in them, and consequently if it be not possessed by the Ceneral Government
it must be extinet. Our political system would thus present the anomaly of o
people stripped of the right to foster their own indosiry and to eounteract the
most selﬁsg and destructive policy which might be adopted by foreign nations.
This surely can not be the case. This indispensable power thus surrendered
by the States must be within the scope of the authority on the subject expressly
delegated to Congress,

And he adds:

In thisconclusion, T am confirmed as well by the opinions of Presidents Wash-
ington,Jefferson, Madison. and Monroe,who have each repented t‘J recommaended
the excrcise of this right under the Constitution, as by the uniform practice of
Congress, the eontinued acquiescence of the Stntca and the general understand-
ing of the people,

I quote also on this point one who, thongh not a Democrat, on con-
stitutional guestions may be always listened to—Webster. While this
question was before the country in 1844, he said:

I consider it as capable of mathematical demonstration as any ’prupnait{on in
Euclid, that the power of discriminating in custom-house duties for the protec-
tion of American labor and industry was understood, not by some but by all,
by high and low everywhere, as included in the regulation of trade.

I am aware that about this period another doetrine and another set
of ideas, under the leadership of Mr. Calhonn, more in consonance with
the institution of slavery which then existed, began to take root in the
South, and later o exert its unhealthful inflnence on the policy of the
Government. I do not propose, however, here to traverse the history
of this contest and the conflict between the industrial institutions of
the two sections of the country, or the results of that conflict. Dut
the new doctrine did not change the opinion of Jackson, nor swerve him
from his settled purpose. I'or thirty years the contest between these
two ideas went on. The tarifis of 1842 and 1846 marked the snpremacy
for the time being of the different views. And I stop here to note that
the Democrats from Pennsylvania in the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives all voted, I believe, for the tariff of 1842, and all against the
tarifl" of 1846, except Mr. Wilmot.

What would have been the destiny of onr Republic had these ideas,
with the condition of things of which they were the outgrowth, pre-
vailed I leave to other imaginations. Happily, as I believe, for the
whole conntry, the ideas and the doctrines of those who founded our
Government and organized our institutions prevailed instead. Under
these ideas our industrial system was founded with the establishment
of the Constitution of 1789. The first Congress, in the first act impos-
ing duties, declared that they were laid, among other purposes, ‘* for
the encouragement of manufactures.’’ Here was the beginning of that
system which has had such a marvelous growth and under which the
accumulation of wealth has exceeded in a hundred years that of any
other nation on the earth. It is that system I would perpetuate. It
Jackson could say hewas confirmed in the opinions I have quoted from
him, by the opinions of Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, how much more
am I confirmed in my opinions by his great anthority added to that of
the founders and builders of the Democratic party ?

I warn the party that it is not safe to abandon prineiples so fonda-
mental to our institutions and so necessary to the maintenance of our
industrial system, principles which attest the wisdom of those who es-
tablished them by the fruits they have born, the full feaition of which,
however, can only be realized in the extension of diversified industries
to all parts of the country, not in the North and East alone, but in the
South and West as well. :

A new era of industrial enterprise has already dawned upon the
Bouth. No section of the country possesses greater natural advantages
than the South, with her genial climate, her limitless raw materials, -
her mines of coal and iron, with abundant Iahor ready to develop them.
Considering what has been there achieved in a single decade, whatmay
not a century bring forth for her under a system calenlated to favor the
highest industrial development? ‘When Iread the history of my coun-
try and consider the past and present, and reflect on what is before us,
I can not believe that the ideas that went down in the convulsions of
1861 will ever again dominate the destinies of this Republic. [Pro-
longed applause. |

_When the chairman announced that Mr. RANDALL’S hour had ex-

edl
Pjg'fr. BIGGS said: I ask that the gentleman from Pennsylvania be
permitted to
Mr, MILLS. I maustobject. [Criesof *‘Oh,no!" and “ Withdraw
the objection.””] I can not consent to throw back toward the close of
the day gentlemen who are yet to speak. The gentleman from Penn-
sylvania was to speak at 10 o'clock.
A MEMBER on the Republican side (to Mr. Mrrrs). We gave Mr.
Cox two hours yesterday. Why did yon not object then?
Mr. MILLS. I appreciate the zeal of you gentlemen of the Repub-
ldllmllll p&xrty, but it was not a proper thing to do. This time has been
vide:
wli[lr.t;l!.é&NDALL. I yielded the hour which I was to bave from 10
Mr. Mth‘NL‘FY I believe I am to be recognized next after the
entleman from Penusylvama. I yield him fifteen minutes of my timg.
Applause. ]

Mr. RANDALL. T did not hear the statement of the gentleman
from Ohio.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanirom Ohio has yielded the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania fifteen minutes of his time.

Mr. RANDALL. 1 appreciate the gentleman’s kindness.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I understand that the gentle-
man from Ohio has yie]de:l a portion of his time to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania.

The CHAIRMAN. He has.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think it proper, Mr. Chair-
man, with the consent of the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the
gentleman from Ohio, to make a statement which I think I can afford
to make—— [Cries of * Itegular order !'’]

Mr. COX. 1 think it is only decorous and kind that the time of
the gentleman from Pennsylvania should be extended. [Applause,
mingled with eries of ‘‘ Regnlar order !'']

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I believe it due to all of us
that I should say—and I think I can afford to say it, as I have asked
the gentleman from Texas [MrsMiLLs] to withdraw his objection—
that the facts in regagd to the occupation of the time to-day were these:
It was understeod that the gentleman from Ohio and myself were to
have so much of the beginning of thisday as might be needed; it was~
the understanding in the Committee on Ways and Means on both sides
that the gentleman from Ohio was to commence at 11 o’clock and to
speak so lonz as he might desire to speak; that I was to answer him
and should have my time extended.

That was the distinet agreement between the gentleman from Ohio
and myself, not personally, but as members of the committee selected
by our respective sides to close the debate, with the exception of the
remarks which may be made to-morrow by the gentleman from Maine
[Mr. REED] and my colleazue [Mr. CARLISLE], the honored Speaker
of the House. The gentlumn.n from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] ap-
proached me the other day, stating that he was sick and would not be
able to speak until to-day, and he asked me to consent that to-day the
House should meet at 10 o'clock; and that he shounld speak from 10 till
11. I said that was a matter as to which I could not answer except
with the conenrrence of the gentleman from Ohio. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania, the gentleman from Ohio, and myself had a friendly
colloquy which ended in an agreement made by us, subject, of conrse,
to the ratification of the House, that to-day the House shonld meet at
10 o’clock; that the gentleman from Pennsylvania shonld oceupy the
hour from 10 to 11; and that then the agreement which had been made
by the Committee on Ways and Means as to the occupation of time by
the gentleman from Ohio and myself shonld be carried ont.

Mr. RANDALL., That is—

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Onemoment. Subsequently
the gentleman from Ohio requested that the House shonld meet at 10
o'clock on the intervening days, Wednesday and Thursday, to which
genilemen of the Committee on Ways and Means on both sides agreed,
and at their request I made the proposition to the House, and in pur-
snance of that arrangement we have been meeting at 10 o’clock. The
understanding was that the gentleman from Pennsylvania should com-
mence at 10 o’clock to-day and continune until 11; that the remainder
of the day should be divided as I have indicated. The gentleman {rom
Pennsylvania, however, gave up the time from 10 until 11 this morn-
ing at the request of certain persons, and I have no doubt properly—

Mr. RANDALL. A gentleman got the floor last evening. I was
here at 10 o’clock to-day ready to take the floor.

A MeEuBER. The arrangement made last night was in open House.

Mr. MILLS, They had no right to make that arrangement,

Mr. RANDALL. I should have been through with my remarks by
this time if I had been allowed to proceed.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. When I came here this mom-
ing Iwas informed of that change in the programme, with which I had
nothing to do, but to which I immediately gave cordial assent, feeling
that whatever was agrecable to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the
gentleman {rom Ohio, and the House, would be entirely agreeable to
me, DBut when I informed the chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee—

Many MeEMBERS. Let us have the regular order.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa (to Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky).
Have you any proposition to make?

Mr. RANDALL. IfI had been allowed togo on T shonld have con-
cluded by this time.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentueky. My reason for making this
explanation is this

[Cries of ** Regular order V]

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think this is the regular
order. The gentleman from Pennsylvanin has yielded for a moment.

AMr. RANDALL. Oh, no.

Mr. MILLIKEN. He has no time to yield.

3}1{1‘. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The proposition I desire to
mike———

[Cries of “‘Regnlar order !'’]

Mr. HENDERSON, of Jowa. Let us bo:u- the gentleman’s proposi-
tion.

S s
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The proposition I desire to
make—

The CHATIRVIAN. The gentleman will suspend until order is re-
stored.

Mr. PAYSON (after a pause).
order?

Mr. KELLEY. To hear a proposition which is about to be made.

The CHATRMAN. The regular order is general debate on this bill.

Mr. PAYSON. Who has the floor?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the floor,
having had fifteen minutes yielded to him by the gentleman from
Ohio.

Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky to make
a proposition whereby I shall not encroach upon the kindness of the
gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Keniucky. The proposition I was going
to make was in order to relieve the gemtleman from Ohio, becanse when
he gives the fifteen minutes he proposes to the gentleman from- Penn-
sylvania, and objection is made that he shall consume more<than an
hour in the discnssion of this gunestion, it will of necessity place him
and the House in a most uncomfortable attitude when he takes the
floor in his own right. My proposition is that the gentleman from
Ohio, who has yielded his time, take it back, and that the gentleman
from Pennsylvania shall have such time as he may desire to conelude
his remarks, it being understood that the time so occupied shall come
equally out of the time allotted to the gentleman from Ohio and my
own time when Ishall follow him. [Cries of ‘* That’s right!”’ and ap-

Mr. Chairman, what is the regular

laase. ]
3 The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Kentucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. RANDALL resumed and concluded his remarks as above.

Mr. McKINLEY was recognized.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Defore the gentleman from
Ohio proceeds I desire to ask unanimous consent that he, as well as the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], who follows him,
may be permitted to occupy unlimited time in the discussion—the
same courtesy which has been extended to other gentlemen on the
committee.

There was no ohjection.

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, our country is in an anomalous
situation. There is nothing resembling it anywhere else in the warld.
While we are seeking to find objeets to relieve from taxation, in order
that we may relieve an overflowing Treasury, other nations are en-
gaged in exploring the field of human production to find new objects of
taxation tosupply their insufficient revenues. In considering the sit-
uation that thus confronts us, and the bill that is presented here as in-
tended to relieve it, it is well that we should understand at the begin-
ning the things upon which all are agreed.

T%ley are, first, that we are collecting more money than is required for
the current needs of the Government; and second, that the excess,
whatever it may be, beyond the wants of the Government should be
left with the people. Our contention, therefore, is upon the manner of
the reduction and not npon the reduction itself; not that no reduction
shall or onght to be made, but how and upon what principle can it
best be accomplished. We agree, further, that the tax upon tobacco
ghall be removed and thus leave with the people $30,000,000 which they
annunally pay upon this domestic product. Were we men of business,

verned by the principles which guide practical men of affairs, this
Ecurden would have been and counld have been removed any time within
the past two years, and if removed two years ago no surplus wounld now
vex the Administration or alarm the business of the country. In
passing, it is suitable that I should say that within the period named
no hinderance from this side of the Honse would have been interposed
to the abolition of this tax.

It is also snitable that I should say, for the sake of the truth of his-
tory, that gentlemen on this side and gentlemen on the other side of
the House repeatedly made efforts during the last Congress to secure
recognition for the purpose of offering a bill to abolish this tax, which
request was refused by the presiding officer of the House, and refused,
too, Mr. Chairman, when every intelligent representative on this floor
knew that if an opportunity was given to vote upon a bill for the aboli-
tion of that tax it wonld have received not simply a majority, but the
vote of fully two-thirds of the House. I repeat that if that had been
done, if the House as then organized had given to the representatives
of the people an opportunity to vote npon a simple proposition to re-
duce taxation, no immediate surplus would be now in the Treasury to
interrupt and disturb the business of the country. [Applause on the
Republican side. ]

ut this tax was not abolished, and if done now still leaves about forty
millions of revenue collected in excess of the public necessity. How
can this amount be remitted with the least disturbance to the business
and employments of the people?

This, Mr. Chairman, is the real, the practical question. At this point
parties and individualsdiffer,and herein the two lines of political thought
which have prevailed from the formation of the Government are clearly

manifested, and present for consideration and the ultimate judgment ot
the people the division between the Republican and Democratic parties
upon a purely economie question. I can not forbear, in this connec-
tion, to eongratulate the conntry that upon this question our fellow-
citizens of all sections and all nationalities, without regard to past party
affiliations, unbiased by prejudice, and uninfluenced by passion, can
divide. Here is prwenteg an issue which leaves the past behind and
looks only to the present and the future, an issue without a tinge or
touch of sectionalism, which awakens none of the bitter memories of
former discord or divisions, which appeals neither to race nor geograph-
ical lines, which knows no North, or South, or East, or West, but brings
all within its sweep and contemplation, each dividing npon what each
may honestly regard for the best interests and highest welfare of all;
an issue wiich we can consider and discuss calmly and deliberately,
having only in view the future of the individual citizen and the high-
est and best destiny of the Republic. In this spirit I welcome the is-
sue so sharply, and I may say boldly, made by the President in his
annual message and now further made by the bill under debate, and
approach its consideration with the single purpose to reach if possible a
conclusion which shall bring to the country and the whole country, with
whose interests we are temporarily intrusted, the widest benefits and
the most lasting good. [Applanse. ]

It will be freely confessed by our political opponents that this bill is
but the beginning of a tariff’ policy marked out by the President, and
is a partial response only {0 his message, to be followed up with addi-
tional legislation until our system of taxation shall be brought back to
the ancientlandmarks of the Democratic party, toapurely revenue basis;
that is, that the tariff or duty put upon foreign importations shall here-
after look to revenue and revenue only, and discard all other consider-
ations.

WHAT I8 REVENUE TARIFF?

This brings us face to face, therefore, with the two opposing systems,
that of a revenue as distingnished from a protective tariff, and upon
their respective merits they must stand or fall. Now, what are they ?
First, what is a revenue tariff ? Upon what principle does it rest? It
is a tariff or tax placed upon such articles of foreign production im-
ported here as will produce the largest revenue with thesmallest tax;
or, as Robert J. Walker, late Secretary of the Treasury and author of
the tariff of 1846, from whom the advocates of the measure draw their
inspiration, putit:

The only true maxim is that which experience demonstrates will bring in
each case the largest revenue at the lowest rate of duty, and that no duty beim-
posed upon any article above the lowest rate which will yield the largest amount
of revenue. ‘he revenue (said Mr. Walker), from ad valorem duties last year
(1845) exceeded that realized from specific duties, although the average of the
ad valorem duties was only 23.57 per cent. and the average of the specifie du-

ties 41.30 per cent., presenting another strong proof that the lower duties in-
crease the revenue,

To secure larger revenue from lower duties necessitates largely in-
creased importations, and if these compete with domestic products the
latter must be diminished or find other and distant and I may say im-
possible markets or ‘get ont of the way altogether. A genuine revenue
tariff’ imposes no tax upon foreign importations the like of which are
produced at home, or, if produced at home, in quantities not capable
of supplying tlié home consumption, in which case it may be truth-
fully aid the tax is added to the foreign cost and is paid by the con-
sumer.

A revenue tariff’ seeks out those articles which domestic production
can not supply, or only inadequately supply, and which the wants of
our people demand, and imposes the dnty npon them, and permits as
far as possible the competing foreign prodnct to be imported free of
duty. This principle is made conspicuous in the bill under considera-
tion; for example, wool, a competing foreign product, which our own
flock-masters can fully supply for domestic wants, is put upon the free-
list, while sugar, with a home product of only one-eleventh of the home
consumption, is left dutiable.

Any tax levied upon a foreign product which is a necessity to our
people, and which we can not fully supply, will produce revenue in
amount only measured by our necessities and ability to buy. In a
word, foreign productions not competing with home productions are
the proper subjects for taxation undera revenue tariff, and in case these
do not furnish the requisite revenue a low duty is put upon the foreign
product competing with the domestic one—low enough to encourage
and stimulate importations, and low enough to break down eventnally
domestic competition. For example, the daty proposed under this hill
upon cotton bagging will extinguish the induostry here, and under its
provisions we wonld import all of that produet from Calcutta and Dun-
dee. A large revenue would come from this source, beecause the for-
eign wounld take the place of the domestic production. This dnty isa
revenue one, and gives no protection whatever to-the home producer.
If it did it would not be a revenue tariff. As the Cobden school of po-
litical science puts it, *‘ The moment it is made clear that a tax is a
henefit to home producersthen the free-trade dogmacondemns it. The
test is simple and easy of application. [Free-trade or a revenue tariff
does not allow any import duties being imposed on such articles as are
likewise produced at home.”” Or if produced at home arevenue tariff
would soon destroy their production. °
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WHAT IS A PROTEBTIVE TARIFF?

What is a protective tariff? It isa tariff upon foreign imports so ad-
justed as to secure the necessary revenue, and judiciously imposed upon
those foreign products the like of which are produced at home or the
like of which we are capable of producing at home: [Applanse.] It
imposes the duty upon the competing foreign product; it makesit bear
the burden or duty, and, as far as possible, luxuries only excepted, per-
mits the non-competing foreign product to come in free of duty. Ar-
ticles of common use, comfort, and necessity which we can not produce
here it sends to the people untaxed and free from custom-house exac-
tions. [Applause.] Tea, coffee, spices, and drugs are such articles,
and under our system are upon the free-list. It says to our foreign
competitor, if you want to bring your merchandise here, your farm
products here, yourcoal and ironore, your wool, yoursalt, your pottery,
your glass, your cottons and woolens, and sell alongside of our producers
in our markets, we will make your product bear a duty; in effect, pay
for the privilege of doingit. [Applauseonthe Republican side.] Our
kind of a tariff makes the competing foreign article carry the burden,
draw the load, supply the revenue; and in performing this essential
office it encourages at the same time our own industries and protects
our own peoplein their chosen employments. [Applause.] Thatis
the mission and purpose of a protective tariff. That is what we mean
to maintain, and any measure which will destroy it we shall firmly re-
sist, and if beaten on this floor we will appeal from your decision to the
people, before whom parties and policies must at last be tried. [Ap-
plause.] We have free trade among ourselves thronghout thirty-eight
States and the Territories and among sixty millions of people. Abso-
lute freedom of exchange within our own borders and among ourown
citizens is the law of the Republic. Reasonable taxation and restraint
upon those without is the dictate of enlightened patriotism and the
doctrine of the Republican party. [Applause on the Republican side. ]

Free trade in the United States is founded upon & community of
equalities and reciprocities. It is like the unrestrained freedom and
reciprocal relationsand obligationsof afamily. Here weareonecountry,
one language, one allegiance, one standard of citizenship, one flag, one
Constitntion,onenation,one destiny. Itisotherwise with foreignnations,
each a separate organism, a distinet and independent political society
organized for its own, to protect its own, and work out its own destiny.
We deny to those foreign nations free trade with us upon equal terms
with our own producers. [Applause.] The foreign producer has no
right or claim to equality with our own. He is not amenable fo our
laws. There are resting upon him none of the obligations of citizen-
ship. He pays no taxes. He performs no civil daties; is subject to no
demands for military service. He is exempt from State, connty, and
municipal obligations. Hecontributes nothing to the support, the prog-
ress, and glory of the nation. "Why should he enjoy unrestrained
equal privileges and profits in our markets with our producers, our
labor, and our tax-payers? Let the gentleman who follows me an-
swer. [Applause.] We put a burden upon his productions, we dis-
criminate against his merchandise, use he is alien to us and our
interests, and we do it to protect our own, defend our own, preserve
our own, who are always with us in adversity and prosperity, in sym-
pathy and purpose, and, if necessary, in sacrifice. [Applaunse.] That
is the principle which governs us. I submit it is a patriotic and right-
eous one. In our own country, each citizen competing with the other
in free and unresentful rivalry, while with the rest of the world all
are united and together in resisting outside competition as we would
foreign interference.

Free foreign trade admits the foreigner to equal privileges with our
own citizens, Itinvitesthe product of foreign cheaplabor to this market
in competition with the domestic product, representing higher and better
paid labor. It results in giving our money, our manufactures, and our
markets to other nations, to the injury of our labor, our iradespeople,
and our farmers. Protection keeps money, markets, and manufactures
at home for the benefit of our own people. [Applause on the Repub-
liean side. ] 1

It is scarcely worth while to more than state the proposition that
taxation upon a foreign competing produet is more easily paid and less
burdensome than taxation upon the non-competing product. In the
latter it is always added to the foreign cost, and therefore paid by the
consumer, while in the former, where the duty is upon the competing
product, it is largely paid in the form of diminished profits to the for-
eign producer. rF’f‘tpphmsr,:e.] It would be burdensome beyond endur-
ance to collect our taxes from the products, professions, and labor of our
own people.

THE BILL WILL NOT REDUCE THE REVENUE.

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a bill ostensibly to reduce the revenue.
It will not do it. Take from this bill its internal-revenue features, its
reduction of twenty-four and a half million dollars from tobacco and
from special licenses to dealers in spirits and tobacco, eliminate these
from the bill and youn will not secure a dollar of reduction to the Treas-
ury under its operation. Your $27,000,000 of proposed reduction by
the free-list will be more than offset by the increased revenues which
shall come from your lower duties; and I venture the prediction here
to-day that if this bill should become a law, at the end of the fiscal year
1889 the datiable list under it will earry more money into the Treasury

than is carried into the Treasury under the present law, because with
every reduction of duties upon foreign imports you stimulate and in-
crease foreign importations; and to the extent that you increase foreign
importations, to that extent you increase the revenue.

THE INCONSISTENCIES OF THE BILL.

Thereis another singular thing in connection with this bill, and I have
nowhere seen attentioncalled toit. Now I do not intend to examine the
bill item bydtem. The minority of the Committee on Waysand Means
(whose views, on behalfof my political associates I presented) went euf-
ficiently over the bill in detail. But thereare a few striking things in
the bill which the country ought to understand. No one would have
supposed from hearing this discussion but that the bill reduced duties
all along the line. You never would have suspected, had you listened
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr, MILILS], or the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], or the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bx-
NUM], or other gentlemen of the Ways and Means Committee, that
this bill increased duties, would yon? How many men on the other
side of the House know what isin this bill to-day? I would like to
poll them. [Laughter].

Now, here is a single item, steel billets, The present duty on steel
billets is 45 per cent. ad valorem. In this bill it is increased to $11 per
ton, which is equivalent to 68.33 per cent.—an advance of 45 per cent.
Do you know what is made ount of these steel billets? Wire fencing,
which incloses the great fields of the West; and the raw material is
increased 45 per cent. by this bill; and if the principle of the gentlemen
who advocate the bill be true, that the duty is added to the cost, every
pound of wire fencing that goes to the West will be increased from one-
quarter to one-half a cent a pound; all this under a Democratic bill,
What else is made out of steel billets? Nails, which everybody uses,
which enter into the every-day uses of the people. The duty upon nails
is reduced 25 per cent., and the raw material is increased 45 per cent.
[Laughter.] As a friend near me s ts, when one end goes up the
other goes down; and the latter, I trust, will be the fate of this bill
[Laughter. ]

Why, sir, the duty on wire fencing is only 45 per cent. ad valorem;
yet the billet from which wire fencing is made must pay in this bill
63 per cent. Here [illustrating] is a piece of wire rod drawn from
these steel billets, and which finally goes into fencing. That is duti-
able at 45 per cent, under this bill; and the steel from which it is
made is dutiable at 63 per cent. Whatdo you think of ‘‘raw material
formanufactures? [Laughter.] No account ishere taken of the labor
required to draw the rods.

But, Mr. Chairman, that is not all which is remarkable about this
bill, this great bill which is based upon principle, it is said, which the
President stands bebind and beneath, and which he insists shall be
passed, whether or no, in this Hounse, and for the passage of which he
is dispensing official favors; for, as the Post, of this city, says, ‘‘there
is an Allentown for every SoWDEN.” [Laughter and applause, ]

What else? Here, for example, are cotton-ties; which present an-
other queer freak in this bill. Everybody knows what cotton-ties are;
they are hoop-iron cut into lengths just large enough to go round a
hale of cotton. Now, if the Southern cotton-planter wants some of this
hoop-iron with which to bale his cotton, he goes to the custom-house
at New York or Charleston and cuts off all he wants; and he does not
have to pay a cent of duty; but if the farmer-constituent of my friend
whosits before me [ Mr. NELSON ], or your farmer-constituent, want some
hoop-iron of precisely the same width and thickness, and goes to the
custom-house to get it, the Government makes it pay one cent and a half
of duty upon every pound he takes, while it lets the cotton-planter take
his fornothing. Ifthe Western farmer wants it for his bucket or his bar-
rel or to go on his wagon-bed, or if the washerwoman wants it for her
washtub, every one of these must pay a cent and a half a pound, un-
der the philosophy of the gentlemen who framed this bill, while the
cotton-planter gets his absolutely free of duty.

Gentlemen, is that fair? I appeal to Southern men who sit before
me; I appeal to Northern Democrats who sit around me; is that fair
upon any principle of justice or fair play? Talk about sectionalism !
You raise the question in your bill; you make a sectional issue which
I deeply regret, and I am sure you must upon serious reflection.

There are some other features in this bill which are a little singular.
The proposed duty on white lead is 2 cents a pound, while orange min-
eral, which is made from white lead, is reduced to one cent and a half
a pound. [Laughter.] That is another case of high duty npon raw
material and low duty upon the finished product. ;

Why, what in the world, Mr. Chairman, has this bill done for the
people anyhow? What has it done for the farmer? It has taken the
duty practically off of everything he grows; I will not stop to give the
items. It makes free practically every product of the farm, the forest,
and mine.

It takes the duty off of wool. What does it give the grower in re-
tarn? Does it give him anything free? Evi ing he buys is duti-
able, The coat he wears, the hat that covers his head, his shoes, his
stockings, his sugar, his rice, everything bears a duty and substan-
tially everything he raises put on the free-list.

The duty on wool must go. What has this Democratic party given
the agriculturists in return for this slaughter of their interests? I

e e et
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have looked this bill up and down, and I will tell you what they have
done for the farmer. They have given him free sheep-dip. [Laughter
and applause.] Sheep-dip is made free and the duty is released. My
distingnished friend from Virginia [Mr. LEE], who honors me with his
presence here, knows what this article is. It is a preparation which is
used on sheep. It is made up largely of the stems of tobacco. It has
got a little sulphur in it, I believe; it has got a little limeinit. They

t that on the free-list, and that is all they do for'the farmer.

Langhter, ] ek -

Mr. HOPKINS. of Illinois. What good is that to the farmer after
they have destroyed his flocks?

Mr. McKINLEY. None. They leave the shears he elips his wool
with at 45 per cent. ad valorem. They make his wool free and make
the farmer pay 45 per cent. for the shears with which he clips his wool.
[Laughter. ] , 3

But that is not all. The bell, the sheep bell—if my friend from
Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] is here, if that golden-shod shepherd
from Worcester is here [laughter and applause], he will understand.
It is the bell that is put around the neck of the sheep to admonish the
shepherd of the whereabouts of the wandering flock under his charge.
I am told the gentleman has got on the ontside. I learn now he is
here in his seat; I am glad to see him. He knows what I am talking
about. [Laughter.]

They have left them dutiable at 45 per cent. ad valorem. Why, the
sheep even will be ashamed of yon, gentlemen. [Laughter.]

Tin plates are made free. What are tin plates made of? Ninety-
seven and a half per cent. are sheet-iron or sheet-steel: 2} per cent.
tin. Tin plates are made free. Sheet-iron, sheet-steel are dutiable
at 2 cents a pound. Now, Ishall not tax you further with the details
of the bill. I might spend hours in pointing out like inconsistencies,
I will leave their further discussion for the five-minute debate. I only
give these samples so that my honorable and learned friend from Ken-
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE| who replies to me, shall take them up
and explain the principle on which these rates are fixed and these
duties levied.

Mr. Chairman, there is another thing which I wish to call attention

to in connection with this bill, and that is the internal-revenue part | self

of it. It seems to have escaped attention. Now, so far as the aboli-
tion of the tax on tobacco is concerned we are all in accord; but this
new feature of the bill provides for the repeal of the law which au-
thorizes the destruction of illicit stills when found in unlawful use. Un-
der the present law if youn find a man engaged in unlawfal distilling,
not having the tax or secured the license, the officer is authorized
1o go and destroy the whole ountfit. This bill repeals that section of
the law and provides that the still shall neither be mutilated nor de-

stroyed, but preserved presumably for future viclations of the law.
[Laughter and applaunse. ]
And in this bill further provision is made that in case a man is ar-

rested for illicit distilling, the judge is especially with the
dmg of looking well to his comfort and to his well-being while he is
in the custody of the officials of the law. [Laughter on the Repub-
lican side.]

That provision does not apply to any other class of eriminals under
any of our statutes; but if a man is engaged in violating the revenune
laws he must be tenderly looked after by the judge, who is directed to
see that he is in every way made comfortable while serving ount his
sentence in prison. [Renewed laughter on the Republican side.]

THE VICIOUS AD VALOREM SYSTEM INTEODUCED IN BILL,

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is one leading feature of this bill, which
is not by any means the most objectionable feature, but which, if it
stood alone, ought to defeat this entire measure; and that is the intro-
duction of the ad valorem system of assessment to take the place of the
specific system now generally in force. Youall know the difference be-
iween the ad valorem system and the specific mode of levying duties.
One is based upon value, the other upon quantity. One is based upon
the foreign value, di t of ascertainments, resting in the judgment of
experts, all the time offering a bribe to undervaluation; the other rests
npon quantity, fixed and well known the world over, always determina-
and always nniform. 'The one is assessed by the yard-stick, the ton,
and the pound-weight of commerce, and the other is assessed by the for-
eign value, fixed by the foreign importer or his agent in New York or
elsewhere; fixed by the producer, fixed by anybody at any price {0 escape
the payment of full duties. Why, the valuation under the ad valorem
system is not even uniform thronghout the United States.

My friend from Massachusetts [ Mr. MorsE], who listens to me now,
knows that the valuations fixed upon imported goods at the port of
Boston are often different from the valuations fixed on the same class
of goods, costing the same, arriving in New York, Philadelphia, San
Francisco, or Charleston.

So we do not have and can not have a uniform value, for the value
is subjectalways to the cupidity or dishonesty of the foreign importer or

ucer. It is a system, sir, that has been condemned by all the lead-
ing nations of the world. There is not a leading nation that adheres
to any considerable extent to the ad valorem rates of duty upon articles
imported into its borders; and England has abandoned all ad valorem

_qnenﬂye:ﬂrmd officially hitherto, but I presume the Departm:

dutiesexcept one, for the very reason that there can be no honestadminis-

tration of the revenue laws so long as the value is fixed thousands of

miles away from the point of production and impossible of verification

at home. Henry Clay said fifty years ago:

4 Itaet_mc fix the value of the foreign merchandise, and I do not care what your
uly 1s.

Mr. Secretary Manning, in his very able report made to the last Con-
gress, has gone over the entire question, and he publishes in a volume
the opinions of the experts of the Treasury, the collectors, the naval
officers, the special agents of the Department, all of them declaring
that there is nothing left for the American Government to do but to
abolish the ad valorem system and adopt the specific in the interest
of the honest collection of the revenue and for the safety and security
of reputable merchants. And the Secretary himself says in
too strong and plain to be misunderstood that it is the duty of Congress
to abandon the ad valorem and establish specific duties,

I give below these opinions.

Naval officer Burt, of New York, says:

I have long been convineed that a change from ad valorem to specific rates
would not only be a benefit to the rev , but would go far to relieve their
administration from the friction and inevitable injustice that have madeit in a
measure odious. I mightgiveherearésuméof my reasons for this opinion, as fre-
ent is fully ap-
of all the arguments adduced on either side. Iwill therefore simply say
thatthe ad valorem system is theoretically the perfect sysiem, and that l.gts has
engaged its support b{ai"hm whohave only opportunity to view it as an ab-
stract Flmpqsmnn; This prejudice in its favor must surel ve way before the
overwhelming evidencesthat in practice, particularl wm’; :Fh rates, it breeds
injustice, contention, and cial obstructions most intolerable.

James D. Power, a special agent of the Treasury, in areport to the
same Secretary, says:

Ad valorem rates of duty afford temptations and opportunities for frand
which ean not be guarded against, even by the most rigid rules and vigilant
watchfulness, The assessment of values er thissystem is based upon expert
knowledge of values, the most uncertain and arbitrary method that could be
devised. Under the ad valorem system fraud has prospered and demoralized
the importing trade, which has passed from the hands of American citizens
into the control of men who have taken advantage of our high import duties
to enrich themselves at the expense of the revenue and the ruined trade of
American wholesale firms. Fraud of this nature is diffleult to detect and more
diffienlt still to establish, n the ab of d tary proof it resolves it-
into n mere difference of opinion between ex ; and the owner of the
suspected can at all times procure experts who will maintain the correct-
ness of his invoice émm, or he may select an easier and more eonvincing and
efficacious line of defense bﬂprmmrlng affidavits from his buyer or pariner
abroad to the effect that the invoice cost was the actual price paid for the goods

Messrs, L. G. Martin and A. K. Tingle, special agents, make the
following statement to the Secretary: :

There can be no doabt that a change from ad valorem to speecific rates would
help to diminish the tendeney to corrupt action and loss to the revenue by the in-
competency or indifference of appraisers. The :}:p!luﬂoﬂ of specific rates to
all textile ics would undoubtedly be a work difficulty, particularly
as to woolen goods, but it is believed that a schedule can be pre by the
gkilled officers in the sr iser’s department, with the aid of manufacturers and
merdzauls,whichwuuébessﬁshmytoallin , except who aro
profiting by the present system of undervaluation.

The late Secretary Manning sums up the ohjections to ad valorem
rates, and I beg to quote his langnage. He exposes the vice of the sys-
tem which this bill seeks to engraft upon our legislation:

‘Whatever successful contrivances are in operation to-day to evade the rev-
enue by false invoices, or by undervaluations, or by any other means, under an
ad valorem system, will not cease even if the ad valorem rates shall have been
}nrﬂty md':eed. They are incontestably, they are even notoriously inherent

n system,

Oneadvantage, and perhaps the chief advantage of a specific over an ad valo-
rem system is in the fact that, under the former, duties are levied by a positive
test, which can be applied by our officers while the merchandise is in posseasion
of the Government, and n.mrd.ln;i ton standard whichisaltogether national and
domestie. That would be partially true of an ad valorem eystem levied upon
“hﬁvﬁn;”mwﬂ%um ituti B:n i mmemofmel&ln
EVE which appear to bejinsuperable, under an ad valorem system, the
facts to which the ad valorem rate is to be applied must be gathered in places
many thousand miles away, and under circumstances most unfavorable to the
administration ef justice. One hears it often said that if our ad valorem rates
did not exceed 25 or 30 per cent. undervaluation and temptation to undervalua-
tion would disappear; but the records of this Department for the years 1817,
1840, and 1857 do not uphold that conclusion.

This one feature of the bill ought to be enough to insure its defeat,
and if the party associates of the late Secretary had given heed to his
sound utterances this vicious mode of assessment would have no place
in the bill. Instead of simplifying the collection of the revenues as
the title of the bill declares, it will increase the difficulties now ex-
perienced, encourage fraudulent invoices, promote undervalnation, im-
pair the revenue, and do incalenlable injury to honestimporters and
merchants, s

THE GEXERAL EFFECT OF PROTECTION.

I now come to- consider the general effect of the protective system
upon our people and their employments. There is no conflict of in-
terests and should be none between the several elasses of produeers and
the consumers in the United States. Their interests are one, interre-
lated and interdependent. That which benefits one benefits all; one
man’s work has relation with every other man’s work in the same
community; each is an essential part of the grand result to be attained,
and that statesmanship which wonld seek to array the one against the
other for any purpose is narrow, unworthy, and unpatriotic. The Presi-.
dent’s message is unhappily in that direction. The discussion had on
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this floor has taken that turn. Both have been calculated to create
antagonisms where none existed.

The farmer, the manufacturer, the laborer, the tradesman, and the
producer and the consumer all have a common interest in the mainte-
nance of a protective tariff. All are alike and equally favored by the
system which you seek to overthrow. It isa national system, broad
and universal in its application; if otherwise it should be abandoned.
It can not beinvoked for one section or one interest to the exclusion of
others. It must be general in its application within the contemplation
of the principle upon which the system is founded. 'We have been liv-
ing under it for fwenty-seven continuous years, and it can be asserted
with confidence that no country in the world has achieved such indus-
trial advancement, and such marvelous progress in arts, science, and
civilization as ours. Tested by its resnlts, it has surpassed all other
revenue systems.

From 1789 to 183883, a period of ninety-nine years, there have been
forty-seven years when a Democratic revenue-tariff policy has prevailed,
and fifty-two years under the protective policy, and it is a noteworthy
fact that the most progressive and prosperous periods of our history in
every department of human effort and material development were dur-
ing the ﬂ;'-two years when the protective party was in control and pro-
tective tarifis were maintained; and the most disastrous years—years of
want and wretchedness, ruin and retrogression, eventuating in insuffi-
cient revenues and shattered credits, individual and national—were
during the free-trade or revenune-tariff erasof our history. No man liv-
ing who passed through any of the Jatter periods but would dread their
return, and wonld flee from them as he would escape from fire and pesti-
lence; and I believe the party which promotes their return will merit and
receive popular condemnation. What is the trouble with onr present
condition? No country can pointto greater prosperity or more enduring
evidences of substantial progressamongall the people. Toomuch money
is being collected, it is said. We say stop1t; not by indiseriminate and
vicions legislation, but by simple business methods. Doitonsimple,
practical lines and we will help you. Buy up the bonds, objectionable
as it may be, and pay the nation’s debts, if you can not redunce tax-
ation. You could have done thislong ago. Nobody ischargeable for
the failure and delay but your own Administration.

Who is objecting to our protective system? From what quarter does
the complaint come? Not from the enterprising American citizen;
not from the manufacturer; not from the laborer, whose wages it im-
proves; not from the consumer, for he is fully satisfied, because under
it he buys a cheaper and a better product than he did under the other
system; not from the farmer, for he finds among the employés of the
protected industries his best and most reliable customers; not from the
merchant or the tradesman, for every hive of industry increases tle
number of his customers and enlarges the volume of his trade. Few,
indeed, have been the petitions presented to this House asking for any
reduction of duties npon imports. None, that I have seen or heard of,
and I have watched with the deepest interest the number and charac-
ter of these petitions that I might gather from them the drift of public
sentiment—I say I have seen none asking for the passage of this bill,
or for any such departure from the fiseal policy of the Government so
long recognized and followed, while against this legislation there has
been no limit to petitions, memorials, prayers, and protests, from pro-
ducer and consumer alike.

KO PUBLIC DEMAXD FOR SUCH A MEASURE.

This measure is not called for by the people; it is not an American
measureit is inspired by importers and foreign producers, most of them
aliens, who want to diminish our trade and increase their own; who
want to decrease our prosperity and augment theirs, and who have
no interest in this country except what they can make out of it.
To this is added the influence of t]!)Je professors in some of our institu-
tions of learning, who teach the science contained in books and not that
of practical business. I wonld rather have my political economy
founded u?on the every-day experience of the puddler or the potter
than the learning of the professor, the farmerand factory hand than
the college faculty. Then there is another class who want protective
tariffs overthrown. They are the men of independent wealth, with
settled and steady incomes, who want everything cheap but currency;
the value of everything clipped but coin—cheap labor but dear money.
These are the elements which are arrayed against us.

Men whose capital is invested in productive enterprises, who take the
risks of business, men who expend their capital and energy in the de-
velopment of our resources, they are in favor of the maintenance of the
protective system. The farmer, the rice-grower, the miner, the vast
army of wage-earners from one end of the country to the other, the
chief producers of wealth, men whose capital is their brain and mus-
cle, who aspire to better their condition and elevate themselves and
their fellows; the young man whose fature is yet before him, and
which he must earve out with his hand and head, who is without the
aid of fortune or of a long ancestral line, these are our steadfast allies
in this great contest for the preservation of the American system.
Experience and results in our own country are our best adoisers, and
they vindicate beyond the possibility of dispute the worth and wisdom
of the system.

. What country can show such a trade as ours, such commerce, such
immense transportation iines, such a volume of exchanges, and such

marvelous production from the raw material to the finished product.
Its balance-sheet is without a parallel in the world’s history—richest
in agriculture, greatest in its domestic trade and traffic, and leading in
manufactures any nation in Enrope. Why abandon a policy which can
point to such achievements and whose trophies are to be seen on every
hand? The internal commerce of the United Statesis greater than the
entire foreign commerce of Great Britain, France, Germany, Russia,
Holland, Belgiom, and Austria-Hungary. Why, a single railroad sys-
tem in this country (that of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company) car-
ries more tonnage and traffic in a single year than all the merchant
ships of Great Britain. The whole of Europe has not built as many
miles of railroad as this country has during some recent years, and in
1880 the whole known world did not lay as many miles of track as
were laid acrossthis country. Great Britain’sforeign commerce equals
about one-sixth of our domestic commerce. Can we do better under
any other fiscal policy? We say not. Wise statesmanship commands
us, therefore, to let well enough alone. ;

Sir Edward Sullivan, in a recent article in the London Post, makes
these snggestive comparisons, which I beg every gentleman to hear:

Under free trade the must get p , beeaunse they get less employ-
ment. A well-known statistical work gives a comparison of the material prog-
ress of France under protection and England under free trade. 1If there is any
truth in figures it ought to startle us from our free-trade dream.

The comparison is based on the returns of legacy duty:

In 1826 England was 10s. a head richer than France.

In 1850 Engiand was 19s. o head richer than France.

In 1877 England was bs. a head poorer than France. b
France has 57 per cent. of her land under tillage, and it is increasing every

Fe%;;e United Kingdom has 30 per cent. of land under tillage, and itis diminigh-
ing every year, but the population of England increases much more rapidly
than the population of Franes,

The commerce of England has increased 21 per cent. in ten years.

The commerce of France has inereased 39 per cent. in ten years.

The commerce of the United States has increased 63 per cent. in ten years.

The commerce of the world has increased 26 per cent. in ten years.

Ho much for i.ho_ blasting effect of free trade.

In Germany, so long ago as the 14th of May, 1882, Bismarck, in a
speech before the German Reichstag, paid to the Republican tariff
high eulogy. He said:

The success of the United States in malerial development is the most illustri-
ous of modern time. The Ameriean nation has not only successfully borneand
suppressed the most gigantic and expensive war of all history, but immediately
afterward disbanded its Army, found employment for all its soldiers and ma-
rines, paid off most of its debt, given labor and homes to all the unemployed
of Europe as fast as they could arrive within its territory, and still by a system
of taxation so indirect as not to be perceived, much less felt. Because it is my
deliberate judgment that the prosperity of Ameriea is mainly due toits system
of protective laws, I urge that Germany has now reached that point whereitis
necessary to imitate the tarifl’ system of the United States.

You may try protectionby any test youwill. Yonmay try it notonly
by the condition of the individual citizen and his happiness and pros-
perity and the aggregate prosperity of the nation, but try it by the pro-
gress which has been made ininvention and scientific development; try
it by any standard you may raise, the protective system shows by its
results that it surpasses any other. You can match it with no other.

Go to the Patent Office and examine the evidences furnished from
that great register of the products of American genius. Take the States
which have stood by the protective system, which have believed in it,
which have been built up under it, and contrast them with the States
whose Representatives have stood in nnyielding opposition to the sys-
tem on this floor. See whatresult you get. Take Connecticut, a little
State, but a manufacturing one. In the year 1887 there were 788 pat-
ents granted to the inhabitants of that State, 1 for every 790 of its in-
habitants, while for Arkansas the number of patents granted was 65,
1 forevery 12,346. Take Massachusetts: In 1887 there were 1,875 pat-
ents granted to the people of that State, 1 to every 950 of her popula-
tion, while to Kentucky there were 245 patents granted, or 1 to every
6,729 of her population. Take Illinois: 1,595 patents were granted to
her people, 1 to every 1,920 of her population, while for Georgia there
were 130, or 1 in every 11,862 of her population. Here is the list:

[From the Commissioner's report, 1887.]

One to

States. Patents, | every in-

habitant.

Conpectlont.... o cnin L L wii 78S 790
AT ERINIRS 0 L et e s s ek AT 65 12,346
M husett 1,875 950
Tlinois 1,505 1,929
e e N {
New .Jerse 083 1,144
Louisiana... 112 8,592
New York 4,047 1,255
Mississippi 45 25,146
Ohio 1477 2,165
North Carolina 21,208
Pennsylvania 2,109 030
South Carolina 52 19,145
Rbode Island - 224 1,234
e | s

ermon 2

WIS o o esee s sammntannn 132 1?: 458
R O L e e bk v dens by St 505 1,712
Texas 265 6,006
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These figures need no comment; they point their own moral; they en-
force their own lesson. They demonstrate better than any argument
that I can make that invention and progressand the general diffusion
of knowledge follow manufacturing and industrial enterprises. [Ap-
plause. ]

A HOME MARKET.

‘Why, Mr. Chairman, the estublishment of a furnace or factory or mill
in any neighborhood has the effect at once to enhance the value of all
property and all values for miles surrounding it. They produce in-
creased activity. The farmer has a better and a nearer market for
his products. The merchant, the butcher, the grocer, have an increased
trade. The carpenter is in greater demand; he is called upon to build
more hounses. Every branch of trade, every avenue of labor, will feel
almost immediately the energizing influence of a new industry. The
truck farm is in demand; the perishable products, the fruits, the vege-
tables, which in many cases will not hear exportation and which a for-
eign market is too distant to be available, find a constant and ready
demand at good paying prices.

What the agriculturist of this country wants more than anything
else, after he has gathered his crop, are consumers, consumers at home,
men who do not produce what they eat, who must purchaseall they con-
sume; men who are engaged in manufacturing, in mining, in cotton-
spinning, in the potteries, and in the thousands of productive indus-
tries which command all their time and energy, and whose employ-
ments do not admit of their producing their own food.

The American agriculturist further wants these consumers near and
convenient to his field of supply. Cheap as inland transportation is,
every milesaved is money made. Every manufacturing establishment
in the United States, wherever situated, is of priceless value to the
farmers of the country. The six manufacturing States of New England
aptly illustrate the great value of a home market to the Western farmer.

'hese States have reached the highest perfection in skill and manu-
factures. They do not raise from their own soil, with the exceptions
of hay and potatoes, but a small fraction of what their inhabitants
require and consume; they could not from their own fields and gran-
aries feed the population which they had in 1830, much less their
present population. The most intense revenue-reformer, the most un-
enlightened Democrat, will have to confess that New England is in-
debted in large part for her splendid development to the protective
system. Now, has her prosperity and progress been secured at the sac-
rifice of other interestsand othersections? Ianswer no, but has bronght,
as I believe I shall be able to show, a positive blessing to all of our
60,000,000 of people,

In 1830 the population of thesesix States wasover4,000,000. Thefood
productsrequired by their people, the very necessitiesoftheir daily lifein
o large measure, came from other States and remotesections of the Union.
They raised in 1880 but one-quarter of 1 per cent. of the total wheat pro-
ductionof the United States. They raised in the same year butone-halfof
1 per cent. of the total crop of Indian corn, 2} per cent. of the oats, 12
per cent. of the hay, and 13 per cent. of the potatoes which were pro-
duced in the United States. What did they consume? What did they
buy of the Western farmer? Fifty millions of dollars’ worth of meat
were consumed by their industrial peoplein a single year. The extent of
theirneeds isstrikingly shown by the fact (obtained from the accounts of
Commissioner Fink, that durirgthe year18384 *‘ the trunk lines’’ brought
into New England no less than 470,000 tons of flour and 950,000 tons of
grain. At 200 pounds to the barrel of flour, this is an importation of
4,700,000 barrels, or one and one-fifth, nearly, for each inhabitant.

* During the same year there were exported from Boston and Portland,

the only pointsin New England from which breadstuffs are sent abroad,
2,100,000 barrels of flour, leaving for consumption within these States
2,600,000 barrels. These fizures take no account of the large trade by
water from New York. Iam informed that a large part of the flour
consumed in Connecticut, Rhode Island, and Southern Massachusefts
is received in this way, but no reliable statistics are available. It is
reasonable, however, to suppose, and this comes to me from what I
deem good aunthority, that the amount thus received and consamed
offsets a large partion of the foreign exports to which I have referred.

Of the grain received during the same year rather less than 400,000
tons were exported, leaving for New England consumption 550,000 tons,
for all of which these States were the customers of the West in addition
to the amount grown upon their own soil. In addition to this, New
England consumed, in 1886’87 in her factories nearly one-fourth of
the entire cotton crop of the country. More than this, she used in her
woolen millsin 1880 fully one-half of the entire wool clip of the United
States, and during the year 1886 she consumed more than one-sixth ot
the entire anthracite-coal’production of the country and 5} per cent. of
the bituminous-coal production, and every pound of both came from
the Middle and Southern States.

Is not New England (I appeal o the gentlemen of the other side, I
appeal to the farmers of the country) worth preserving? Is nof the
industrial system which makes such a community of consumers for
agriculiursl products possible worth maintaining? Does not she fur-
nish yon a market worth fostering? Does not she give you a trade
and an exchange of products worth your while to gnard with the most
considerate care? And does not her condition indicate the wisdom of

the policy we advocate? Is not her market better for you than a for-
eign one? Isnot New England a hetter customer for you, more reli-
able, more easily reached, more stable, than Old England? [Applanse
on the Republican side.] Isnot Boston a better consumer for the people
of the United States than London, New York than Liverpool, Pitts-
burgh than Manchester, Cincinnati than Birmingham ? [Applause on
the Republican side. ]

New England bays of you for all her wants; Old England takes not
a pound or a bushel from you except what she must have and can not get
elsewhere,

Now, let us contrast this home market of New England with the
foreign market of Old England. In1830 New England consumed 540,-
000,000 pounds of cotton, at 11.61 a pound, which in value then
amounted to $62,695,000, 20 per cent. greater than the per capita value
of all our domestic exports to the United Kingdom, and this was only
New England’s contribution to the Southern producers of cotton. She
sends at least $70,000,000 to the West and Northwest for her food sup-
plies. She sends to the wool-growers of the Middle, Western, and Pa-
cific States $40,000,000 annually for their fleeces. T repeat, is not this
market worth preserving, ay, cherishing, and does it not make us long
to have New England thrift, New England enterprise, and New Eng-
land politics more generally distributed throughout all sections of the
country? [Applause on the Republican sidet.lf

You can destroy this valnable home market by such legislation is as
proposed in this bill; you can diminish this demand for food, for cotton,
for wool, for flax, and hemp produced in other sections of the country
hy following the delusive theories of our friends on the other side of
the Touse; you can diminish the capacity of the operatives to buy of
you by diminishing their wages; you can drive them from the cotton
and woolen factories to the farms; they will then drift to the West and
Northwest, not to engage in manufacture, but in a great measure to be-
come tillers of the soil, and instead of being as they are now, and as
they will be nnder a proper tariff system, your consumers, they become
your competitors. They go from the ranks of consumers to the ranks
of producers; diminish the consumers and inerease the producers. The
foreign market for agricultural produnets is one of the delusions of free
trade. Ifit ever had any real substance as against a good home market
that has long since disappeared.

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee says to the Western
farmer, *‘ Let New England go. Passher by and go to Old England.”
Well, that is about as practical as the Democratic party ordinarily is.
[Laughter on the Republican side. ]

Mr. DUNN, a prominent member of this Hounse and chairman of one
of its leading committees, and I remember to have heard him say what
I now read from the RECORD:

The wheat producer of the Northwest is standing face to face w ith the wheat
producer of India. A few years ago Indiashipped 40,000 bushels of wheat. Last
year (1885) she putinto the market 40,000,000 bushels, Can you protectthe North-
west farmer against that labor? , Indiacan put wheat down in the markets of con-
sumption in Europe cheaper than we can transport it from the fields of produc-
tion to the markets of consumption ; that is to say, India can produce and market
her wheat in Europe for what it costs the farmer of the Northwest to trans-
port his to the market of consumption, without allowing him for the cost of pro-
duction. In other words, the transportation of wheat costs Lhe American farmer
as much as both transportation and production cost the India farmer,

In the face of a statement like this, from such high Democratic an-
thority, how, I ask, is the wheat of the American farmer to reach the
European niarket with any profit to our producers? And yet it is to
this kind of competition the chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee invites the American farmer. Do the farmers want such a mar-
ket with such a competition? What their answer will be no man can
doubt. They reject with indignation and scorn the chairman’s moria-
tion. [Applause.] The home market is the best, besides being the
safest, It has got the most money to spend, and spends the most. It
consumes the most; it is therefore the most profitable.

The masses of our people live better than any people in the world
Great Britain only buys our food products when she has not enough of
her own and can reach no other supply. This market, therefore, is fit-
ful and fluetnating, and can not be relied upon as we can rely upon our
own consnmers. The foreign market nnder a revenue fariff for agri-
cultural products has not been encouraging in our own experience in
the past. It promises less under such a system in the fuiore.

INCREASED IMPORTATIONS THE PURPOSE OF THE BILL.

The chairman of the committee in opening this debate boldly an-
nounced that we must increase foreign importations to secure national
prosperity. How much does the gentleman and the party with which
he is associated desire to increase importations? Are they not large
enough already? Are they not now crowding our producers and di-
minishing their annual productions? Arve they not already making
labor restless, filling it with apprehension and uncertainty as to the
future? Is this country fo be the dumping ground of foreigh prod-
uets? During the last fiscal year over $233,000,000 in value of for-
eign merchandise was imported into the United States free of duty,
and over $450,000,000 additional was imported which paid a duty.
Is this not enongh? Do the iron and steel workers want farther im-
portations in their line, representing cheap labor, to compete with the
product of their labor? Over $50,000,000 in value of iron and steel
manufactures was imported last year, every dollar of which repre-
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sented foreign capital and foreign labor, which might well have been
roducedathome. Every toncould havebeen made here, and American
nds were waiting to make it. ¢

How much labor do you suppose was represented by the $50,000,000
worth of iron and steel that came into this country last year? Itwould
have taken 1,740 puddlers and helpers, working every day for 300 days
in the year, to have produced ihe serap-iron that came from Europe last
year. Itwould have taken 2,500 men 300 days to have produced the bar
and structural iron, and steel billets,and slabs,and ingots which were im-
ported into the United States last year. It wonld have taken 300 men
300 days, besides those engaged in preparing the raw material, to have
produced the plates and sheets, the corrngated iron, and the steel in
various forms imported Jast year. It would have taken 3,700 men 300
days to have made the wire rods and the nails and the screws and
wire in various shapes which were imported into the United States last
year. It would have taken 800 men 300 days to have made the washers,
and the bolts, and the fish-plates, and railway-plates, the steel tire,
hinge-iron, and tubes of steel which were imported into this country
last year. It wouldhave taken 500 men 300 days to have made theiron
and steel rails which were brought into the United States from abroad
last year. It wonld have taken 24,000 men to manufacture the tin-
plate imported last year. Summing up these figures 33,540 men, work-
ing for 300 days, would have been required to produce the $50,000,-
000 worth of iron and steel which we imported last year. Do you want
that volume increased ? Ten million sixty-two thousand is the aggre-
gate number of days’ work that were taken from American working-
men, every day’s work of which they could have performed, and were
waiting ready to perform. [Applause.] Including all branches of
Jabor required to manufacture the fifty millions of imported iron and
steel and the manufacture thereof, taking into account the labor em-
ployed in the mining, transportation, and manipulation of the raw ma-
terials, and it would employ nearly, if not quite, one hundred thou-
sand men.

I do not know what you think about it; but I would not permit a
single ton of steel to come into the United States if onr own labor
could make it. [Applause.] Let American labor, as far as practi-
cable, manufacture American products. [Applanse.] And if you do
not like it, you know what you can do. [Laughter.] This Govern-
ment is made for Americans, native-born and natunralized; and every
pound, every bushel, every ton, every yard of foreign product that
comes into this country to compete with ours deprives American labor
of what justly belongs to it.

Do the farmers want increased importations of agricultural products?
Of barley alone there were $6,152,000 of value imported last year, and
of vegetables a value of $2,276,000. The total imports of the products
of agriculture for the year 1857 free and dutiable were in value $197,-
308,240. Of this sum $46,678,443 was admitted free of duty and the
remainder paid a duty. Do the agriculturists want the duties all re-
moved and their produets driven from this market. Seven million
three hundred thousand dollars’ worth of foreign glass came into this
country last year. Do the glass-blowers want this volume increased ?
Five million five hundred and forty-five thousand dollars’ worth of
pottery of foreign make entered our market last year. Do the potters
want this vast sum augmented? Will the wool-growers who were com-
pelled to compete with $16,000,000 worth of foreign wool last year
relish the prospectof having their product further displaced next year;
and the lagor engaged in woolen manufactories in this country, are they
anxious that the $44,000,000 worth of woolen goods imported in 1887
in competition with the products of their labor shall be multiplied in
18897 All these importations will be greatly increased if this bill shall
become a law, Every invoice of foreign goods which comes here the
like of which we ean make crowds out just so much American labor.
Is there to be no limit to this foreign invasion ?

I answer, only to the extent that our people shall make importations
impossible by reducing the cost of the home product. This will be the
only restraint upon foreign merchandise glntting this market to the dis-
placementof ourown. If ourpresentlabor conditions are maintained—
and this bill gets upon our statute-book—there will be no barrier in
the way of a perfect inundation of foreign goods in the United States.
It should nof be forgotten that low duties or no duties substitute for-
eign imports for home-made and home-grown products, and to the ex-
tent of such snbstitution take work and wages from American labor.
The eifect of this bill, and there can be no other, is toincrease importa-
tions, displace our own products by foreign ones, diminish the output
of our factories and mills, curtail the demand for labor, and reduce the
wgez of those who may be able to get work. This result is as clear
and manifest to me as the simplest mathematical problem, and we have
only to look at the wage scale of competing nations to know what our
labor will come to with free trade or its equivalent. We can not com-

te with foreign nations without the restraint of a tariff unless we

ve equal conditions and equal labor cost. To do this we must intro-
duce European conditions and European methods in the United States,
and that is what this bill and all similar legislation mean.

‘‘The trammels of trade must be removed’ is the language employed
by the friends of this bill. How and in whatway? First, by removing
the duty from raw materials used in manufacture, which of necessity

will be at the expense and loss of those engaged in preparing them.
But to a tariff reformer that is of little account. This trammel musb
go, to enable the domestic manufacturer to compete with the foreign
manufacturer at home and abroad. After this, and nextin order, the
trammel of high wages must be removed. Thisis the most important
and essential ofall. This is the chiefobstruction. Free raw material
will not equalize the condition of manufacturers at home with those
abroad. Cheap labor, underpaid labor, underfed labor willbe the next
demand of the advocates of this bill. Some of them have been frank
enough to avow it already. This is the inexorable logic of the situa-
tion. If we are to control the whole of our own market and send our
manufactures across the sea, it can be accomplished in one way only, by
reducing the cost of the home product to the same or below the cost of
the foreign product. To do this every intelligent man knows involves
an enormous reduction of the wages of American workingmen. To
this a revenne tariff comes at last and from which there is no escape
and against it every trune American interest cries out in an emphatic
and earnest protest.

I propose a wiser and more patriotic solution of the difficulties of our
financial situation. If wewill buy more American goodsand less foreign,
we will reduce the income of the Government and leave and increase
the surplus among the people. If we will buy more American mer-
chandise and less of foreign make, manufactures at home will ron the
year round and labor will be snitably rewarded and steadily emploged.
If we had some of that lofty patriotism evinced by the fathers, if we
were more American in feeling, sentiment, and purpose, there would
be fewer advocates of this bill. .-

AMERICAN WAGES AGAINST EUROFEAN WAGES.

There has been much effort madein this debate to show that, after all,
American workingmen get no better pay than the workingmen of other
countries. ILetusconsiderthisbranchofthediscussion foralittle while,
forif it be truethatlabor here is no better rewarded than elsewhere, then
the strength of protection is much weakened. I beg to cite, against
the unsupported statements of the gentlemen who have already spoken
upon the other side, the testimony of American workingmen whose op-
portunity for information from experience in both countries, and other-
wise, makestheirevidence incontrovertible. From the statements made
March 10, 1886, before the Committee on Ways and Means, I read.
Some of this testimony is two years old, but the only reason it is so is
because laboring men were not permitted to testify this year. [Laugh-
ter and applause. |

Mr. Roger Evans, workingman, speaking upon this subject, said:

Of course you must not gauge the American workingman by the amount of
coarse bread and meat which will be necessary for him to subsist upon. Itcan
not be. The American workingman must have other things than those. He
must be fed and elothed and be able to maintain his family as becomes the dig-
nity of an American citizen,

Another, Mr, Philip Hagan, spoke as follows:

Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, I was born undera free-trade government; and
I believe that that free-trade government deprived me of an education. The
reason of that was that I had to go to work when{I was eight s of age; and
I remember also my little brother going to work under that free-trade govern-
ment when he was eight years of age. I remember well when there was a fam-
ily of nine of us(including my father and mother), and when my wages for work-
ing in a mill were 10 cents per day. That was under a free-trade government.
Bubsequently I went up higher there to 5 shillings a day, or §1.25, That was
about the limit I could reach—six and sixpence a day—and having to pay 60
cents out of that to m{ helper.

Many members of this commiltee know all this just as well as I am stating it,
and I am not going to detain you any longer; but I will state that as soon as
my limited knowledge informed me that labor was protected in the United
StatesIcamehere, Ideclared my intentionsand [became a citizen of the United
States. And now I havea family, and now I make regularly 14 shillings aday.
The produce on which I lived in England came mostly from the United States,
and certainly I ought to get it as cheap here as in England. I worked for5
shillings a day in England, and I get 14 shillings s day here. Consequently I”
am able to send my children to school, and they are getting an education, which
their father did not get under a free-trade government, I want to sce these
children raised up and educated as citizens,

»

[Applause. ]
Mr. Thomas Williams said:

As Ameriean citizens we can not be compelled to subsist upon what the work-
ing people of England, France, or other European countries subsist upon. The
people of this country have made it just what it is, and in a very great measure
the workingmen have made it what it is, Some of ushave come acrossthe At-
lantie, leaving the land of our birth, and have come here with the expectations
that we were going to better our condition. We have bettered it in n great
measure. We will get along if yon will let us alone. The manufacturers and
ourselves will fighl our own battles.

Mr. Thomas P. Jones said:

I came to this country to better my condition,and I am happy to say that I
hﬁ;e bettered my condition. I have made more wages than [ ever made in the
old country.

It has been shown here to-day, and, as I think, very clearly, that this tinkering
with the tariff is not for the best interests of the country; is not for the best in-
terests of the wealth-producers, of the men who built up this country. Then,
gentlemen, I take it that it is your duty to throw this bill to the dogs. I cer-
tainly do not stand to dictate to you altogether in this matter, but I will assure
wou this far: that there is a school of education among the working people in
this country, and that if this tinkering of the tariff is allowed to proceed; if
you will, in spite of our remonstrances, go on destroying our interests and shut-
ting up the industries of the conntry, our working paople will be ere longsuffi-
ciently educated to step forth and say, ** Gentlemen, thus far shall you go, and
no farther.” Wewill elect men andsend them here to legisiate for our interests
if you will not do so. We have the power, gentlemen, and you know it

Laborera in this country were never so cemented as they are to-day., One of
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the principal things which has helped us to that is this very bill which the hon-
orable chairman has brought before this committee. Where I live, in Chicago,
you would be surprised to see the feeling that exists among the working classes.
And why? Because some of the feopia there worked in this country in free-
trade times. I have a brother-in-law who, in free-trade times, traveled to his
work 6 miles in the morning, getting there at sun-up, worked all day, and

home at sundown, and all for a paltry 50 cents a day. I also have
worked for 50 cents a day, but not in this oounu:iy, thank God. Ihave worked
for 25 cents a day, but I do not want to have to do it again. Thave seen in the
eity of Glasgow, in Beotland, men working for 12 cents a day and a bowl of
soup. That does not become an American citizen, YWe can not have such a
state of affairs here, and we will not have it.

I have a letter from Mr. William Barbour, of the Barbour Flax Spin-
ning Company, of Paterson, N. J., under date of 31st of March, in
which occurs the following:

DeAr Sie: Asastockholderand director of Barbour Flax-Spinning Company,
of Paterson, N, J., I wish to make a stat t to youn regarding the flax-thread
industry, and to call your attention to the effect which the proposed Mills bill
would I;ave upon.lb.

- = = - L

While Iam an American born, and the industry I represemt in Paterson, N.J.,

is thoroughly American, I am also a large stockholder in aflax-spinn com-
pany in Ireland ; and that you may judge of the relative wages paid in the two
ccuntries, I would state thatthe
differed only about 8500, the num
J,400in the New Jersey mill.

* * - L * * *
Yours, truly,
Hon, W. McKixLEY, Jr.,
Washington, D, C.

That is, 1,400 American Iaborers are paid the exact sum which 2,900
laborers are paid for the same labor in Ireland, and yet gentlemen
would have us believe there is no difference in favor of the American
workingman. [Applanse. ]

The Singer Bewing-Machine Company maintains a factory in Glasgow,
Scotland, as well as its works in New Jersey. It employs one-third
more hands in its Scotch establishment, yet the pay-roll there is only
half that of its American works, the actual figures being $18,000 and

y-rol1s of the two mills, as recently compared,
of handsin the Irish mill being 2,900 against

WAL BARBOUR.

,000.

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques-
tion?

Mr. McKINLEY. Certainly.

Mr. HERBERT. Can the gentleman tell me the price a sewing-
woman in Scotland pays for a sewing-machine and the price a sewing-
woman in New Jersey pays for the same kind of a sewing-machine?

Mr. McKINLEY. Yes, sir; I am told the prices are about the same
except a sewing-machine inScotland costs morethan a sewing-machine
in America. [gLu.nghber and applanse.]

John H. Ross, superintendent Boston Thread and Twine Company,
under date of April 23, 1838, says:

‘:‘]‘:} are paying three times the average wages paid for similar labor through-
on UTOpe,

Here ige a letter under date of April 26, 1888, from the representatives
of at least a half million workingmen of the United States:

Wasmxarox, D. O,, 4pril 26, 1888,

DeAr Siz: Having seen by the papers that Mr. MrLrs and others, in their
speeches in the House of Representatives upon the tariff bill, have asserted the
wages paid to labor were no higher in the United States than in Europe, we,
the undersigned, desire to state, throngh you, to the members of Con, that
soch statements are misleading and false. Wages are higher in this coun-
try than in any other in the world. Notwithstanding the fact that the state-
ments have been made by members on the floor of the House of Representatives
that the tariff only benefits the manufacturer, and that they receive all the ad-
wvantages from the protection given by the Government, we know that we re-
ceive our share of the benefits of protection on the industries we represent,

We therefore emphatically protest inst m}y reduction of the duties that
will bring us on a level with' the low price paid for labor in Europe. We insist
upon the maintenance of a strong protective tariff,in order to maintain an
American standard of wages for A i worki

Beﬁmlly yours,

WIL MV President of LOUIS ARRINGTON, Master Work-
Amalgamated Associalion of Iron man Glass Blowers' 4zsembly 143,
and Steel Workers. JAMES CAMPBELL, President

WA, MARTIN, Secretary of Amal- + Local Assembly 300, Knighis o
gamated Association of Iron and Labor, Window Glass Workers of

Steel Workers. America.

JOHN CONKLING, Master TWork- WM. J. SMITH, President American
man National Assembly Iron and Flint Glass Workers' Union.
Steel Workers® Knights of Labor. WAL J. DILLON, Secrotary.

JOHN COFFEY, Masler Workman 5

Glass Blowers' Assembly 149,

Hon. WiLLtaxm McKINLEY,
Washington, D. C.

This bill proposes to equalize American production with European
production by bringing down American wages to the level of European
wages, and, Mr. Chairman, I give you notice here to-day that you can
not do it. [Applause.]

AGRICULTURAL WAGES,

Now as to farm wages here as contrasted with other conntries. I
have a letter from Mr. Dodge, the Statistician of the Agricnltural De-
partment:

USITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
BUREAU OF STATISTICE,
Washington, D, C., March29, 1883,

The wages of white labor in agricnlture in this country is about $§24 per month,

s I s et e T 2 S o seeting o 8
eans, e icultu ety’s Journal, was t $12.65 "
It has been reduced si%rca 1880, - e " oty

In the Argentine Republic the common farm hands get §10 to $12 per month,

In India agricultural wages are about $20 Lo £25 per year.

‘Wages here in the wool-growing industry are two or three times as much as
in competing countries.

Consul Wamer, at Cologne, in his official report of May 21, 1886, to
the State Department, gives a statement of the increase of exports from
Germany to the United States, also the wages paid. The laborer,
whether he works in iron orsteel works, factories, stone-quarries, or rail-
roads, earns as a rule from 47 to 70 cents per day, and for skilled labor
he may get from 80 to 92 cents per day. Women, when employed, earn
from 24 to 30 cents per day. Boysunder sixteen receive 19 to 24 cents
a day, and an extra strong boy may earn 30 cents. Working hours are
from 6 to 6 in summer, and 7 to 7 in winter, with one hour for dinner.

The consul-general at Vienna, in speaking of the Austrian laborer,
eays a home of his own, though ever so modest, is beyond his reach.

Consul Tanner, at Chemnitz, Saxony, says:

The eustomary wages to hired servants on a farm are £57.19 per year, with
board and lodging, for men, and $28.50 for females. Field hands are paid atthe
rate of 5} cents per hour. Women receive 2} cents per hiour.

Speaking of their food, he says: :

Sugar or sirup are never allowed, and but very little milk. Tea is never
used. For dinner they have meat and vegetables three times a week, and al-
ways on Sundays.

This effectnally disposes of the claim that wages in England and
other countries are as high as here.

WAGES IN THE EOUTH AXD PROTECTION TO RICE.

The wage question in the South is interesting, and I have seen it no
better stated, and the reason for maintaining protection nowhere more
strongly presented than in the report made this year on the American
rice industry, prepared by the Rice Association and addressed to the
association of Savannah, I read:

During this period [from 1810 to 1860] the duty on foreign rice was20 per cent.
ad valorem. In all the rice-producing divisions of the country slave labor was
then employed, and no foreign rice was imported.

It will be noted that elave labor operates as a positive prohibition to
foreign imports. It takes the place of a protective tariff, and presents
to labor a choice between the one and the other.

Cheap labor can succeasfully compete with cheap labor on equal terms
and with equal chance of proiits in the markets of the world without the
aid of legislative protection, and what I have read shows the characterof
labor bestadapted to free trade. This report says the conditions sur-
rounding the American producer have entirely changed. ILet me read:

Bince the emancipation of the slaves the cost of agricultural labor in the South
has been greatly increased. In the rice districts of the Carolinas and Georgia
Eielélllnboa_mnges from 40 to 60 cents, and the best expert (not mechanical) lngor

o T diem.

So that no time since 1865 could rice have been cultivated as a staple product
without the protection afforded by import duties upon foreign grain,

Now, with what labor does the Southern rice-grower compete? I
will read from this report a quotation from the report of the United
States minister at Pekin:

Coming now to the field-hand whom the farmer hires, we arrive at the sub-
stratum of labor. The average wages of an able-bodied young man is §12 per
annum, food, straw, shoes, and free shaving. Deducting $4 for his clothing, he
saves $8 annually —or may do so,

Ten years' saving will enable him to buy one-third of an acre of land (value

r acre, §150) and necessary implements by which he can attain by his own
abor asubsistence. * ®* * Inlen yearshe can become possessor of two-thirds
of an acre,

The report goes on further:

In Japan, the field-hands receive their food and lodging with wages from £3.60
to £12. Eﬂ‘ annum, The wages of females are about §6 per annum.

In British India the per diem is 6 cents for males and 1} cents for females.

In Kurnel the highest permanent wages are 50 cents per month.

In Borat men employed by the year get from 50 to pounds of grain per
month, and from 44} cents to §L.98 per annum.

In Bombay and Madras laborers are paid from 6 to 12 cents per diem.

IHence the wages paid at the South In the rice-fields are many fold greater
than those paid to laborers in the rice-fields of Asin. Two-thirds of the cost of
production is disbursed in wages in the former.

The report then concludes:

The contrast in this el t of cost should render unnecessary any further
comment than that without the intervention of the existing import tax on Asi-
atic rice competition would seem impossible.

This argument I commend for its force and fairness, and it makes
out a strong case for the rice-grower, who in my judgment deserves
protection and which we cheerfully accord; but the same argument ap-
plies with equal foree to domestic wool, flax, and hemp, and other prod-
ucts of agriculture and manufacture. They are all within the same
principle; all of them cultivated and produced with wage-labor greatly
in excess of that paid abroad. Yet these American products are to be
severely crippled, if not wholly destroyed.

Thisstatement of the rice-growers is a most striking demonstration of
the wisdom and necessity of protection. It shows what is trne in the
Northis truein the South. The chief and controlling guestion is one of

Iabor, and so longas the labor costherein any departmentof employment
exceeds the labor cost in Europe so long we must have a protective
tariff which shall compensate for this difference. And whether the
Jabor is in the rice-fields of Georgia and of the Carolinas, or in the
wheat-fields of the Northwest, in the factories of New England, the
mines of Maryland and Virginia, or the furnaces of Pennsylvania, Ohio,
and New Jersey, it must be protected against the less rewarded labor
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whose produets come in competition with theirs. Either this tariff
must be maintained to maintain the difference of wages or one of two
things must inevitably occur: we must abandon production in many
of the most valuable fields of industry here or our labor must come
down fo the standard of the competing labor; and we may discuss our
theories until the frosts of December and we can not alter the fact.

This is the issue and it can not be evaded.

LABOR KOT ASKING FOR IT—CHEAP CLOTHING. ¥
It is a fact worthy to call to the attention of the House that a labo:
organization representing a million working men, with its representa-
tives in this city whose sole duty is tolook after the interests of labor,
have given no sign of approval of this bill. Not a petition has come
through this source asking for its passage, or anything like it. 'What-
ever utterance has been made has been in opposition and protest.
Every member on this floor has observed the activity of this committee
of Knights of Labor in regard to legislation affecting the interests of
labor, but in all their vast constituency, found in every State of the
Union, found in the fields, in the factories, workshops, and mines, no
-word or sign but of disapproval and condemnation has come.
The expectations of cheaper clothes is not sufficient to justify the
action of the majority. This is too narrow for anational issne. No-
body, so far as I have learned, has expressed dissatisfaction with the
present price of clothing. It is a political objection; it is a party slo-
gan. Certainly nobody is unhappy over the cost of clothing except
those who are amply able to pay even a higher price than is now ex-

- acted. And besides, if this bill should pass, and the effect would be
(as it inevitably must be) to destroy our domestic manufacturies, the
era of low prices wounld vanish, and the foreign manufacturer would
compel the American consumer to pay higher prices than he has been
accustomed to pay under ‘‘the robber tariff,’’ so called.

Mr. Chairman, I represent a district comprising some 200,000 people,
a large majority of the voters in the district being workingmen.
have represented them for a good many years, and I have never had
a complaint from one of them, that their clothes were too high. Have
you? [Applause on the Republican side.] Has any gentleman on
this floor met with such complaint in his district?

Mr, MORSE. They did not buy them of me.

Mr. McKINLEY. No! Let us see; if they had bought of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts it wounld have made no difference, and there
could have been no complaint. Let us examine the matter.

[Mr, McKINLEY here produced a bundle containing a suit of clothes,
which he opened and displayed amidst great laughter and applause. |

Come now, will the gentleman from Massachusetts know his own
goods? [Renewed laughter.] We recall, Mr. Chairman, that the chair-
man of the Committee on Ways and Means talked about the laboring
man who worked for ten days at a dollar a day, and then went with
his ten dollars wages to buy a suit of clothes. It is the old story. It
is found in the works of Adam Smith. [Laughterandapplause on the
Republican side.] I haveheard it in this House for ten years past. It
has served many a free-trader. Ikis the old story, I repeat, of the man
who gets a dollar a day for his wages, and having worked for the ten
days goes to buy his suif of clothes. He believes he can buy it for just
$10; but *‘ the robber manufacturers’’ have been to Con, and have
got100 per cent. putupon the goods in the shape of a tariff, and the suit
of clothes he finds can not be bought for $10, but he is asked $20 for if,
and so he has got to go back to ten days more of sweat; ten days more of
toil; ten days more of wear and tear of muscle and brain to earn the
$10 to purchase the suit of clothes. Then the chairman gravely asks
is mnot ten days entirely annihilated ?

Now, a gentleman who read that speech or heard it was so touched by
the pathetic story that he looked into it and sent me a suit of clothes
jdentical with that described by the gentleman from Texas, and he
sends me also the bill for it, and here is the entiresuit, ** robber tariffs
and taxes and all’’ have been added, and the retail cost is what? Just
$10. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] So the poor
fellow does not have to go back to work ten days more to get that suit
of clot.h]es. He takes the suit with him and pays for it just $10. [Ap-
. But in order that there might be no mistake about it, knowing the
-honor and honesty of the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. MoRgsEg],
he went to his store and bonght the suit. [Laughter and cheers on
the Republican side.] I hold in my hand the bill,

Mr. STRUBLE. Read it.

Mr. McKINLEY (reading):

BosTox, May 4, 1888,

J. D, Williams, bought of Leororp Morse & Co.; men's youth's, and boys'
clothing; 131 to 137 Washington street, corncr of Braltle—

I believe it is.

Mr. MORSE. Yes, Brattle.

Mr. MoKINLEY (reading):

To one suit of woolen clothes, §10, Paid.

[Renewed laughter and applause. ]

And now, Mr. Chairman, I never knew of a gentleman enzaged in
this business who sold his clothes withonta profit. [Laughter.] And
there is the same $10 suit described by the gentleman from Texas that
can be bought in the city of Boston, can be bought in Philadelphia, in-

New York, in Chicago, in Pittsburgh, anywhere throughout the coun-
try at $10 retail the whole suit, coat, pants, and vest, and 40 per cent.
less than it could have been bought in1860 under yourlow tariff and low
wages of that period. [Great applause.] It isa pity to destroy the
sad picture of the gentleman from Texas which was to be used in the
campaign, but the trath must be told. But do yon know that if it was
notfor protection you wonld pay a great deal more for these clothes? I
do not intend to go into that branch of the question, but I want to give
one brief illustration of how the absence of American competition im-
mediately sends up the foreign prices, and it is an illustration that every
man will remember. My friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY], who
sitsin front of me, will rememberit. The MissouriGlass Company was
organized several years ago for the manunfacture of coarse fluted glass
and eathedral glass. Last November the factory was destroyed by fire.
Cathedral glass wastheirspecialty. Within ten days from the time that
splendid property was reduced to ashes the foreign price of cathedral
glass advanced 28 per cent. to the American consumer. [Applause on
the Republican side.] Showing that whether you destroy the Amer-
ican production by free trade or by fire it is the same thing; the price

up to the American consumer, and all you can do is to pay the
the price the foreigner chooses to ask. [Renewed applause. ]

TIHE POOE MAN'S BLANKETS,

Now, the gentleman had a lot of blankets here the other day. The
very climax of the gentleman’s speech was reached when he came toa
deseription of the American blankets, and the enormous burdens that
the tariff laid upon the poor man’s bed and covering. Why, you would
have supposed that he was enunciating the national issue for 1888, and
I think really that is about all they have left now that civil-service re-
form is gone. [Launghter.]

Now what is the fact? He told you that for one pair of 5-pound
blankets, whichhe exhibited, the price was $2.51, the labor cost 35 cents,
the tariff $1.90, and the difference between the labor and the duty
$1.55. Then the gentleman from Texas turned to this House and to
his admiring associates and listening andience and said: ‘“Why does
not the manufacturer give the laborer that $1.55, the difference be-
tween the labor cost and the duty ?”’ which inquiry was followed by
deafening applause.

Did he not leave the impression npon the mind of everyone that the
manufacturer got the duty? He asked why did he not give it to the
laborer? and turning he said: ‘“Of course he would not do that; he
put it into his pocket.’’ I will tell you the reason, or at least a snffi-
cient reason why the manufacturer did not give it to the laborer. It
was because he did not get it himself,

I do not know where the gentleman got his figures, but I have a
careful statement from one of the leading blanket manufacturers of
this country, and I intend to give the facts fully.

Blankets are numbered according to grade and according to weight.
There are several grades of five-pound blankets numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,
and 5. A No. 1 five-pound blanket madse in the city of Philadelphia
sells for $1.72. The labor represented in the blanket is 87} cents; the
duty is $1.02. Of a scarlet blanket, five pounds, the price is $2.27;
the labor is 87} cents; the duty is $3.17. Of the white all-wool Falls
of Schuylkill blanket the price is $3.62; the labor $1.05; the duty$2.60.
Of the Gold-Medal blanket the price is $4.53; the labor §1.05; the
duty £3.50.

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the duty was added to the cost, what wounld
the American mannfacturers get for these blankets? They should get
for the first blanket $2.74. How much do they get? They get only
$1.72. They should get for the second blanket, daty added, $3.77.
How much do they get? They get $§2.27. They should get for the
third $5.12. How much do they get? They get $3.17. They shounld
get, duty added, for the fourth class $6.22. How much do they get?
They get $4.35. They should get, duty added, for the highest grade,
$3.03. How much do they get? They get $4.05.

Now, Mr. Chairman, what did these same blankets cost in 1860 under
a revenue tariff, under the free-trade domination of this country by the
Democratic party? What did we pay for the same blankets that year
as contrasted with what we pay now? The blanket that sells to-day
for £1.02s80ld in 1860 for $2. The blanket thatsells now for $1.45 sold
in 1860 for $2.50. The blanket that sells now for $1.31 sold in 1860
for $2.25. The blanket that sells now for $1.90 sold in 1860 for $3.50.
The blanket thatsells now for$2.58 sold for $3.75in 1860. The blanket
that sells now for $4.35 sold for $7.50 in 1860. The blanket that sells
for $5.85 nowsold for $10 in 1860. The blanket that sells now for $6.80
sold for $13 in 1860.

PRICES OF 1850 AXD 1388 COMPARED.

Now let us see Lhow the wages are, for that is an cssential element
in'this question. In 1860 a spinner got $6 a week in this same estab-
lishment, and I am speaking from the books of the manufacturer. It
is no idle and hearsay, second-hand statement that I am making, nor
does it come from any foreign souree, nor is it based on any informa-
tion from abroad. It is taken from theactual ks of a manufacturer
of blankets in Philadelphia, who has been manuficturing for a great
many years. A spinmer got forn week’s work in 1860, $6. What does
he get now ? Fifteen dollars:
week in 1833!

Rix dellars a week in 1850, and $15a
A piecer boy got $1.15 a week in 1860, and he gets $3.50
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now. A weaver got 34 in 1860, and $10in 1838. A finisher, unskilled,
got $4.15 in 1860, and he geis $9 in 1888. A skilled finisher got $6in
1860, and $16 in 1888, A dye-house hand, unskilled, got $4.25 in
1860, and he gets §9 in 1838, A common Jaborer $4 in 1860, and gets
$7.50 in 1888, A skilled lIaborer got $4.50 in 1860, and he gets $9 in
1838, An engineer got $6.50 in 1860, and he gets $16 in 1833,

The weekly earningsof the spinner in 1860 could buy three pairs of
cheap blankets for one week's work., Thespinner under American pro-
tection in 1838, for the price of one week’s work can buy fifteen pairs
of blankets. Talk about productive capacity! Think about buying
capacity! The spinner buys his blankets for one-half what they cost
him in 1860; and he gets twoand a half times as much for his labor in
1888 as he got in 1860. Do you wonder these men do not like your
bill? [Applause.] Do you wonder these men condemn the action of
the committee for not listening to their protests? Why, you are prepar-
ing here to-day—and that is the purpose and effect of this bill—yon
are preparing here to reduce the scale of American wages. But I am
not through with the blanket issue. You may think that what I have
already given is sufficiently exhaunstive, but I have an actual transaction
here that I know will be of interesi to the members of this House, and,
therefore, at the expense of wearying your patience, I am going to ask
your attention to it. [Cries of ** Go on!’"]

THE UNITED STATES BEUYING FOREIGN DLANKETS.

On the 25th of March, 1837, the United States Government adver-
tised for bids for the putchase of blankets for the nse of the medieal
department of the Army. This was'in 1887, under the present Admin-
istration. There were foreign bids and there were American bids.
Now, if the President is right in saying that the duty is added to the
cost, then the foreign cost, duty added, ought to be just equal to the
American price. Now, what are the facts of this transaction? As I
have said, there was a foreign bid, and there was an American bid.
The foreign bid was for a fonr-pound blanket for medical purposes, to be
furnished for $2.25f‘¢. For the same four-pound blanket for the same
purposes, the American bid was $2.56, there being a difference of 30
cents. Who, who do you suppose got the contract? There was a
foreign bid, and an American bid, and the difference between the bids
was 30 cents on each blanket. Now tell me which manufacturer,
the American or English got the contract? Is there anybody here who
would not have given it to the American, there being a difference of
only 30 cents between the bids?

Is there any gentleman on this floor who would send abroad to get
a pair of blankets merely to save 30 cents on them, thus taking away
from the American manufacturer and the American farmer and the
American laborer that much business? However that may be, that
contract did go abroad. English labor, with foreign wool, made those
2,000 blankets for the useof our army. American labor was boycotted
and they eame in without payingany duty. The Government took ad-
vantage of a law that stands on the statute-book and admitted them
free of duty. ~There being so little revenue in the Treasury, it was nec-
essary, of course, to save every penny, so they took advantage of that
law which permits the United States to bring in goods free of duty.

Now letus look at the fizures. The duty on blankets of that quality
is 185 cents a pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem. Eighteen cents a
pound upon 2,000 blankets, 4 pounds each, is $1,440; 35 per cent. ad
valorem is $1,576.40, making a total duty upon those 2,000 blankets,
which were bought from a foreign blanket maker, of $3,016.40. The cost
of those blankets, free of duty, amounts to $4,504; with the duty added
the total wonld be $7,520.40.

Now, il the President is right and if the chairman of the Committee
on Ways and Means is right in saying that this daty i3 added to the
price to the American consumer, then $7,520.40 is exactly what the
Ameriean price would be.

Now, then, gentlemen, what was the American price? The Amer-
ican price was $5,120. That is, it was $2,400 less than the foreign
cost, duty added. Without any duty, the difference between the cost
of the American and the cost of the foreign blankets, the whole 2,000,
was about $600. Now you see the American manufacturer does not
get the duty, and that, I submit, is a sufficient reason why he does
not give it to his workmen. I am very sorry, Mr. Chairman, thatthe
President of the United States did not know of this transaction, which
had occurred under his own administration, so that he might have
avoided making the blunder which he made in his message when he
snid that the daty was added to the cost. And I do not know what
those around me may think about it, but I am very sorry that our
Government went abroad and bought those blankets just to save 30
cents apiece on them. [Laughterand appiause on the Republican side. ]

Mr. Chairman, I wish that this Government of ours, which is sup-
ported by its own people, and not by foreigners, would patronize its
own people. I think that is an example of patriotism which should be
set by those charged with public administration. I wish the men who

pay the taxes to support this Government, to pay the President’s sal-
ary and other ex&ensm of the Government, would be patronized when
the Government has anything to buy, don’t you? And are you not a
little ashamed of this transaction, all of you? I do not know whether
the like was ever done under any former administration or not; but it
never ought to be done, except in time of war or great public necessity,

by any future administration of any party.
lican side. ]
ALL EUROI'E INTERESTED IN THE PASSAGE OF THIS BILL.

All Europe is watching the progress of this bill. Itsimmediate pro-
moters are not following it with keener vigilance and more absorbing
interest than their foreign sympathizers. All trades, all manufactur-
ers across the Atlantic, are watching it with the deepest concern and
anticipating the rich harvest which awaits them when our gates shall
be opened, our industrial defenses torn down, and free and unrestrained
access to our splendid markets afforded for the products of their cheap
labor.

I have in my hand the Pottery Gazette, published in London, under
date of January 2, 1888, from which I read:

Earthehware is reported to be reduced to 30 per cent. This will help the trade

but we trust the men and masters here will not be too sanguine as to resultsan
upset the trade.

Their information upon the earthenware schedule is quite accurate;
they had it in advance of the minority members of the committee,
and while thoroughly pleased the editor of the Gazette feels constrained
to advise the men and masters not to be too sanguine as to results and
thereby upset the trade and defeat the bill. He advises them not to
rejoice too soon; the news is almost too good to be true, and too much
ecstacy on their part might prejudice it before the American House.
‘Why should they rejoice when our tariff goes down? Our working-
men and employers have no such feeling. They dread it; they oppose
it; they know what it means tothem. They know that it will benefit
the foreign rival and bring distress to them.

The reduction of duties upon earthenware will help Staffordshire,
England, and their people know it well, while it will hurt American
potters and the labor they employ.

Again I read:

Our American friends are expected over shortly—

They are detained here during the pendency of this bill—
when we shall hear what the effect is to be of the promised alteration in their
tariff. The protected manufacturers in the States are already making effortsto
stop the reduced imports, but it will be useless.

With what confidence they speak! They mistake the temper of our
people. They are staking too much upon the fulfillment of Demo-
cratic pledges.

This long nursed and favored class must give way a little to the eonsumer,
whose long suffering has at length come to the front.

The generous sympathy which the English manufacturer has for the
American consumer is touching indeed.

The consumers are as ten to one of the United States inhabitants, and the pro-

tection to the pottery and glass manufacturer of the commoner description rep-
resents the cost of labor many times over.

This reads like the speech of the gentleman from Texas. It sounds
s0 like the Democratic speeches of the last two weeks that we might
well conclude that the gentlemen of themajority on this floor were rep-.
resenting an English and not an American constituency.

Again I read:

Is this fair to the housekeeper? Isitright? Nay, isit just?

This sympathy would have been more highly appreciated by the
American consumer had it been extended at a time when the Stafford-
shire potteries controlled the American market, before we had become
suecessful competitors, and when they were charging us 100 per cent.
more for the coarse tableware that went into the houses of the masses
than we now have to pay, resulting from the competition created by
our own potteries. The hope of foreign produeers is in the Demoecratic
party.

Foreign producers are already preparing for the new order of things.
They are already establishing agencies in the United States, preparing
to invade and occupy this market.

I have among my notes a letter from Andris Jochams, of Charleroi,
Belgium, proprietors of the La Providence Rolling Mills, which gives
unmistakable evidence of preparation for the passage of this bill.

Let me reagl the letter:

[Applause on the Repub-

CuarLeRo1, le 14th March, 1888,

DeAR Sirs: I beﬁ to take notice that we have appointed Messrs, Weir, Smith
& Rogers as our sole and general agents in the United States of America for the
sale of our architectural iron, as per circular inclosed, and you will oblige us in
addressing your demands to them in future.

With the prospect of a reduction in duties on architectural iron and steel in
your country we will be soon ready to offer you such advantages in prices and
quality that you will find a nice profit in importing from us.

We remain, dear sirs, with much respect, your obedient servant,
ANDRIS JOCHAMS,

Messrs, WeIR, Saati & RoGens, 41 Broadway, New York.

The American publie, it will be observed, is assured that *‘ with the
prospect of reduction of duties on architectural iron and steel in your
country we will be soon ready to offer you such advantages in prices
and quality that yon will find a nice profit in importing from us.”’ Re-
duced duties are to increase their profit whiqh, for the time, at least, is
to be divided so as to give to the American importer a *‘ nice profit.”

TRUSTS.

There has been much discussion about trades and combinations in

the course of this debate—trusits to control prices, diminish produc-
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tion, extinguish competition —and these are made a fruitful theme
for vicious assaults upon the tariff. This is the only new feature that
has been developed in the tariffl discussion, and therefore deserves
passing attention. I have no sympathy with combinations organized
for this or any other purpose, to control the supply and thereby con-
trol prices. I re all such as against public policy and opposed to
fair and legitimate trade. They are, however, in no wise related to
the tariff, and the tariff is in no way responsible for them.

There is nothingin the tariff laws to promote or even suggest them.
They are of foreign origin—they originated in free-trade countries. They
ean and do exist among producers and factors not in any way affected by
thetariff, Theyareofrecentdatein the UnitedStates. Themost widely
known trusts of the country are not engaged in what are termed ** pro-
tected industries.”” The oil trust and the whisky trust, which are so
commanding and powerful, which make prices and alter them, control
supply and production, these surely can not be charged to a protective
tariff, for nothing which they make or merchandise is subject to pro-
tective tariffis. The most oppressive trusts—oppressive to the Ameri-
can consumer—are those which deal in foreign goods, and all of which
will be promoted and strengthened by the passage of this bill.

There is a trust or combination made up of all the plate-glass manu-
facturers of Europe. I have here a circular which is dated London,
25th of April, 1887, and which reads:

DEeAR Sir: We beg to inform you that the Associated Plate-Glass Manufact-
urers have revised their prices for plate-glass of all descriptions, and that,
withdrawing all previous gquotations, we inclose you herewith our tariff of
?riw. the discount from wt?ieh will be 30 ‘P’er cent., with the exeaftion of glaz-

ng glass used for silvering purp , the Il be 25 per

cent.
We are, dear sir, yours, respectfully,

LoxpoN AND MANCHESTER PLATE-GLASS
MANUFACTURING COMPANY (LIMITED.)
- Ux1oN PLATE-GLASS COMPARY (LIMITED.)
PILKINGTON BROTHERS.

A de GRAND RY. AGENCE GENERALE DES-GLACERIES, Belges.

This trust is still in force. Here is a foreign combination to control
the price of plate-glass, and the gentlemen on the other side are engaged
in making the monopoly more complete and controlling by reducing the
import duties now paid on their product and by relieving them of a bur-
den they now have to bear, and thus enabling them to break down Amer-
ican competition, which alone has reduced the price of plate-glass, and
now prevents the most extortionate exactions for the foreign product
upon American consumers.

Here, again, is an importers’ trust in the sameline of goods, I read
from the New York Herald of February 28 an account of the investi-
gation by the New York Legislature:

THE GLASS TRUST.

Mr, James ¥, Heroy, an imﬁoﬂer of plate and French glass, was next called
to tell what he knew about the glass trust. He is a spry old gentleman who
has been in the business for fifty years, Colonel Bliss asked the witness to
identify a circular. It is a very peculiar circular, and will open the eyes of the
publie, if not the eyes of the committee, It is as follows:

“Hexry O. MARRINNER,
* Plale and sheel-glass importer, No. 126 South Fifth avenue:

“We beg leave to quote you 70, 10, and 5 per cent. discount from the price-
list, January 20, 1857, for French window-glass. In case {lou wish to make any
large purchases we can make you extra discounts as follows: If you reccive
from us or any members of our association in New York ?whlch includes all
the regular importers), eitherall from one house or partfrom each of the houses,
one hundred boxes in one calendar month, you are entitled to an extra discount
of 5 per cent.; or if the deliveries to you in any one calendar month from any

1 of these h should a t to $1,000,then you will be entitled to an
extra discount of 10 per cent. This is done, as you will see, to give large pur-
chasers the advantage over small buyers, which they have been long entitled
to, but which could not be given to them until we made our present organiza-
tion to regulate prices.

*“This arrangement of rebates takes effect from February 1.

“We can also make deductions from the new price-list of January 5, 1838, for
colored, enameled, ground, and cathedral glass, extra discounts, as follows:

“ For orders of twenty cases or 2,000 feet or more at one time, 10 per cent. dis-

t from which w

coun’

“ For import orders of 7,500 feet or more of cathedral and one hundred cases
ormorecolored, enameled, and ground glass we will make special prices, accord-
ing to the conditions of the order.

“Yours, very truly,
“HEROY & MARRINNER.”

NOTHING DONE IN A HURRY,

There was no doubt about the intention of that trust. Mr. Heroy said “ it
was simply " to make prices below which they would not sell their goods. At
the last meeting he attended he thought it was the desire of the combination to
reduce prices, and added, ** We have not yet decided what to do in the case of
a man who undersells us. We do not decide these things ina h . Asare-
sult of the combination prices have advanced. I can’t tell exactly the amount
of the business done, It is largely exaggerated, but including all branches, it
is about §20,000,000,"

I have also in my possession a copy of the trust contract. Not con-
tent with making this combination among themselves, they sought in

every way possible to induce our American producers of plate-glass to
join them and assist in fleecing the American publiec.

There is a foreign trust on china and earthen ware. I have the evi-

dence here in the London Pottery Gazette of March 10, 1888, from which
I read:
If any manufacturers are not true to the rules of the new association the bond

they will bave signed will enable their fellow-manufacturers to sell them up
“rump and stump.” Nothing but the state of dire necessity into which the

trade has fallen would tempt men to put their hands to such a bond. The
schieme has just been suceessful with the china manufacturers. They have just
obtained a second advance, - L

If the keen buyers who always want to beggar the trade and reduce prices
say to o manufacturer who will not sell at lower than the fixed rate, * Well, if
I am forced to pay the association price I will not buy from you,” such manu-
facturer ean reply, “All right; if you buy from another,and I have to stand for
orders, I shall get my pull out of your business, for our rules will not let me suf-
fer through refusing to redunce at your request.” So you see one manufacturer
can not be played off against the others,

There is a foreign tin trust and a foreign iron trust to control prices
and deprive the public of the advantages of legitimate competition.
All these are to be benefited by this bill. Its author should change
its title so as to make it read, ‘‘An act to promote foreign trusts and
combines and break down American competition.”” Weshould set our
faces against all these unnatural associations. We should erush out
those at home, and do nothing to encourage those abroad who organize
to prey upon the American market. We can control the former, but
the latter, while robbing our own citizens, are beyond onr control and
out of our jurisdiction.

PROTECTION EENTIMENT EXTENDING.

Mr. Chairman, while the Democratic majority, aided by the active
force of the Administration, is seeking to break pown the protective
system, under which we have realized such unexampled prosperity,
what do we witness elsewhere and in other countri®? Within the last
six months there was held a great meeting in England, representing
thirty thousand workingmen. The meeting was called to consider the
depressed condition of labor, and to demand such a change of the fiscal
legislation as would abandon free trade in the United Kingdom and
adopt a protective tariff. They resolved—

First. That this meeting is strongly of opinion that the time has come when
all classes interested in the nation's prosperity should unite in demanding a re-
vision of its fiscal system.

Second. That this meeting records its opinion that all articles imported from
i.n.broad should bear a fair share of taxation with the same articles produced at

ome.

These resolutions, with a suitable memorial, were presented to the
British Parliament. In the same month the Chamber of Commerce of
Lincolnshire, England, adopted the following resolutions:

That this meeting is of opinion that the fearful depression both of trade and
agriculture are intimately connected with, and both are caused by, foreign com-
petition, resulting in low prices, which are affecting nll the industries of this
country; that false free trade is a failure obtained at the expense of the native
gmdueer. This meeting, therefore, begs to unFa of their n&men{ati\res in

arliament and the Government the necessity of speedily taking measures to
prevent the ruin impending over trade, and especially over the land of this
country and all concerned in it, either as'owners, cultivators, or tradesmen, and
that ? reconsideration should at once take place of our present fiscal arrange-
ment.

The working people of England find that competition with conntries
employing cheaper labor too oppressive to bear longer, and are demand-
ing in the interest of themselves and families to be saved from the further
degradation it will entaiks It is not American competition they dread;
it is the competitionof France, Germany, and Belginm—countries whose
labor is even more poorly paid than the labor of England. They have
come to appreciate at last that nothing but tariffs which are defensive
in their character will save them from utter ruin and destitution. We
will be in precisely the same situation if this bill shall become a law.
Our competition is with all the world, for no labor is 80 well paid as
ours, and being the highest paid labor invites the sharpest competition
from the lowest. We will have no objection to free trade when all the
competing nations shall bring the level of their labor up to ours; when
they shall accept our standard; when they shall regard the toiler as a
man and not a slave; but we will never consent while we have votes
and the power to prevent the dragging down of our labor to that of the
European standard. [Applause.] Letthem elevate theirs; let them
bring theirs up to our level, and we will then have no contention about
revenue or protective tariffs. We will meet them in open field, in
home and neutral markets, upon equal footing, and the fittest will sur-
vive. [Applause.] This is no time to seriously think of changing our
policy. The best sentiment, the practical judgment of mankind, is
turning to it. Sir Charles Tupper said a year ago in the Canadian
House of Commons:

No person who has carefully watched the progress of publiec events and pub-
lic opinion ean fail to know that a very great and marked change has taken
i)‘;m:e in all countries, I may esay, in relation to this question (protection). * * *

n England, where it was a heresy to intimate anything of that kind a few
Vears , even at the B::iod to which I am referring, a great and marked
change in publicopinion taken place. ProfessorSidgewick,alearned Fellow
of Trinity College, Cambridge, and professor of moral philosophy in that great
university, and the gentleman who read at the meeting of the British Associa-
tion in 1886 sfa%er on politieal economy, has published a work in which opin-
ions that would have been denounced as utterly fallacious and heretical at that
time have been boldly propounded as the soundest and truest principles of
political economy. * * * Statesmen of the first rank, men occupying high
and commanding positions in public affairs in England, have unhesitatingly
committed themselves to the strongest opinion in favor of fair protection to
British industry.

CANADA AND THE UNITED STATES,

Why, even Canada, a dependency of free-trade England, is too wise
to favor the false doctrines of her mother, and has rejected her teach-
ings, and to-day is prosperous under a protective system, which she in
the main borrowed from us. I wish every citizen might read the
budget speech of the minister of finance in Canada, and contrast it with
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that of my honored but misgnided friend from Texas. On the 12th of
May, 1887, in the Commons, Sir Charles Tupper, in speaking of a pre-
vious period in the history of Canada under free trade, said:

‘When the languishing industries of Canada embarrassed the finance minister
of thatday,when instead of large surplus large deficits succeeded yearafter year,
the opposition urged upon that honorable gentleman that he should endeavor to

ve increased protection to the industries of Canada, which would prevent them

thus languishing and being destroyed. We were not sui 1—1I will not

say in leading the honorable gentleman himself to the conelusion that that
would be a sound policy, for I have some reason tobelieve that he had many a
on that question—but at all evenis we were not able to change the

licy of the gentleman who then ruled the destinies of Canada. As is well
gonown. that became the great issue at the subsequent general clection of 1878,
and the Conservative tpnﬂ.y being returned to power, pledged to promote and
foster the industries of Canada as far as they were able, brought down a policy
through the hands of my honored predecessor, Sir Leonard Tilley, * * * and
I have no hesitation in saying that the success of that policy thus propounded
and matured from time to time has been such as to command the support and
confidence of a large portion of the people of this country down to the present

y-

TUnder this system he proceeds to show that Canada has enjoyed a
prosperity the like of which she never enjoyed before, and then, in-
stead of recommending a reduction of duties, proposes the increase of
duties upon certain foreign merchandise, to the end that Canadian in-
dustries may be fostered thereby.

Here is what the gentleman from Texas, our premier, says. Mark
the contrast:

Now,sir, what has been the resuolt of this policy [of protection]? Enormous
taxation upon the necessaries of life has been a constant drain upon the people;
taxation, not only to support the expenditures of the Government, but taxation
s0 contrived as to fill the pockets of a privileged class and take from the people
five dollars for private purposes for every dollar that it carries to the public
Treasury. ®* * *® This is one of the vicious results, ete. * *= * Y use
have our manufacturers for the tariff at all? Why are they constantly beseech-
ing Congress not to ruin them by reducing war rates? * * * Ti is a policy
that is at war with the institutions of this country—the concentration of the
wealth of the ecuntry in the hands of a few.

My friend has not read with profit or purpose the history of his coun-
{ry. Wedded to the economic teachings of Calhoun and Walker, he
has not observed their contradiction and refutation in the matchless
Ermog'rm of his conntry, He still lives in the past. The condition of

is own State, her boundless resources, appeal to him, but her voice,
if heard, is not heeded. He seeks to throw across her pathway and
the pathway of the Republie the tattered dogmas of a half century ago
and the wheels of progress, interrnpt our advanecing civilization,
and stifle the just aspirations of the people. The country isin no frame
of mind for such retrogression; against it every instinct of humanity
revolts, every noble sentiment protests.

If the people of the country want free trade or a strictly revenue
tariff it is their privilege to have it. The majority voice should be con-
troll but it must be after a full, fair, and candid expression. I do
not believe that a majority in this House were instructed by their con-
stitnents to vote for this bill or any other committed to the doctrine of
free trade, If the issue had been so understeod many of the gentlemen
who are promoting this legislation would not be here. I donotbelieve
the country nnderstood in 1886 that if the Democratic party carried a
majority in the House it wounld do what is now being proposed. How
many Representatives on that side of the House would have been left
at home upon a platform favoring free wool and substantially free agri-
cultural products? More by far than your majority.

LET THE PEOPLE VYOTE OX THE ISSUE EETWEEN A REVEXUE .TARIFF AND A
FROTECTIVE TARIFF.

The opportunity of the people of this country is next November. If
they want free trade they can so vote, but they must have it after full
discussion. The majority now on the floor of this House were not in-
structed by the elections in 1886 to vote for this bill; there was no such
issue. Wherever we sought to make it the issue it was obscured or
denied by Democratic protectionists in the North. Nobody knows
that better than the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], the
friend of labor. [Laughter. ]

‘The House of Representative, I say, wag not elected upon that issne.
I challenge your party, under the instructions given you by the people
two years ago, to force this measure through the House.

Mr, SCOTT. Will the gentleman allow me—

Mr. MCKINLEY. Certainly.

Mr. SCOTT. I voted for the consideration of the Morrison bill; and
my people sent me back here by double my previous majority.

Mr. McKINLEY. Iam awareof that; Ihad notintended to allude
to the gentleman at all. A man who has under his control thirty or
forty thousand miles of railroad; a man who has coal mines all over
creation; a man whohas great plantations down here in Virginia, must
be a very weak candidate, indeed, if he can not come to Congressin an
off year on almost any issue. [Launghter.]

Mr. SCOTT. I have been a Democrat all my life; and in a Presi-
dential year I was elected to this House in a district which gave Mr.
Blaine 6,000 majority, and gave me 900. [Applause.]

Mr. McKINLEY. Iam very glad if the gentleman made the issue
on free trade; but if he did, he is the only man in the North who did
s0. And when he was elected in 1834, he had not voted for the Mor-
rison bill; had you [addressing Mr. Scorr]?

Mr. BCOTT., Yes, sir, :

Mr, McKINLEY. Did you vote for the Morrison bill before 18849

Mr. SCOTT. I voted for the Morrison bill before my people elected
me for my second term.

Mr. McKINLEY. But youn had not done so before being elected the
first time.

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir.

Mr. McKINLEY. You were boasting of the immense majority yon
had in 1884, when Mr. Blaine was a candidate.

Mr, SCOTT. No. Thegentleman from Ohio said thatI was elected
inan “off year.” I replied that I had been a Democrat all my life,
and that in a Presidential campaign, when Mr. Blaine carried my dis-
trict by 6,000 majority, I was elected by a majority of 900; and at the
next election, after I had voted for the Morrison bill, I carried the dis-
trict by double the majority that I had received before. [Applause on
the Democratic side. |

Mr. McKINLEY. What I cannot understand is this: If the gen-
tleman's district believes in free-trade and is against protection, how
did it happen to give 6,000 majority for Mr. Blaine? [Applause.]

Go back to the people and ask to be returned on thishill andthe Presi-
dent's message; do not dodge or equivocate, but stand up to the issue
squarely, make your platform in Connecticut the same as in the Caro-
linas, in New York and New Jersey, the same as Mississippi and Georgia;
and then if your majority is returned yon will be commissioned to adopt
this bill or something like unto it, abandoning the American for the
British policy. [Applause.] The details at this time can be of little
moment. This bill points to the overthrow of the protective system;
that is its tendency and mission,

It is the system which is on trial; not one item or one schedule of the
tariff, but the principle upon which the whole rests. Nothing which
that side of the House can do or will do touching the tariff can be other
than hurtful. If it corrected a single abuse or inequality or incon-
gruity it will be at the expense and sacrifice of many great interests.
It is destruction, not correction you are after. When your bill levels
at all itlevels down. When it equalizesarticles belonging to the same
group and family, representing the same raw material and the same
amount of labor, its equality is with the lowest. It does not help that
which bears thelowest duty, but destroys that which bears the highest.
It injures the whole that it may put the whole upon the same footing.
It gives no consideration or protection to a single home industry or
American product, except probably cotton and riee. It puts no lan-
guishing American industry on itsfeet; it sets in motion no idlespindles;
it starts no new fires; it creates no increased demand for labor; if an in-
dustry is down it keeps it there, its very breath is paralyzation, it in-
itlxarcs wihab it touches and touches that it may injure. [Great ap-

nse.

If the tariff needs revision—and in some particulars revision wonld
improve it—it must be dons by its friendsand in full recognition of the
principle of protection. It must be done by a party with courage
enough to raise duties if needed and reduce them if unnecessarily,
and with wisdom enough to foresee and provide against redundant
revenue, and in comvecting inequalities prudent enough to inflict no in-
Jjury upon any, but bring good toall. That is the correction of inequali-
ties to which the Republican party pledged itself in its national plat-
form of 1884, and for the fulfillment of which it hasnot since then had
a majority in the House to enforce. If it had it would have long ago
been done. It will do it when it is again in control. Not correction
which destroys, but which makes simple, harmonious, and equitable
all of the provisions of the tariff,

It is fortunate that our Government is founded upon the consent of
the governed, that every citizen has a voice in making and unmaking
the House of Representatives every two years, and even if he is de-
prived in the interim of a hearing there is one day when he can
speak and vote and make his influence felt [applause]; for I tell you,
Mr. i , if the workmen were without Lge ballot we would have
free trade within fwelve months, and their protests and ours would be
as idle as the wind which none of us heed. Fortunately for them they
have a vote, and if they fail to use it for their homes, and their fire-
sides, and their families they will show much less manhood, independ-
ence, intelligence, and righteous resentment than I am sure they pos-
sess, Itwasthe ballot in the hands of labor to be used next Novem-
ber which kept coal and iron ore from being placed on the free-list in
this bill, and unless the majority is reversed in this body and the Fifty-
first Congress placed under Republican control these products, with
others of equal importance, will be stricken from the dutiable and
placed upon the free-list. This is only the initial step. The chairman
of the committee has so declared. Listen to his words found in his
opening speech:

We should lay taxes to obtain revenue, but not restrict importations. *= * =
We should place every material of manufacture on the free-list, ¢ = =

This is the proclamation made by the premier of this body; this is
in direct line with the President’'s message; this is the plan, the pol-
icy, and the purpose of the Democratic party. The elections once safely
over, the party now in control again invested with power, and the work
will go on to theend. The Democratic patriots and protectionists must
get out of the way. Even Democrats who believe that protection is
*‘a local issue,’” and as snch worth maintaining, must not further in-
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terrupt the procession. You saw an exhibition of the spirit this morn-
ing [Faughter]. when the generous courtesy of my friend from Ken-
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] saved his party from a most unfortunate
embarrassment. The hope of the country, Mr. Chairman, is in the
ballot. The fature, and, as I conceive, the welfare and progress of the
Republie, the future condition of the wage-earners depends upon the
issue to be settled in November. American citizens who love their
country must be on guard on that day of supreme concern; it is their
day, their one great opportunity. Parties must be subordinated to the

t interests of the masses. No party necessity is great enough to
force its adherents against its country’s best interests. I carenot what
in the future may be the party name which stands for thissystem, which
stands for the people, I will follow its flag under whatever designation
or leadership, because it is my country’s flag and represents its great-
ness and its glory. ;

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I conclude and thank you for
our kind attention and for the generous indulgence of the House.
Longand continuned applause, and cries of * Vote !'’]

I desire to print in the RECORD a letter received from the Amalga-

mated Association of Iron and Steel Workers:

[National Amalgamated Association of Tron and Steel Workers of the United
States, general office, Nos. 512 and 514 Smithfield street.]

PrrrseURGH, PA., May 14, 1883,

Drar Sik: We respectfully ask you to submit to the Fiflieth Congress the
following statement of the importations of iron and steel for the year ending
June 30, 1887, and its relation to labor. The guantities imported are of various

es, and the ealenlations made are for the number of men that could have
n employed in and about our rolling mills had that amountof iron and steel
been manufactured in the United States:

The items have been taken from the Report of Commerce and Navigation for
1847. It has been estimated as near as could be done to give s fair average of
the number of men ineach item that it would require directly at the furnaces
and trains of rolls to make the amount of iron nnd steel as enumerated in the
following clauses: =

First. The amount of serap imported was 261,268 tons. If this amount had
not been brought over,and had been made out of pig-iron into muck bar in our
mills it would have given employment to about seventeen hundred and forty
Euddlers and helpers, each day of three hundred days in a year. Itwould also

ave given employment to many others at the muck rolls rolling it into bars
before it could be used at the finishing trains and worked into finished prod-
uct ready for the market. The numberof men herein specified does not include
the miners of ore and coal or those employed at blast furnaces, foundries, ma-
chine shops, ete., whichare necessary in order to make this material,

Second., Bar and structural iron and steel, also billets, slabs, blooms, and in-

ots imported during the year amounted to about 275,000 tons. This would
Eave given employment to at least 1,000 men per day in and about steel mills in

tting it in shape for the different departments that make it ready for the mar-
et, or into a merchantable article. Again, it would require and give employ-
ment to fifteen hundred men working in the iron mills in which the iron and
steel is reworked and made into a finished article. This is in addition to the
one thousand already mentioned.

Third. The importation of cotton-ties, hoops, bands, and scolls of iron and
sieel was in the neighborhood of 19,800 tons. This amount would have given
employment to two hundred and fifty men per day, at three hundred days per
year.

The eotton-ties especially have given eause to considerable trouble among the
men employed in mills making a specialty of cotton ties. Because of the ad
walorem rate of 85 per cent. we have almost every year to contend with a reduc-
tion in the price per ton of the imported article that cansed prices to be estab-
lished here from which the American manufacturer and workingman suffered
alike. The Mills bill provides that cotton-ties be placed on the free-list. We
positively oh{ect, as such action will deprive our workmen of the opportunity of
making the limited amount of cotton-ties they now make, and in addition, it
will very materially injure our hoop-iron trade. When cotton-ties were ad-
mitted under a specific duty, the unit of value was a fraction over 2 cents ‘per
pound. Since the introduction of the ad valorem rate, the unit of value has de-
clined evelg year, until now it is 1.2 cents per pound.

Fourth, Plates, sheets, and corrugated iron and steel was imported in various
forms amounting to about 23,300 tons. That amount would have given work to
three hundred men each day of three hundred days in the year,and, as already
stated, to many others in preparing the material from which sheets and plates
are manufgetured. Sheet steel, we understand, has been imported during the
past year at 45 per cent, ad valorem. We claim that this is a gross injustice on
our steel workers, s the duty on sheet steel shonld be no less than that on
sheet iron of the same sizes, We elaim that ad valorem rates should be elimi-
nated from the lists of imports, as it admits of undervaluations and frand. You
need no further ’;’)roofof this than the fact that 30 gauge sheet iron is admitted
at o Jower rate than the heavier gauges, yet the coit of production of the former
exceeds that of the latter.

Fifth. Wire rods, nails, screws, and wire in various shapes was imported to
the amount of about 150,000 tons. 'This amount would have given employment
to at least thirty-seven hundred men per year.

Sixth, Nuts, washers, bolts, and railway fish-plates, or splice-bars, steel tire
for railway purposes, ineluding hinge iron and tnbes of steel, were imported to
the amount of about 50,000 tons, to manufacture which eight hundred men
would have been employed three hundred days in a year, had such been manu-
factured in this country instead of abroad.

The number of men that could have been steadily employed here in making
the above amount of products a livelihood for themselves and their families
can be readily estimated. Therefore, should the Mills bill pass, which provides
for a still further reduction of duties on iron and steel, it would certainly ang-
ment the importation of such manufactured articles, and would therefore cause
more idleness and suffering among the working classes, who have already been
affected since the measure was introduced in the present session of Congress,

There was also imported over 40.500 tons of iron and steel rails, The Mills
bill proj to take off the present duty $6 per ton, thereby leaving the dut
only per ton. Taking into consideration the amount that was imported,
such a reduction as proposed by the bill would have a tendeney to still further
increase importations, and would be the eause of throwing hundreds of more
xnnr?n mki}]tdleness that are merely getting a living now in the mills manufact-

Ng ralis.

The 45,500 tons wounld have given at least five hundred men employment for

&foer]:éli;u year in addition to those producing the material to make the same

In the fomgoing statement we have dealt with none ina numerical sense, ex-

cept those directly employed in and about rolling mills and steel works, We
have not included the miilions wlio are benefited by the product of our laber,
not the least of whom is the farmer, Our hard-earned earnings ramify through
thiem all—the grocer, butcher, baker, broker, lawyer, insurance agent, real es-
tate nt, banker, merchant, in fact every kind of business derives a benefl
from the brawn and muscle of the physical laborer—and any reduction therefrom
means a corresponding reduction all around,

Again, we desire to call your attention to the manufacture of tinned plates.

The Mills bill places tin-plates on the free-list,. Whatever essions of friend-
ship and pm-l.hi‘l’ly to Ameriean labor the majority of the Ways and Means Com-
miltee may have made, this act of theirs in placing tin-plates on the free-list
clearly indicates their real intentions of ultimate free-trade. 1t is an act solely
and absolutely in the interest of British capital and labor, securing to them a
monopoly of tg:-plate manufacture needed to supply the needs and wants of the
Amer{::-.;l.l people. It is an act that implies the inability of American labor to
produce tin-plates, or that it is better to employ British labor at low wi to
supply us with tin plates, rather than permitthe same to be done by home T
at reasonable wages. _

It is unt v that we should enter here-into the history of the tin-plate
question in this country. BSuffice it to say that although strenunousa ttempts
were made between 1872 and 1878 to establish tin-plate manufacture in :Ejn
country, all failed for lack of proper encouragement by the Government. A
protective tariff was never enforced for the purpose of promoting tin-plate
manufacture here, )

British manufacturers; though possessing a monopoly of tin-plate manufacture
since 1720, never supplied cheap tin-platesto this country until attempts to manu-
facture tin-plates were made here, In 1873 we had four tin-plate works in oper<
ation in thiscountry. Pricesof British tin-plates were very high upto thatdate,
Quoting from the Iron Age, we find the prices to have been, in 1873, for ordinary
coke es, 812 per box, and for charcoal grades £14.75 per box. A box con-
tained 112 sheets of 14 by 20, and weighed about 112 pounds, It was the high
prices that had existed up to this time that tempted American eapital to under-
take tin-plate manufacturing, The duty at that time was 15 cent, ad valo-
rem. In 1875 the duty was made specific, 1.1 cents per pound; but it was only
a low revenue duoty, equal to about 15 per cent. ad valorem. The British manu-
facturers finding thatthe attempts to manufacture tila‘plates in this country were
successful mPi y reduced prices, and by the aid of cheap labor and a low tariff
in 1878 completely throttled the young American industry. Since thislittle epi-
ﬁde too‘:tp ace we ha low prices and an extremely poor qualily

tin-plates,

As workingmen we reason (hat if British facturers were bled to
throttle this young industry by the aid of a low revenue tariff, that the same
results would follow in bars, sheets, structural, and all other forms.of iron and
steel manufacture, had we not a protective duty.

The low revenue tariff on tin-plates, which also includes terne plates, have
furthermore been very injurious to our sheet-iron and steel industry. Forsevs
eral years the imported tin and terne plates have been steadily displacing home
productions of sheets of the finer grades, partscularlz‘ galvanized and leaded
sheets in several directions. In the roofing business the quantity of home-pro-
duced sheet-iron has fallen off within the last six years nearly one-half. If
these results have followed from a low tariff, what may we expect to follow in
the wake of free tin-plates? 1t is reasonable to presume nothing less than the
complete annihilation of the sheet-iron and steel business in all the finer grades,

‘The arguments nsed by a majority of the Waysand Means Committee in favor
of free tin-plates seem to us very illogical and impracticable. They make but
one point, to wit: Cheaper cans to promote the export trade in canned goods, -
This is rltiiculous, as the law now provides a drawback of %) percent off of the
duty to the rter. The remaining 10 per cent. aftects the price of a dozen
3-pound cans of ealmon about 1 cent. Justimagine an item of 1 cent per dozen
cans of salmon rrivin;:lhe exporter such an advantage in the foreign market as
would effectually overcome all competition.

The majority report does not show that free tin plates would be any advan-
tage to the home consumer of canned goods. Nor can canners expect any ad-
vantage, as the tax is not paid by them, but by the consumer of canned
For this reason we fail to comprehend why canners are agitating lower duties
on tin plates or free tin plat

Importers and such large users of tin plates as the Standard Oil Company are
pnaturally in favor of free tin-plates. There are quite a number of importers
who are imperested as owners of the tin-plate works—Henry, Nash & Co., Bond
& Parsons, Sims & Coventry, Taylor Brothers, Pheigs, Dodge & Co.,and others,
‘We readily admit that to these free tin-plates would be quite an advantage.

British manufacturers would also expect to realize some benefit from the free
tin-plates, For over eight years they have been constantly complaining of the
low price of tin-plates in the United States. It must be observed that the agita-
tion for a protective tariff and home Eroduetjon of tin-plates has had its moral-
effect, in a large measure at least, of keeping down the price of the article in our
markets. Let free trade in tin-plates be established, and the agitation in favor
of protection and home production censes. It isbut natural to suppose that Brit-
ish manufacturers, finding themselves absolutely ters of the situation, will
so materially advance prices to a point at least satisfactory to themselves,

It is therefore evident to our minds thatthe real beneficiaries of free tin-plates
would be the foreign producers of the'article, foreign merchants, and importers,

To the American workingman and chief consumer no material benelfit what-
ever would accrue, On the other hand as wage-earners our workingmen would
be greatly injured. In the name of the iron and steel workers, we therefore pro-
test against the action of the majority of the Ways and Means Committee in
placing tin-plates on the free-list, or against any reduction in the present duty.

We further, and earnestly petition Congressto seriously meditate as to the
advisability of placing a protective duty on tin-plates, a duty t
with the higher labor costin this country; thussecuring employment to Ameri-
can labor, in the production of tin-plates, at wages in harmony with those now
existing in our iron and steel manufactories.

For the purpose of fully demonstrating this matter we submit herewith a cost
sheet, showing mmﬂmﬁm cost of production of tin-plates in this country and
Great Britain. We have taken great care in preparing this cost sheet, and as it
is a new featnre in the presentation of this subject we hope you will give it care-
ful study and consideration. 1 s =

The effect of placing a protective duty on tin-plate will not have the effect, as
some people argue, of raising the price in proportion to the increase in duty,
The increase in price will be really immaterial. 1t should be observed that
under our present system of having all our tin plates manufactured abroad,
that a large expense is incurred between manufacturer and eonsumer. This,
with home production, would be absorbed in higher wages to labor,

The value at the port of export of the Lin~glates imported during the fiscal
mx ending June 30, 1857, was §16,883,813. The average price of tin-plates for

year, paid by the American consumers, not including the Standard Oil
Company, and a few other large corporations, was about 5.2 eents per pound.
Our total importation last year wouldthusindicate a value of nearly $30,000,000.

The cost of production of the tin-plates, according to the cost sheet we sub-
mit, would be §15,877,623, in Great Britain, and in this country $28,267,952, Thia
indicates that with home production the price to the consumer would be ad-
vanced but very little over present rates. ~

The advantages to the home market, however, would be immensa. The tofal

ve had an era
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wages paid to British labor in the manufacture of tin-plates imported last vear
was about §8,991 468. American wages for same amount of worgowonld be §20,-

352,875,

This increase in loyment fur d to labor would more than remove the
glut in the labor market, It would create such a demand for labor as to give
employment to every idle iron and steel worker in the country.

It would also stimulate labor in thg{&mduuﬁon of coal, iron, ore, coke, lime-
stone, and other materials, The 254,751 gross tons of tin-plates represent 870,000
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tons of iron ore, 300,000 tons of limestone, 1,800,000 tons of coal and coke, 360,000
tonsof pig-iron, 5,000, unds of lead, 25,000,000 pounds of tin, 12,000,000 pounds *
of tallow or palm-oil, 35,000,000 pounds of aulpimrin acid, 11,000,000 feet of lumber,
fire-brick, clay, oils and luiaricants, hemp, ete.

It would require sixty-eight large works of five trains of rolls each, involving
an outlay of over $30,000,000 capital, and giving employment to about 24,000
workmen in the rolling-mills nlone, who would earn at least $12,000,000 per
annum,

Comparative cost of the manufaclure of Llack plates of ordinary qualily in ﬁ;_an or steel al @ Welsh tin-plate works, and the like at an American works, at wage rates paid
; n counlry.

[In Great Britain there are 94 works, with a eapacity of 376 mills, or 4 mills to each works.
boxes. Weekly average per mill, 11 turns, 400 boxes, Total for 4 mills, 1,600 boxes per week,

English works make 30 boxes per day, Welsh works 35 and 40
or 80,000 boxes in a year, 17 boxes to the ton.]

Cost per
Enf‘liﬂh Ametrimn Enpglish American ngi]];:r _I'30§?:
rates, rates, earnings. | ea nited
England. States.
EBLACK PLATE DEPARTMENT. Per day. | Per day.
1 or iron bar, ton £24, 60 £38.00
%&,-WM’W g} .23 §2.21 £8.05
Oam?:.er.per‘;:; .Cﬁi l'g ptensa
Furnaceman, per box. 05 .10 175 3.50
ettt o R ci|
Shearer and assistants,T per box ¢ E ; Y
Annealers,} per box . .03 .12 10.13 82.00
Picklinﬁ patent p in Engl .03, o b
Col% To 'i.ng room: 7.9 136.00
Boys rolling. ' g i %
Catching O o
Greasing o 3 iﬂ
Attending. . .
On contract work 10s. {sz.mi per 100 boxes in England 024 .09 024
One man weighing black plate 100 2.00 004
Doublers, bundlers, 32 cents per 100 boxes =
Finishers, 40 cents per 100 boxXes .+ 007 .02 -002
Two men wort{n¥ in annealing room 005 LO1E i 2. g o
Foreman and roll-turner 11;. :2 123. i +004%
Bt o) 5 1897 1 i| TERER
Helper ...... e e S S e S S R L N e .72 1.50 .01 025
Mﬂ{m ht for repairs 1.;; g g 002 L 014
Watel . 4
g:ro gngineers,»nh 1.2 ?gg
ro helpers, . §
One man wheeling shearings ...... - .80 Le0 .gl’, 054
Sunday repairs, gs. bricks, clay, ete P " .04
Sulphurie aeid, ¢ £5, or hydro-chlorie, ¢ £3 per ton,1cH,8 H.. esssnne s e .08 .18
Coual for boilers, annealing and mill, 30 tons per day. | .13} .18k
Annealing pots and stands 014 .02
Tatal | 2.194 3.74}
Credit shearings, 20 pounds per box = .10 .18
Net cost per box of black plate 2.00} 3.56}
TISKING DEPARTMEKT.
Tinman, 35 boxes per day, per box, .06 .12 2.10 4.20
Washman, 35boxes per day, per box .06 2z 2,10 4.20
Greasc-boy, 35 boxes per day, per box. .02 04 .70 140
Branning, $1.44 per 100 boxes -
Dusling, $1.08 per 100 boxes........c..... .02 - T P——
One man wheeling plates and lighting fires........... i eoies P N s Sasik .80 1.25
riers:
First band.. 1.40 2.80
Two dl 1.32 2.65
Reckoning .40 .80
Boxing and branding boxes, §1.38 per 100 boxes 1.90 2.80
Foreman of tin house 114.40 125.00
Bricklayer for repairing pots. P FREE Ldd 3.00 |
Bmith and inist 1.,;2‘23 2.75 % s
Helper... & }g Olyly 02
Storekecper - . o v
Laborer attending to fire .80 b il MR :
Boy driving small engine..............cccocrsussmsisrssnsrsaniens .82 .65 00¢%
T.ather, boxes Tor panking DIREES. .. i it mrivrsins sovssysbdsinssinsmumass ovsbubnsunss 0t bivsrbyemssnsrenn | | .08
Stoves, nails, hemp, skins, brushes, ete | [ ﬁ
WelshTlux, acid process | i | . L mnsns rucizuate
Palm-oil l'lm:i i}p d | | vesns .‘]]lgz',
Conl for melting pots | 1 . 00§ ~
Block tin on Welsh plates, 2f p & - | | .55
Elack tin on American plates, 3} p Sevin .70
Bran for tlemningi, 1 oo . ! %i* .g{
Casti airs of t pots. . .
mlnlz?l ?gr";?;‘hﬁnr_r e SEET LR LT e W i e e e oty e (TR - < 004% 00
Tinning royalty on patent rolls, =13
General charges. Wales. g{:‘itt:g
Banker's commission §2, 500 £5. 000
Rents, taxes, ele. 2 1,500
Manager's salary. 1,500 3,000
Bookkeepers ........ 750 1,500
Pay and yield clerk 500 1 000
G 1 clerk, 400 500
7,150 12, 800 08% .18
Total | 8.13} 5.25
Credit copperas and tin-scruff, 7| ' .08 13
Net cost of 1 box I C plates, 14 by 20 ] 1[ | 8. 05} 5.13
*The “ roller" pays the * catcher " inlhe United States, 1 Paid for product of four millsin both count_rica. i Per week.
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‘We could elaborate on this subjectstill more, but we feel thatwe are encroach-
fng upon your valuable time. What is herein given we can substantiate. Our
moﬂllu are no theorists in theirline. They are men who by dint of hard physi-
eal labor (labor that has made it possible to encircle this country with a com-
Eicle network of iron and steel), energy, experience, suffering, and hardships

ave become thoroughly practical. Our eondition as workingmen is such that
requires legislation—for our betterment, not for our detriment, which the pas-
gage of the Mills bill will make possible. Some will argue that our employers
will reduce our wages anyway, even though the tariff remains as it is. e ask
Fou toleave that to us, and we will endeavor to take care of ourselves. Asis
customary in all branches of business, even among lawyers, we have our little
family quarrels, but we dislike outsiders to interfere in the settlement thereof.

We mean no disrespect to any one when we say that we look upon this yearly
agitation of the tariffas a menace to our business, though, perhaps, unintended.

As an organization we have str ly and persi Uy op! d any con-
certed political action. We never have and do not now owe alleginnce to any
Eoliticnl party. We know neither Republicans, Democrats, Greenbackers, Pro-

ibitionists, Union Labor, or any other known political party in the United
Stat In the opening ceremony in our lodge meetings we forbid * the intro-
duction of any subject of a political nature.” We simply quote this to show
that we have never dabbled in politics as an organization.

We have never contributed $1 or 1 cent toward electing or defeating any party
or any man, and we ask Congress not to foree us into that position by passing
a bill that will undoubtedly jeopardize our wages. While every member in our
organization is free to and does exercise his political preference, we are protec-
tionists and have unanimously declared ourselves such as an organization at
almost every recurring annual convention.

All ties directly or indirectly interested in or against protection were re-
fused hearings before the Ways and Means Committee, and we have no method
of reaching the ears of the members of Congress only in this way. We there-
fore submit this statement through you, and ask for it a respectful hearing to
the end that we may be allowed through the medium of protection against for-
cign competition to maintain decent living wages.

Aeeom}mnying this, please find a copy of our ‘‘scale of prices’ for reference
in case of dispute. J

Yours respectfully, and on behalf of the iron and steel werkers,
WILLIAM WEIHE,
Presidend,
WILLIAM MARTIN,
Secretary.

Hon. WiLLiAx McKisLEy, Jr.,
Washington, D. C.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, when Congress
assembled last December there had been purchased all of the bonds
which were necessary to complete the required sum for the sinking fund
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, There had accumulated in
the Treasury a surplus of about $55,000,000, and the daily éum col-
lected by taxation was about $1,000,000, so that it was estimated that
the surplus remaining unexpended on July 1, 1888, would be not less
than $150,000,000. The Forty-eighth and the Forty-ninth Con;
had refused to consider any act reducing taxation; and the Secretary of
the Treasury was not willing, under the act of March 3, 1881, to pur
chase bonds not reqnired for the sinking fund. :

When the Committeeon Ways and Means was announced, on January
the 5th, it necessarily had to confront this condition of affairs and at-
tempt to frame a bill which would so reduce the revenues of the Gov-
ernment as to bring its legitimate expenses and its revenues close to-
gether; and this, too, in such a way as to reduce the burden of taxation
upon the people. It recognized that the revenues could be reduced by
raising the duties to a prohibitory standard—but this only increased
the burdens of taxation.

The repeal of the entire internal-revenue law would also reduce the
revenue to a point where there might be an annual deficit of $20,000,-
000; but this deficit could not work harm for the present, as the sur-
plus remaining on June 30, 1888, would be sufficient to comply with
the requirements of the sinking fund until 1891, when the four-and-a-
halfs fall due. Bnt no large section of the American people really
favored a plan which removed taxation from spirits, beer, and tobacco,
and left the necessaries of life burdened; nor was the committee will-
ing, in the assorting of taxes and in the attempt to give substantial
relief from the present unnecessary taxation, to adopt a plan which did
not light a single furnace, cause a single wheel to revolve, give to labor
a single day’s wage, remove from commereial activity any burden, nor
from the manufacturer any annoyance, This plan simply took from
the public Treasury that amount of taxes which were voluntarily paid
in & mode which distributed those taxes equally, impartially, and not
by burdens upon the necessities of life.

Rejecting, therefore, the proposition to increase the duties for the
purpose of reducing the revenues of the Government and increasing
the revennes of the manufacturers, and the proposition to re the
internal-revenue gystem, the committee attempted to frame a bill which
would reduce the revenues by a safe amount, and would relieve, as far
ns a moderate bill conld do, the evils of the present nnequal=system;
reform the inequalities of the present tariff, and promote American in-
dustry by giving to American labor the hope of a permanent, stable,
and profitable market. It recognized that a system which had been
in existence for over a quarter of a century could not be hastily nor
recklessly overturned. Itdesired to harm no industry. It constantly
leant in favor of the established rates of duty, and in case of doubt
proposed a rate which it believed to be entirely safe.

No one can appreciate more than we that the bill reported by us does
not answer all the conditions of to-day; that many duties are left at a
rate entirely too high; that the relief which ought to be given has not
been granted to the extent which the condition of the country and of
labor required; but I venture to affirm that under all the circnmstances
which surrounded us—trying to perform an onerous public duty with

an eye single to the public good—we have reported a bill which every
fair-minded man in America may accept as wise, moderate, and proper
legislation. And upon this statement, for one, I am willing to go to
the country and to submit to its judgment. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side].

And here it may not be improper to notice the personal criticism on
this committee by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS].

With a wit which was equaled by the courtesy and much greater
than the desire for accuracy exhibited, the gentleman from Michigan
insinuated, what he would not be reckless enough to directly assert,
that not only was the bill reported not prepared by the Committee on
Ways and Means which reported it, but that,

When pressed upon this ‘{mint, there was no member of the majority so lost
to all sense of personal pride as to admit the parentage.

And this statement is introduced with the assertion of the gentle-
man that—

It would be no violation of the secrets of the committee-room to state that,

I trust that it is within the most rigorous bouuds of parliamentary
language to say that this is absolutely withount foundation; in its length,
breadth, height, depth, and thickness it is a creation of the gentleman’s
fancy, except that he violated no secrets of the committee-room in mak-
ing the statement; what he violated I Jeave to him to determine.
[Applause and laughter].

At no meeting in that committee-room or elsewhere, at no time or
place, in no manner whatever has the majority of that committee ever
given any one any pretence to say that it denied its responsibility for
this bill, or that any one but the members of that majority was in any
degree whatever responsible for it.

Of course any bill not in whole or in part prepared by the gentleman
from Michigan would fail to meet his approbation, for it is the pleas-
ing belief of gentlemen of his opinion that they alone are competent to
prepare tariff bills; and if it were possible for Job to return and ask
that olden question which puzzled the depth and the sea, ‘* Where
shall wisdom be found, and where is the place of understanding ?’? the
modest gentleman from Michigan, either alone or in company with
some of his colleagues, wonld feel constrained by the irresistible sense
of duty and of fitness to rise and with downcast eye but firm demeanor
and band resting on his manly breast answer, “*here!"’ [Great laugh-
ter and applause on the Democratic side].

There need be no denial on the part of the minority of the commit-
tee of complicity in the preparation of any bill reducing the amount
of bonus paid by the tax-payer and ¢onsumer to the favored beneficia-
ries of class legislation. It goes without thesaying that they are gnilt-
less of such offense. And it is true that in the preparation of this bill
we did not hope to meet their wishes, receive their approbation, or
find their support of the provisions agreed on by us. We disagree
in toto cwelo. We believe that taxation is a sovereign power to be used
only to the extent of public necessity and for governmental purposes;
they believe it ought to be used for private interests and the promotion
of private gain. .

With us the burden of proof is on him who seeks to insert rates of
duties in a tax bill to demonstrate that the revenue is necessary and
that the tax is a proper one; they believe that the burden is on the tax-
payer to demonstrate that no private profit will be lost by removing a
public tax. With such opposite views it is the merest folly to suppose
that it were possible for that committee to agree upon a tax bill.

But it is proper that this House and the country shonld know, what I
doubt not is known, that this bill was the result of great labor, of an
earnest desire to reach a fair and conservative compromise measure;
and that every item of it underwent the scrutiny of every member of
the majority of the committee. Asa whole it is a compromise of in-
dependent and earnest opinions of earnest men bent on practical legis-
lation. [Applause].

It does not pretend to change a system, to set aside the present system
and substitute in lien of it another and differentsystem. Itleaves the
average rates of duty higher than they were under the Morrill tariff,
and it is a protective-tariff bill. The committeedid not believe that it
was its duty to do more than to propose a moderate reduction of tax-
ation by increasing the free-list, reducing certain rates, and removing
as far as practicable unnecessary restrictions, and to make an effort to
render the administration of the law more eflicient to the protection
of honest importers and the detection and prevention of fraud.

Whatever views any one may hold as to the proper theory on which
a tariff bill ought to be framed, those views are not violated by this
hill. "We do not pretend that it is a scientific measure, The present
law is very highly protective—in some instances prohibitory. Hewho
believes that protection ought to be the main ohject and revenue only
incidental may find it to his interest to aceept so moderate an 8ffer as
is now made; he who thinks that in raising the revenues such inei-
dental protection ought to be given as is practicable will find in the
Emvisiona of this proposition, when he examines them carefully, that

is support of this measure would be consistent with his opinions.
While men of my views, content with trying to accomplish what is
practicable and patiently watching the fair experiment of reducing tax-
ation and increasing the free-list by putting thereon raw material, ac-
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cept the practieal and give our support. If isabill framed tomeet the
present condition, not to fit any particular theory.

The bill reported affects the schedules under which there were im-

rtations during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, to the valueof
gsa, 208,157.11, on which were collected $139,852,632.62 of duties, and
it is estimated that the aggregate reduction of duties caused by the
changes proposed in this bill will amount to $53,720,447.22. This esti-
mateis, of course, conjectural. Thereductionofratessometimes produces
increased importations, and in certain articles affected by the proposed
changes this may occur. So, too, increase of population brings increase
of consumption, and larger importations are needed to supply this in-
creased demand. On the contrary, it is believed that this bill will en-
able the home manufacturer of woolen and other textile fabrics to so
equally compete with his foreign competitor as to supply the home
market with much of what is now supplied by importation, and that
this will continue until the foreign goods of certain characters will be
entirely driven from the American market.

We have no doubt that with the superior skill, intelligence, and ma-
chinery under the control of our manufacturers, that all that is neces-
sary to secure for them the home market is that they shall be put on
equal terms with the foreign competitor. We have kept steadily in
view the fundamental principle of all true national growth—that there
is no hostility between the man who produces the material out of which
the fabrics must be made, the labor Ey which the change from raw ma-
terial to finished product is acecomplished, the manufacturer under
whose supervision and by means of whose capital this change is made,
and the consumer for whose benefit and at whose cost all this is done.
Inextricably intermingled, there are no classes undera proper and nat-
ural system of development. J

The changes proposed by this bill are designed to give to the farmer
by whom all provisions are raised a market for his breadstuffs and
for raw materials, which is only profitable when he has a prosper-
ous manufacturer for a purchaser; to the laborer, the hope of a con-
stant market; and to the manufacturer, freedom from unnecessary bur-
dens. We have, therefore, put upon the free-list, as far as we felt it
was just, the materials necessary for the manufacturer. We have re-
duced the rates, wherever we have tonched them, to a point that gives
to the home consumer the hope of fair competition whenevera demand
may be made by an internal trust to advance the prices beyond a fair
consideration for the article to be sold, and yet we have left the rates
go that the protection afforded is greater than any necessity, and makes
all competition of foreign manufactures npon terms of great advantage
to the American manufacturer. 'We do not believe thereis a singlein-
stance in the bill where the duty left npon an article is not more than
the difference between the cost of production in America and the cost
of production abroad, plus the freight. When the bi]l is examined in
detail, I think this will be found to be true, and I remit the discussion
of the details of the bill until it be taken up, item by item, under the
five-minute rule.

Dut I will illustrate that this is accurate by a mere reference to the
cotton schedule: - g

The last authoritlative compilation and analysis concerning the cotton manu-
facturing interest of the United States was prepared by Mr, Edward Atkinson,
an eminent practical expert, as the agent of the Tenth Census,

In the census year the cotton-mills of the United States consumed 1,570,344
bales of cotton, which cost $55.39 a bale, and sold the product at the rate of
£122.32 per bale, the lg%regnte cost of the cotton being £36,94%,725, and of other
ﬁaterl.nl §15,260,622, and the aggregate proceeds of the product were $192,000,-

'Ul;hn mills paid $42,010,510 for the services of operativesand all other employés.
- The cost of labor was 2128 per cent. of the value of the product, and 41.13 per
cent. of the value of the cotton and all other raw mal consumed.

The cost of the raw material of all kinds and wages was §144,246,557, and the
product was sold for $192,090,110, leaving a credit balance of $52,156,747, which
seems to include, though not so stated, the cost of insurance, interest, and sell-
ing, as those items are not charged in the account balance-sheet.

The cost of labor was 21.28 per cent.; the proposed duty is from 35
to 40 per cent., being from 175 to almost 200 per cent, on the labor.
But, in addition to this enormous advantage, the English manufact-
urer has to pay freight on the cotton exported from America, which is
about 12 per cent. on the material, and freight on his finished prodact,
which is12 per cent. on the fabric, and it is fair fo estimate this double
freight at 18 per cent. To this must be added the double marine in-
surance and the additional cost of the increased handlings necessary,
and to this the increased productivity of the American laborer.

The rates proposed and the changes recommended ought to mect the
approval of the gentlemen from Massachusetts, for they are even higher
than those advocated by Henry Wilson and approved by Charles Sum-
ner in 1857 (Globe, Thirty-fourth Congress, third session, volume 35,
page 343), and of the gentlemen from Ohio, for they are far above what
Senator SHERMAN declared in 1867 (Globe, volume 63, part 3, appen-
dix, page 71, second session of Thirty-ninth Congress) was sufficient.
Let me submit to the distinguished Representative from Ohio [Mr. Mc-
KiNLEY] what his no less distinguished Senator then said—

‘We must now protect A:r srican manufacturers,not merely against foreign
competition, but also against the effect of our own laws. This is really all the
protection they now need. -

* * + If you reduce their products to a specie basis, and put them on the
same footing they were on before the war, the present rates of duty would be
too high. It would not be necessary for scaree any branch of industry to be
protected to the extent of your present tariff law.

They do not ask protection against the pauper labor of Europe, but they ask
protection against the violation of your own laws. These are our paper cur-
rency and our internal taxation.

You have repealed every burden imposed on the manufacturer under
the internal taxation except as to alcohol, and we are on a specie basis;
and yet you asseverate, with a display of intense passion, thata bill pro-
posing changessomuch more moderate is, initsconception British, inits
design unpatriotic, and in its effects fatal. Gentlemen, how do you ex-
pect the country to believe that yon are sincere when they contrast
your utterances with those of the statesmen who were your leaders?

It was determined, in response to what seemed to be the sentiment
of a large part of the country, to propose the repeal of taxes on manu-
factured tobacco. TFor practical statesmanship is the art of wise com-
promise, and in a free country the desire and judgment of a large por-
tion of the people whom we represent must be accepted as a sufficient
reason for legislation.

In the twenty-five years in which the internal-revenue system has
been in force certain statutes have been found to admit of an adminis-
tration which is oppressive and irritating. Thecommittee havethonght
it wise to repeal =0 much of these statutes as were not necessary to the
proper administration of the system and the collection of the revenue
under it. We propose the repeal of special retail licenses, the revenues
from which we donot need, which licenses we do not believe to be nec-
essary to the administration of the law and the collection of the remain-
ing revenues, and which are a continual source of oppression and irri-
tation, as is shown by the fact that more than 50 per cent. of all the
prosecutions in the Federal courts are for the alleged violation of those
provisions of the statute which are proposed to be repealed.

It 1s also proposed to give to the Secretary of the Treasury the dis-
cretion to make an experiment as to whether the revenues upon dis-
tilled spirits may be collected in a simpler and less expensive manner
than under the present statute—as to whether the army of office-holders
required by the present system can not be either greatly curtailed or
wholly discharged. It is not made mandatory upon him, because the
committee was not willing to force the Execntive to try this experi-
ment, but they did desirenot only that he should have the opportunity
so to do_but that he should take advantage thercof. The present sys-
tem is ly based upon the hypothesis that every one who manu-
factures spirits, beer, or tobacco is dishonest, and is to be watched as
if he were intent upon defrauding the Government. Itisbelieved that
a system ought to be, and can be devised based upon precisely the op-
posite hypothesis, and this law permits the Secretary to make an ex-
periment with the smaller distilleries if he chooses so to do.

There were reasons which made the committee examine with the
utmost care whether it is practicable to exempt fruit brandies and
aleohol used in the arts from taxation withont destroying the legiti-
mate distillation of taxed spirits; and no provision could be framed
which seemed satisfactory—no provision that practically exempted these
spirits on the one hand and yet was at all just to those who obeyed the
law as to other spirits, or secured the collection of the revenue on the
spirits taxed. Our belief was that to exempt fruit brandies and alcohol
used in the arts was indirectly and hypocritically, but effectually, to
destroy the internal-revenue system; and if this is to be done we pre-
ferred to do it or have it done openly, and thus fix the responsibility
for it mpon those who accomplished it. Those who vote to exempt
aleohol thus used will do so with the knowledge that it is a vote to de-
stroy the tax on distilled spirits.

The aggregate amount of reduction is estimated to be $78,176,054.22,
taken in nearly the proportion of 2 to 1 from tariff taxation and in-
ternal-revenue taxation. :

This redunction, of course, does not affect the surplus now in the
Treasury. As to that the policy which the committee has desired to
be pursued, and which under the bill reported by it and amended in
the Senate, and under the resolution passed by this House on the 16th
of April; has been inangurated by the Secretary of the Treasury since
this discussion began, is that the payment of the publie debt with the
surplus which has acenmulated, and which will continue to accumulate,
ought to be the settled policy of the Government. And as to the fu-
ture the reduction of taxation by the removal of burdens through a re-
vision of the tariff' is the policy through which alone the Demoeratic

can hope to retain the confidence of the country.

The bill is before Congress; the responsibility of its preparation was
upon us; the responsibility of legislation is upon you. Nosneers as fo
its authors; no charges, however offensive or discourteous, as to the man-
ner of its preparation; no abuseof those who were concerned in its prepa-
ration ean remove from you the responsibility of action nor change the
issne made by the bill itself. The snrplus continues to grow; the evil
effects of it are daily exhibited; schemes withont number to squander
the public money, to distributeitamong the States, to cultivate a habit
in the American people of looking to Washington as a great alms-giver
can be defeated only by your action as fo this bill. And itis noanswer
to say thatit was prepared in secrecy, that its authors are incompetent,
that there was impropriety in the mode of its consideration. Neither
your own consciences nor the country will acquit you if you shirk the
responsibility and evade the issue under such excuse. Nor will it be
accepted as any answer that there was any provision of any sortin the
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Confederate constitution, or that the gentlemen engaged in the prepara-
tion of this bill were on one stde or the otherside during that great strife,
or that certain States have lagged behind in the progress of national

wth. Itmightas well be understood that what we do and say here
is done and said in view of the American people, who arein dead earnest
concerning this matter.

It has been reported that in some savage tribes, out of the bones of
the dead, implements of various sorts were made; but in this debate
it has oceurred to gentlemen so eminent as to be distinguished, repre-
sentativesof the people to deliberately dig up the bones of the heroes of
the great war and out of them make dice, and loaded dice at that, to
play in this game of politics. In sucha game, even with such dice, the
gentleman using them may rest assured thatthey will lose. The Ameri-
can people arein no humor either to witness or approvesuch proceedings.

The venerable gentleman from Pennsylvania may also be assured
that no criticism he may permit himself to make npon Kentucky will
be held to be any answer to the bill under consideration, or any excuse
forrefusal to give relief to the people, overburdened by excessive taxa-
tion and looking to this Congress for some wise legislation. Kentucky
can bear with serenity both the commendation and the condemnation
of that venerable gentleman, and I beg him to remember that no mat-
ter what he may feel called upon to say, he will again be welcome to
our hospitality, which will be as generously afforded to him asit has
heretofore heen; for in his old age we will not remember, if he eomes
among us, that garrulity which has led him to say things the utter-
ance of which can only harm him and which Kentueky can both forgive
and forget.

If the tariff be such a stimulus, if under its operation only prosperity
and progress are possible, then the question that he asks—why Ken-
tucky is a laggard—is indeed a mysterious and unanswerable conun-
drum. Ifit be equal and just in its operation it becomes a still more
mysterions problem, but if it be a carefully-devised system by which
those sections which happened to be older and more developed and
with larger accumulated capital obtained all the advantages under it,
and made all other sections tributary to their gain and profit, then the
question, if the implication contained in it were true, is of easy answer,
You have obtained by the operation of an unjust law the surplus money
which our fields and our mines and our labor have produced. Forced
to purchase from you at prices which were wholly beyond the value of
the articles purchased, debarred from the markets where we could buy
the cheapest, and compelled to sell muech of our productin the markets
where we had to sell the cheapest, we have been laborers for your ben-
efit; and it is scarcely becoming for you to ask of us why we have not
prospered, when your cities have been partly built on our labor and
your charities come from exactions laid upon our shoulders.

But while it is true that] relatively, these manufacturing States have
grown unequally wealthy, I am confident that they are not as wealthy
as they would have been if Carolina and Georgia had not voted for pro-
tection in 1816, or Webster had won in the great battle of 1824. The

te wealth would have been so much more that their just share
thereof would be more than their unjust share under the protection sys-
tem. Ithasbeena giant moving upwards, but burdened and manacled.
The flight has been that of the eagle, but an eagle weighted and tram-
meled. We took the wrong road in 1824, and surrendered the easy
mastery of the world and the unrivaled supremacy of the seas.

It is not, however, true in the sense in which the gentleman asks it,
that Kentucky has been laggard. Under the apportionment in 1870
she obtained one additional Representative on this floor, and agaim,
under the apportionment of 1880, she obtained another. From 1870
to 1880, Kentucky increased in population nearly 24 per cent.; Penn-
sylvania nearly 22 per cent., and New England a little over 15 per
cent., so that in spite of unequal laws her growth has heen steady,
Mmﬁgims, and prosperous, without jealousy of any sister State, and
with ¥ regard for all sections.

It is true that we have not imported contract labor from Hungary to
mine our coal at a price so small that the duty upon it will pay much
more than thecost of the mining, and thereby driven the native popu-
lation from their homes. It istrnethat wehavenotused thelawsofthe
land to induce foreigners to settle among us under such contracts as
to force the native laborer to work at starvation prices and thereby
give to gentlemen in Kentucky the means to found great libraries, or
even write valuable books showing the exploits of that ‘“triumphant
d?gmcmey ’* through whose delusions such accumulations beeame pos-
sible. |

For the convenience of her citizens Kentucky has divided her terri-
tory into numerous counties, and the revenne paid by the citizens of
some of these counties do not equal the expenditures needed to be dis-
bursed within those counties, and such counties are called *‘ pauper
counties,’’ being, however, not a term of reproach nor of poverty. But
I felt a pang of pain when the venerable gentleman from Pennsylvania,
in hisblind attack npon Kentucky, spokeof these‘‘ pauper’’ counties,
not on my own account, but for my friends, my Republican colleagues
from Kentucky [ Messrs, THOMAS, HUNTER, and FINLEY], eachof whom
lives in oneof these ‘*pauper '’ counties, and in these *‘pauper’ coun-
ties resides the Republican strength of Kentucky.

Mr, THOMAS, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permit me to ask,

do not the gentlemen from the First, Second, and Tenth districts rep-
resent paupercounties? And arenotall of thesegentlemen Democrats?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman refers fo Mr.
LA¥FOON, Mr. TAULBER, and Mr. SToXE. I am glad of it, when it
puts my friend in such excellent company..

When that speech is read by the citizens of those counties, who have
held in affectionate remembrance the name of my venerable friend,
they will think, if they do not say, ‘“Ei e, Brute,’’ and I fear that they
will not remember that the last word is in Latin and is a word of two
syllables. [Applause.]

The venerable gentleman permits himself to say:

In the midst of alinost unparalleled wealth and general physical advantages
the mass of her people are steeped in poverty and illiteracy, and are stmngers
not only to the comforts of humble life but to the t and most at t
daily necessaries of Northern laborers. In 1850 the number of her people above
ten years of age who were reported by the census as unable to read and wri
were more than one-half of her total population. The number was 606,578, while
her total population, whieh of eourse included those under ten years of age,
numbered 1,163,498,

The venerable gentleman, after the speech of my colleague, Gover-
nor MCCREARY, corrected the fizures, but did not retract the charges
founded upon them; statements far more inaceurate than were thefig-
ures; o description so grotesque and exaggerated as to excite only pity
for him who could deliberately write and deliberately utter it. Itis
a fair specimen of the accuracy and fairness of one of the fairest de-
fenders of the present system, and of the temper, animus, and taste of
the leader of the Republican Honse. It harms not the State of whom
it is recklessly said.

I hope my Republican colleagnes from Kentncky will circulate this
speech of theirleader over their districts which the gentleman attempts
to describe; for he expressly declares of that portion of Kentucky in
which I reside, and in which Democratic majorities are given:

Central Kentucky, * * * Imay say,isthe seatlof a more refined and enl-
tivated pastoral community than I have ever been introduced to elsewhere,
unless it was in the southern counties of England.

I know not whether the anonymons writers of the extracts read by
the gentleman are Kentuckians; if they be, *‘It is a nasty bird that
fouls its own nest.”’

Mr. Chairman, I venture to submift that in this Congress Kentucky
needs no defense; that it is not immodest in her people to hope that
her sons in either branch have not been unworthy of her, a fact to
which I trust my venerable friend will hereafter feel more like testi-
fying.

But I will not be tempted further; in passing I express the confi-
dent belief that the day has gone by when either the passions of the
war, denanciations of the whisky ring, abuse of the South, identifica-
tion of revenue reformers with the Confederate army, or any other of
the skillful arts which those interested in the maintenance of thissys-
tem have heretofore sosuccessfully used, can prevent some action which
will be the beginning of a system which is based on the great princi-
ple that all tariff legislation should be for the public good and not for
private interest.

But I venture to affirm that the gallant Federal soldier who, urged
only by a sense of daty, in time of t peril risked his life in retriev-
ing the disaster impending at Shﬂoﬁill hardly be satisfied, when he
asks for cheaper clothing and cheaper lumber, to be told that he had
fought at Shiloh to settle the guestion that“the Eastern manufacturer
had the right to compel the Western consumer to pay such duties as his
greed demanded, and that any effort