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By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of estate of Peter Cole, of Frederick
Cook, of James D. Copeland, and of Snowden B. Herbert, of Tennes-
see, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims, f

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

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of H, M, Hanson and 41 others, citizens of How-
ard, Dak.

B’y Mr, REED: Of citizens of Mississippi County, Arkansas,

SENATE.
THURSDAY, June 28, 1888,

Prayer by Rev. FREDERICK D. POWER, of the city of Washington.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The PRESIDENT pro iempore presented the petition of Elizabeth
M. Atwell, of Ontario County, New York, praying to be relieved from
her political disabilities; which was referred to the Select Committee
on Woman Suffrage.

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of citizens of Bates and St.
Clair Counties, Missouri, signed by A. C. Page and others, praying
that Congress may by law provide amendments to the interstate-
commerce law so that it shall be unlawful for any common carrier
subject to the provisions of that act to carry or transport any com-
modity for any shipper in a car or vehicle owned, leased, or in any
way controlled by such shipper, and that it shall be unlawful for any
shipper to make any contract with any carrier to convey the property of
such shipper in cars or vehicles owned or controlled by such shipper;
and another addition, that in all prosecutions under that section, on
complaint of a citizen of the United States, such citizens shall be en-
titled to have and receive, for his own benefit, all fines that may be
imposed and collected for any violations of said act in any and all
prosecutions in which he may be such complainant.

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commeree, :

The motion was agreed to. .

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Clement A, Cahoon, J. G. Ry-
der, William M. Ryder, and others, citizens of Harwick, Mass., pray-
ing for the passage of Senate bill 283, for the better protection of the
Yellowstone National Park; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented the petition of the Boston Board of Marine Under-
writers and others, of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of House
bill 10183, to construct and establish a light-ship off Great Round Shoal,
near Nantucket, Mass.; which was referred to the Committee on Com-
merce,

Mr. HALE presented the petition of William Pierce, late of Com-
]xmy F, Seventh Regiment Maine Volunteers, praying that he be re-

ieved from the charge of desertion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs,

He also presented a petition of Waldo County Grange, of Maine, pray-
ing for certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a petition of citizens of Portland, Me., praying that
the surplus in the Treasury be used in making arable and cultivating
the Government lands, giving many people who are out of employment
an opportunity to work thereon; and that such lands be divided into
farms of 40 acres each, to be let or sold on easy terms; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor.

VETOED PENSION BILLS.

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred
the following acts, and the veto messages of the President of the United
States thereon, reported them with the recommendation that they be
passed, the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding,
and submitted a report thereon:

An act ES. 820% granting a pension to David A. SBervis;

An act (8. 465) granting a pension to William Sackman, sr.;

An act (8. 549) granting a pension to Hannah R. Langdon;

An act ES. 1237) granting a pension to Anna Mertz;

An act (8. 809; granting a pension fo Betsey Mannsfield;

An act {S. 838) granting a pension to Mary Sullivan; and

An act (8. 739) granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota, from
the Committee on Pensions, reports the several bills named with a rec-
ommendation that they pass, the objections of the President of the
United States to the contrary notwithstanding. The bills will be
placed on the Calendar.

Mr. MANDERSON, I understand that the report on these bills
from the Committee on Pensions is one of very great importance and
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treats upon the entire subject-matter of the veto of pension bills. I
move that 5,000 additional copies of the report be printed for the use
of the Senate, and I ask that the motion be referred to the Committee
on Printing.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
the Chair understands,

Mr. MANDERSON.
to the seven bills now re I

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the motion
to print 5,000 additional copies of the report of the Committee on Pen-
sions will be referred to the Committee on Printing, and the bills, the
nucllnbem and titles of which have been read, will be placed on the Cal-
endar.

Mr. DAVIS. The committee report seven bills.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the report to
it}:lclude ﬁven bills; and the motion was to print 5,000 extra copies of

e report.

Mr.p]gAVIS. The seven bills will be placed on the Calendar?

The PRESIDENT profempore. The bills, with the report of the com-
mittee recommending their notwithstanding the objections of
the President of the United States, will be placed on the Calendar, if
there be no objection.

Mr. HARRIS. What is the matter of which 5,000 copies are pro-
posed to be printed ?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
no objection.

The CHIEF CLERK. The report of the Committee on Pensions on
Senate bills 820, 465, 549, 1237, 809, 838, and 739, granting pensions,
and the messages of the President in disapproval thereof.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. These bills were returned to the
Senate without the approval of the President of the United States. The
committee report that the bills should pass, notwithstanding the ob-
jections of the Executive, with a report in writing. Does the Senator
from Tennessee desire to have the report read ?

Mr. HARRIS. I understand that the committee ask that 5,000 ex-
tra or additional copies be printed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ' The Senator from Nebraska [Mr.,
MANDERSON ] moved that 5,000 copies of the report be printed, which
motion was referred to the Committee on Printing.

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, it was referred.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion has been referred.

Mr. HARRIS. That is right. 3

Mr. PLATT. Will the report appear in the RECORD without hav«
ing been read at the desk?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
printed in the RECORD.

Mr. PLATT. I wish there may be consent that the report shall ap-
pear in the RECORD.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Is there objection to the report of
the committee being printed in the RECORD?

Mr. SAULSBURY. Is it proposed to have the veto messagesas well
as the report of the committee printed ?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The veto messages have already been
printed in the REcorD. Is there objection to the requestof the Sena-
tor from Connecticut?

Mr. HARRIS. I object to printing the report in the RECORD. Let
the Committee on Printing report the matter back, and we shall con- .
sider it then.

Mr. ALLISON. What is the motion ?

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr.
PrATT] moves that the report of the committee be printed in the REC-
orp. The question will be submitted to the Senate.

Mr. ALLISON, Isit a brief report? g

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not stat@,

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to hear it read, if it is not long.

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not concur in the full report of the Com-
mittee on Pensions in reference to all the vetoes. As to some of those
bills that have been vetoed by the Executive, I have very decided opin-
ions; but before the 5,000 copies of the report are ordered to be printed
I think it would be well for some of the members of the Committee on
Pensions on this side of the Chamber fo have an opportunity to read
the full report as to all the bills, so as to see whether they concur in
the report made as to each and every one of the seven vetoes reported
npon.

?Xs to some of these bills, I repeat that I have very decided opinions,
and I shall express those opinions when the bills come up for action.
As to others, I am not familiar with the facts, and wish {0 examine
them before 5,000 copies of the report are ordered to be printed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI-
80N] asks that the report may be read.

Mr. MORRILL. I think the Senator from West Virginia will with-
draw his objection to having the report printed in the RECORD. As
the veto messages have already been printed in the RECORD, it is proper
and fair that the report should be also printed there, That will save
the time of having it read now.

There is not a report in each case,

I understand that it is a combined report as

The report will be stated, if there be

It will not unless ordered to be
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The PRESIDENT pro e. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr.
HA_‘B:.IRIB] objected, not the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULE-
NER].

Mr, MORRILL. I thought the Senator from West Virginia ob-

jected.

Mr. FAULENER. I did not make any objection to printing the re-
port in the REcorD. My only objection, as I stated, is to the motion
to print 5,000 copies of the report before further examination; and the
motion should go to the Committee on Printing, as suggested by the
Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. MANDERSON].

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1t has been so referred.

Mr. FAULKNER. Then I canhave an opportunity before the print-
ing of extra copiesof the report of the Committee on Pensions is ordered
to examine the report and see whether I, as one of the members of that
committee, concur in the views of the committee,

Mr. MANDERSON. Iunderstand thatthe motion has been referred
to the Committee on Printing, and if there should be a minority report,
of course that would be printed with the 5,000 copies as a part of the
report.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not know whether it is in order exactly
now to move that the veto messages of the President on these bills also
be published in connection with the report of the Pension Committee
on these cases, and to have the motion referred to the Committee on
Printing.

It is very evident that the object and purpose is to assail the Presi-
dent for the vetoes he has submitted. It is right and fair and just to
the Executive ithat if that is to be a campaign document it shonld not
be given out without submitting the causes of the vetoes, so that the
Executive may have the benefit of his own reasons assigned to accom-
pauy the report on the subject, and that the country may understand
the reasons pro and con for these measures. 1 suggest, therefore, that
if the Committee on Printing should report favorably to the printing
of this document, it shonld also report favorably to the printing of the
Executive veto messages on the subject.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Senator from Delaware asks
unanimous consent that the veto messages of the President may be

printed.
Mr. DAVIS. For the information of the Senator from Delaware 1
will state that in each instance the message of the President is set out

“fully in the report which it is proposed to have printed.

The PRESIDENT pro {empore. The Chair calls the attention of the
Senator from Delaware to the statement of the Senator from Minnesota.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I did not hear it.

Mr. DAVIS. I say to the Senator from Delaware that in each in-
stance the veto m e is set out fully in this report.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Very well, if the veto messages accompany the
report in these cases.

Mr. DAVIS. It dbes, in each case.

Mr. SAULSBURY, If that is to be the case, I am perfectly satis-
fied.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the report will pro-

ceed.
Mr. COCKRELL. I do notsee the Senator from Tennessee [Mr.
Hargis] here, who I believe objected to the printing of the report in
the REcorDp. I raise a question of order as to whether when a report
is made in that way, and when it is first presented to the Senate, upon
the request of any Senator the report can be read at full length.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such has been the uniform practice
of the Senate so far as the Chair is advised.

Mr. COCKRELL. I have notso understood, and I do not believe it
is in accordance with the rule. I had hoped the Senator from Tennes-
see would withdraw his objection, so that no such precedent would be

t, becanse I ohject to a ruling that any Senator can call for the read-
ing of a report when it is presented and before it has been printed or
anything has been done with it. If so, the entire day could be taken
up in reading two or three reports that would be presented. If itis
the right of a Senator to do that, it would place the entire business of
the Senate in the control of one Senator.

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. Does the Senator from Missouri
object to the reading of the report?

Mr. HARRIS. I will withdraw the objection to the printing of the
report in the RECORD, if it is desired.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa then
ask that the report be read ? . -

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; I do not.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed in the
REcorD, in the ahsence of objection.

The report is as follows:

The Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the messages of the Presi-
dent returning with Executive disapproval bills (S, 820) ting a pension to
David A. Servis; (S. 465) granting a pension to Willinm man, i:'.: (8. 7353)

it o H

Legislation of this character hasbeen a matter of se(t 'ed and favored policy for

a very long period, commencing before ihe elvil war., Thesedisapprovils were
bnseg in & grear majority of cases upon the expressed opinion of the President
that Congress had erred in ils

{.ndp;mem upon mere questions of fact, such as
the incurrence of disability in the service: or whether death from a disease or
casunlly asseried to be the secondary resuit of some disease incurred in the serv-
ice, ought to be held upon the testimony to be so referable; or whether the
proof before Congress showed the existence of any d.savility whatever.

The practice of the President respecting bills of this character is indiealed by
the following extract from his message of May 8, 1886, disapproving an act to
increase the pension of Andrew J. Hill: ** There have lately been presented to
me on the same day for approval nearly two hundred and forty special bills
granting and increasing pensions and restoring to the pension-list the names of
parties which for cause have been dropped. Tonid Executive action they were
referred to the Pension Bureau for examination and report.” This practice is
further disclosed by the following extractfrom the report of the commitiee upon
the message disapproving Senale bill 2003, Forty-ninth Congress, first session,
granting a pension to Mary J. Nottage:

The files of papers in these vetoed cases, which are now in possession of your
committee, contain a letter of the Assistant Secrelary of the Interior, underdate
of June 14, 1836, stating that he incloses enrolled bills as follows, enumerating
118 House bills and 11 Senate bills, and instructing the Commissioner of Pen-
sions as follows :

** Please cause the same to be critically examined, and report to this Depart-
ment whether, in your opinion, any objections to their approval are known to
exist. In cases where objections exist they should be specifically set forth."
(Forty-ninth Congress, first session, Report No. 1424.)

That this method of procedure still continues is ap nt from several of the
messages now in question. The result is that the decision of Congress upon
the facts in reversal of the decisions of the Bureau of Peusions are referred b
the President to that bureau for " examination and report;"” and for any sung
** objections to their approval as are known 1o exist,” in which cases such ob-
jections are to be * specifically set forth.”

1t is, of course, im posasible for the Presidentto examine the mass of document-
ary evidenee upon which each case dopends, and which isinvariably examined
by the committee ; aud it follows that when he disagrees with Congress upon
the questions of fact in these cases, his judgment must be based, not upon the
reports of the committees, in which the facts are always stated with suflicient
fullness, but upon the report of some subordinate in the Bureau of Pensions,
This bureau, whose action Congress has reversed, is thus enabled to review the
action of Congress by the express direction of the President.

These reports of the bureau can not in the nature of things possibly be made
by any one person within the time during which the President can hold bills
for consideration when they are received by him in such numbers, This ex-
plains the nu i i ies of Execulive aclion whiclk are hereafter
fully exposed.

This method of consideration is an abridgment by the Executive of the exer-
cise of the 1;3{111. of Congress to waive that strict proof which is properly re-
guired in ordinary cases in the Department under the somewhat technieal
rules that bave grown up out of repeated precedents, This resulls plainly
from the practice that Executive disapproval follows in any ease where the
records ofpthe bureau are d 1 by the President not to sustai action of
Congress. This invasion upon the province of Congress goes further: It an-
nulsits undoubted power in the cases which have been subjected to Executive
disapproval to determine hy the will of its majority that the public money shall
be appropriated for a legitimate and constitutional lpurpose.

1t can not be maintaived upon any fair construction of the Constitution that
the power of Executive disapproval ought to be exercised upon acts of this
character for the sole reason thatthe President differs in opinion from Congress
upon a mere question of the weight of testimony, or upon the e iency of a
special act which subserves a proper general purpose and which imperils no
power of any other department.

If it shall ever become established that such an exercise of the veto power
has sufficient warrant as to this class of cases, it must follow that it is proper in
all cases. That this has never before been systemnatically attempted in any
class of cases does not remove the canse for alarm. Usarpations move rapidly
in republics from smail objectsto those of the greatest concern. That the power
exists in the Executive to disapprove any legislative measure can not be denied,
But the duty undeniably also exists that it shall not be used in such a manner
or upon any oceasion or pretext as to make {ts exercise operate as an en-
cronchment upon the powers of other departments of the Government. >

It is the theory of our Government that the body of power shall rest in
the legislative department as the most immedinte representative of the people.
To that department the Constitution bas confided I.Ime“fxowers by description
if not by restrictive definition and enumeration. Equally with the executive
department it is bound to exercise them in & proper manner and for constitu-
tional purposes. But if from a factious or revolutionary spirit it shall ever fail
to do this, and thereby cripple the power to act of the other departments, it
will then have viclated the spirit of the Constitution, and it will be no defense
that the violation was committed by the refusal lo exercise n granted power.

The Constitution provides that * no money shall be drawn from the a0y
but in consequence of appropriations made by law.” A factious Congress ean
stop every function of the judicial department by refusing to enact laws mak-
ing appropriations therefor. In doing so it would as clearly violate the Con-
stitution as would a factious or usurping President who should refuse to ap-
prove an act making such appropriations in a case where the two-thirds vote
necessary to enact the law over the disapproval could not be obtained.

The right to so use the power of executive disapproval as to change the or-
dinary method of legislative action by a mqjorizt,y vote, npon proper subjects
of legislation, merely use the Executive differas from Congress upon the
sums-feney of proof or the expediency of relief, doea not, in the opinion of your
committee, exist. Such a misconception of the extent of executive power,
making it limitless, is fraught with dangers to the independence and to the
constitutional powers of Congress, and it clearly implies that a factious or
usurping President who proposes to subordinate to his will that department
to which the Constitution has confided the principal powers of Government
can rightfully do this and prevent the will of the people from taking statutory
form, except by a two-thirds vole of each ITouse of Congress,

The present Chief Executive has disapproved one hundred and sixiy-two
bills, Of these, one hundred and tm—aﬂ are bills mnﬂnﬁ pensions to indi-
viduals. All of his predecessors ve but one hundred and thirty-three bills,
None of his predecessors disapproved any acts of this character, excepting
President Grant, who disapproved but five; and none of these were unsanc-
tioned on aceount of any difference of opinion upon the facts. The bill to pen-
sion Abigail Ryan was di ved by President Grant I her name wos
already on the roils; that to pension Ann Montgomery wnsdlanlx;proved merely
to enazle Congress to correct an ambiguity in the act and thereby to benefitthe

141 ?, h

Ennunga pension to Johanna inger; (8.549) g t ap

l..n.uTlon: (S. 1237) ting & pension to Anna Mertz and the minor children

of Charles A, Mertz; t'g.m granting a pension to Be 1d; and (8.

B33) granting a on to Mary Sullivan, have considered thesame, and report:

Sinee the Sth day of May, 1886, one hundred and thirty-six special acts grant-
i to individuals have di d by the President

ing p

; that to pension R. B. Crawford because he was already en-
{n{h all the pension the general law allowed him; that to pension Lewis

S m:gv because his true name was Heinlig; that to pension Eliza Jane Blumer
becaose the company to which her husband belonged was misd bed in the
bill. These bills were disapproved by this great soldier and patriot, who knew
and felt the obligations of the nation to its delenders, not for the purpose of de-
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feating relief, but to enable relief to be g
lief had previously been given.

The veto power was odious to the founders of this Government. The first
count in the Declaration of Independence against the King of Great Britain is
that ‘*he has refused his assent to laws the most whol and y for
the public " The persistent vetoes of the royal governor led to his expul-
sion from South Carolina before hostilities broke out. In Virginia the repeated
veto of acts to check the slave trade was one of the most prominent of colonial
grievances, So unpopular was this power that it was conferred by only one
of the first constitutions of the original States—Massachusatis.

To overcome the popular distrust the advocates of the Federal Constitution
urged that the power had not been exercised in England for nearly a century
8s to acts of Parliament : that it would never be employed by any President ex-
cept to p his own titutional powers, or in rare cases of public emer-
gency where revoluti y leg hould the general weal; that it
was a power whose utility lay rather in its existence and in the fear that it might

ibly be employed than in its nse; that such exi wnas ¥ (to use
ilton's expression) ** because of the superior weight and influcnce of the
legislative body ""—a foreboding which has not been \'uriﬂe{l by our history.

A cotam);omneousexpusition of this power will be found In an official opinion
delivered Mr. Jefferson to Pmideng\'sshinmn. Mr. Jefferson then being
Secretary of State. It was given upon t® bill granting a charter to the Bank of
the United States. He remarks, *' It must be added, however, that unless the
President's mind on a view of everything which is urged for and against the

ted by d ts, or 1 re-

bill is tolerably clear, that it is unauthorized by the Constitution; if and con
hang so as to balance his judg t, & just respect for the wisd the Legis-
lature would naturally decide the balance in favor of their opinion. It is chiefly

for cases where they are clearly misled by error, ambition, or interest that the
Constitation has placed a check in the ive of the President.”

““The primary inducement,” says Mr. Madison, ** in conferring the veto power
upon the President, is to enable him to defend himself. Indeed,even in Eng-
land, where the King is considered a part of Parliament, and therefore possess-
ing a share of legislative power, the royal negative would only be permitted in
cases where encr h were attempted upon the royal prerogative.”

The framers of the Constitution well knew that paper limitations of power
never execute themselves. They knew that the checksand balancesof the Con-
stitution depend for their efficacy upon the wisdom and the patriotism of the
persons to whom their exercise is confided. They knew that maladministra-
tion can make them as destructive as correct application can make them pre-
servative.

The same just conceptions have been entertained by the predecessors of the

sent Chief Magistrate, They have, in the opinion of your committee, been
isregarded by him.

The inordinate proportions to which the executive power has grown during
the last twenty-five years, through the tendency to centralization; through the
production of those great subjects of administration which have eome under
executive control through its departments; through the political influence of
office-holders, and through the discretionary power of the Executive over an
enormous financial system, give just cause for apprehension. To admit that
these powers, ** which have increased, which are increasing, and which ought
to be diminished,” can be reinforced by s constitutional exercise of the veto

wer upon theaction of Congress upon subjects clearly within its province and

ts duty, and involving not the least infringement upon any other department,
is to admit a power totally subversive of the ends of government and destruc-
tive to the Federal Constitution.

The following observations are submitted upon the particular cases now under
consideration :

DAVID A. SERVIS,

The testimony shows that while Servis was absent on duty for a short time
from the military hospital to which he was detailed as a nurse one of the pa-
tients fllled a p?le with powder, handed the pipe to claimant on his return to
the hospital, and that the consequences detailed in the report ensued.

This act is disapproved on the
sult of military service as to entitle the I ttoap i

This is not a case of a mere joke ln.yec”)y one comrade on another while ofl’
duty. Whatever might be the rights of this claimant to a pension were this a
:injE icious or thoughtless act of some well comrade when off duty, this case is

‘erent.

Servis was on duty as a nurse in a military hospital. He was in a position of
authority over the patients, required to minister to and control them. One of
these patients, while Servis was in his place of duty, inflicted upon him agriev-
ous injury. The claimant is clearly within the statute (section 4693) which

ts a pension to any enlisted soldier * disabled by of any wound or
njury received or disense contracted while in the service of the United States
and in the line of duty.”
fact that he was detailed to the hospital for duty explains to any one who
was in the military service why no record appears of the casualty. In such
cases the L tal attendant was treated there and was generally carried on ils
reports under hisdetail as nurse. This was of course quite irregular, but it was
the way the busineas was frequently done.

It is to be regretied that the facts and law of this case did not sufliciently at-
tl‘t\lal the alt?lnlli‘on of the P:‘fl;i‘derlt. e i e

e append the report an e ge, and reco L] of the
bill, the objections of the President to the contrary notwitbsmnéing.

und that the injuries wm“nul. “such a re-

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following re-
port (to accompany bill 8, 820):

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (3. 820) granting
a pension to David A, Servis have examined the same and report:

he clnimant was a private in (an:r.n:um‘l,v1 B, Twenty-first Wisconsin Volun-
teers, and he elaims a pension for injuz;g is eyes by the accidental discharge
of a cartridge. The testimony shows while at Bridgeport, Ala., acting as
hospital nurse, one of his comrades filled a large pipe which claimant was in the
habit of smoking with powder, placing a thin layer of tobacco on top; that
claimant, ignorant of the trick, lighted the pipe, which exploded and blew him
half across the tent. There is no record testimony in the case, nor doesit ap-
pear that any notice was taken of this wanton act of his tent-mate,

The application was rejected on the ground that the injury, to whatsoever ex-
tent it exists, was not due to the service, It was ineurred ia the service. It
was due to the willful and reprehensible act of a soldier, for whose conduct the
military branch of the Government was nsible. If he had killed this
claimant, his wife would have been pensioned. That he mged death and in-
curred injury to the most sensitive and valuable organ of his physical structure,
does not exempt the Governmer.t from the obligation of mmigenmtion and re-

lief. Surely the Gov t is as resp ible in this case as is the corporation
that by accident destroys life or limb, and upon which the decisions of the
United States courts have tedly i d iary penalties.

The commiltee believe that the claimant should be p d to the extent of
the existing damage to his eye-sight, and report the bill favorably, with a ree-
ommendation that it do pass,

To the Senale : It

Ireturn without approval Semto bill No. 820, entitled ** An act granting a pen-
sion to David A, Ser\r?u." et

e Thesl.‘nne&ciary named in this bill enlisted August14, 1862, and was discharged
une 8, 1865.

It is alleged that about the month of January, 1863, a comrade, by way of &
Jjoke, put powder into a pipe which the i ficiary was omed to smoke
and covered it with tobacco, sothat when he lighted it the powder exploded and
injured his eyes, The report of the Senate committee states that it does not ap-
pear that ' any notice was taken of this wanton act of his tent-mate.”

There is no mention of any disability or injury in the record of the soldier's
service. He scems lo have served nearly two years and a half after the injury.
ge ﬂlert‘l an applicalion for a pension in May, 1885, more than twenty-tyq years

ereafter,

Whatever may be the extent of the injury sustained, in regard to which the
evidence is apparently quite meager, I can not see that it was such a result of
military service as to entitle the applicant to a pension.

The utmost liberality to those who were in our Army hardly justifies a com-
pensation by way of pension for injuries incurred in sport or pastime, or as the

result of o practical joke,
GROVER CLEVELAND.

ExrcuTive Maxsiox, May 28, 1888

WILLIAM SACKMAXN, SR.

This case was considered by the committee with the ecare which the charac-
ter of the evidence required, and the facts are set forth in the original report
with more than the usual fullness,

The case as first made by the claimant was rejected April 11, 1893, Up to that
date it was based upon his own affidavits, his hospital record, his certificate of dis-
charge, and the certificate of the examining surgeon. This last certificate states
that the disability *is a fracture of three ribs of left side, which are very well
healed; the body is in poor condition ; applicant complains of stinging pains;
g‘m inln:pimtion (83) has a whistling sound; expiration, 34; palpitation of the

eart.

The claimant's case was manifestly prejudiced by the imputations set out in
his certificate of discharge, self-contradictory as it ia. This document is in the
handwriting ot Asst, Surg. John H. Williams, and its material portions are set
out in the report of your ittee re ding the of the bill.

The case was reconsidered by the Bureau of Pensions,and it was then that
the claimant furnished the mass of testimony the substance of which is stated
in the original reportof your committee,

Your committee, after s most critical re-examination of this voluminons body
of proof, remain of the opinion that this veteran has not only cleared his char-
acter of odious imputations piaced upon it by the cert te of discharge,
but that in doiuﬁ:o he has also established his right to a pension.

We do not believe the derogatory statements contained in the certificate of

discharge.

It is incredible that if this man receivedhis injury in September, 1862, and did
no duty after that date, he should have been retained in the service until Feb-
ruary, 1864, The discharge is self-contradictory. It i3, as we have remarked,
in the hand-writing of Assistant Surgeon Williams. It states in one place that
the disability was caused by falling off his horse while in delached service;
while in another place it states that the disease has been produced by sexua
indulgence and the excessive use of intoxieating liquors. One of ghese state-
ments, thus written by the same man st one time, must be false.

The claimant has fully met the attack upon his moral character by evi-
dence such as the rules of law make plenary for that purpose, by proof of good
character and by the testimony of nei%hbors, comrades, and publicofficials: He
has also overthrown the charge that he was intoxieated when he received the

43 A

injury, by the t v of who were with him when it was incurred,

he fact that he said nothing about broken ribs until he applied for a pension
is of no moment. He had no occasion un‘til_then to say anything on sub-
ject, That the ribs had been fractured is distinctly stated by theexamining sur-
geon, who also states his belief that the disability * did really originate in the
service aforesaid, in the line of duty.”

The Pension Bureau made use of none of its ample means for investigating
the case. It sent no special examiner (o re-examine witnesses. It made no in-
quiry of the company officers. To the above there is one qualifieation which
confirms your committee in the conclusion they have reached after two exam-
inations of the case, !

On November 19, 1885, the Commissioner of Pensions wrote to Surg. John H,
Willinms, the author of the certificate of discharge, the following letter:

“Sir: Theclaimantin this case allegesthat three of his ribs were fractured and
his left side injured by being thrown from his horse during an engagement with
the enemy near Fredericktown, Mo., in April, 1863. The certifieate of disability
upon which the claimant was discharged the service is signed by you, and shows
him to have been discharged on secount of ‘hypertrophy, with dilation of left
side of bheart,’ stating further that *the disease in this case has been produced
by sexual indnlgence and excessive use of intoxicating ligquors,.’

“It is requested that you inform this office whether your certificate was pased
upon a personal knowledge of the claimant's private habits, upon the statement
o?‘;ﬁs caplain, or upon statements made to you by others. Your early reply
with such information as you may be able to furnish touching the general
merits of this case will be fully appreciated.

“Very respectfully,
“JOHN C. BLACK,
* Commissioner.”

This letter was returned with the following indorsement:

“AsuEVILLE, N, C., November 21, 1885,

“In reference to within I have to state that Iremember the case very distinctly.
I made the examination in person and was thoroughly acquainted with the ease.
I read the statement on which the application for discharge was based to the
man, and he consented to have the papers forwarded as they read. The appli-
cation for pension ia frandulentand should notbe allowed. The excessive ven-
ery slluded to was in part ‘masturbation.’

“Very truly, yours,
“JOTIN HEY WILLIAMS, A. M, M. D,
“ Late Assistant Surgeon, Fifth Missouri State Militia Cav."

It is to be observed that the burean, by reciting in its letter what Mr. Williams
bhad written twenty-one years before, furnished him the meansof making a con-
sistent answer—in other words, by a leading question put the expected auswer
into the mouth of the witness.

The proper and fair question would have been to ask Mr. Williams what was
his recollection as to the incurrence of the claimant's injuries and the causs of
his discharge. The result expected as the answer to this informing question
promptly followed. Mr. Williams east his answer into the mold of the inter-
rogatory. He did more and worse. He gratuitously added a charge of addic-
tion to & certain habit, Such an answer tosuch aquestion iscondemned by the
rules of evidence even when given under oath. This answer, however, is not
sworn to, Considering it in connection with the certificate of discharge which
was given to this German boy, your committee believe that both aspersions are
;J:;Kuﬂhy of credit upon the present question as they would be in a court of

ustice.

We have presented these considerations somewhat fully becanse the President
has been avowedly influenced by discreditable, incredible, and unsanctioned ex
parte declarations,
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and r dth e

We append the act, the report, and the ge, @ I
of the act, the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding.

Mr. FAULEXER, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following
te&v'ortgg accompany bill S, 465) :

he Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 465) granting

& pension to William Sackman, sr., have carefully examined the same, and re-

port:

The claimant enlisted as a private in Company K, Fifth Regiment Missouri
Milit¥a Cavalry, on the 24th of December, 1861, 1o serve during the war in Mis-
souri, and was &imhm‘xed on the 20th of February, 1864. His declaration for a
pension was filed July 1, 1881, claiming that ** at Fredericktown, Mo., about
the 10th or 12th of April, 1863, he bad three ribs broken by falling from his
horse while surrounded by the guerrillas.”

The claim was rejected by the Pension Burean April 9, 1883, upon the ground
“{hat the record evidence shows that the alleged disability was not incurred
in the line of duty.”

‘The records of the Adjutant-General's Office show the petitioner present Aprii
10, 1863, Absent sick at hospital until October 31,1863. Present January and
February,1864. Nature of sickness not stated. No evidence by the record of
the injury complained of.

The discharge for disability shows—

** Palpitation of the heart and defective lungs, the disability caused by falling
off’ his horse near Fredericktown, Mo., while intoxicated,on d ed service,
in the month of September, 1862. Not having done any duty since, a discharge
would benefit the Gover t and hi I

The assistant and acting surgeon certifies the disability to consist of—

* Hypertrophy with dilatation of left side of heart. The disease in this case
has b'e‘.en produced by sexual indulgence and excessive use of intoxicating lig-
uors,

The nurﬁeon who attached the certificate to the discharge for disability, in
;?pllégo a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, under date of November

. y BAYS 1

**1 have to state that I remember the case very distinctly. I made theexam-
ination in person and was thoroughly acquainted with the case. I read the
statement on which the application for discharge was based to the man, and he
consented to have the papers forwarded asthey read. Theapplication for pen-
sion is frandulent and should not be allowed. The excessive venery alluded to
was in part masturbation.”

Upon this evidence the Pension Bureau rejected the claim and declined to
i der its decision, notwithstanding the affidavits filed by the petitioner, as

ollows :

“Henry Markwort, on the 27th day of December, 1883, made oath that ‘he
Eknew claimant, William Sackman, sr., in the year 1860, and also ever since, and
knew him while he was a memberof the above-named organization with afliant,
and the said claimant was, during all that time, of sober habits and of virtuons
disposition, and affiant never saw him in a state of intoxication, * * * and
was never, to his knowledge, guilty of sexual indulgence, but that he was a

soldier and bore a name for morality.’

“Frederick Lauderman, Christian Pape, Deiderich Klingman, Henry Thies-
sen, and John Haslauer, on the 26th day of September, 1883, made oath ‘ that
they were members of the above-named organization, and that they well knew
the claimant herein, William Sackman, sr., prior to his enlistment and during
his service in said organization, and ever since he =was disc! from the
service of the United States, and that said William Sackman was a good soldier
and bore a good character always forsobriety and moral habits, and that he was
never guilty of the charge of being intoxicated or indulging in the excessive
use of intoxieating liquors nor sexual indulgence,’

“Henry Thiessen and William Braus, on the 11th day of June, 1883, made
oath ‘thatthey were members of the organization aforesaid, and that they well
knew Willlam Sackman, sr., the claimant herein, and that in the organization
aforesaid, in the line of duty, being on detached duty at the time, the said
Henry Thiessen being a corporal at that time in d of said detatel t,
and the said Willlam Braus also a member of said detachment, and that while
go detached for the pu of guarding one of lheircomgauy to his home, the
horse claimant was riding took fright and ran off with him, thereby injuring
said claimant so that he eould not arise nor get onto his horse without assist-
ance, That the surgeon furnished a certificate to the said corporal in re-
gard of 2.1? inability of said William Sackman, sr., to be carried back to his
COmMMAn:

“William Wolfeckiller, on the 17th of September, 1883, made oath ‘that the
#aid petitioner, while on duty on the march from Pilot Knob to Cape Girardeau,
in the year 1862 or was thrown from his horse and seriously injured; that
he was not intoxicated at that time; that he served with the said petitioner in
the same company about three years, and that the said petitioner was free from
gexual indulgence and the excessive use of intoxicating liquor.’ .

“William Northmg; on the 17th day of September, 1883, made oath ‘that he
was first sergeant of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cav-
alry, and knew petitioner to be a sober man and never saw him intoxicated or
indulging in any bad habits. The record showing that the petitioner indulged
in the excessive use of intoxicating liquors or sexual indulgence is false.”

* G. H. Cramer, mayor of Cape Girardeau, where the petitioner resides, on the
12th day of February, 1884, mnade oath as follows: ‘I have known said petitioner
and have well acquainted with him ever since about the vear 1354, while
he was, as he is yet, a citizen of Guge Girardeau. Ihave never heard or seen
anything derogatory to his moral character, and I believe he is considered, gen-
erally, as an honorable and virtuous man.’

“On June 28, 1882, Fred B. Schultz, examining surgeon of the Pension Office,

ined the petiti and certified: * The disability is a fracture of three ribs
on the left side.’””

The evidence above quoted fully sustains that of the petitioner, that while in
the service and in the line of duty he was wn from his horse and seriously
ﬁmﬁ. This appears on the face of the certificate of discharge for disability.

e records of Adjutant-General's Department, as well as the Surgeon-
General's, tend to n thisview of the case. The certificate of the examin-
ing surgeon of the Pension Burean confirms the claim of the petitioner in the
declaration for a pension. Does the evidence justify the lusi hed b

uWu?hls disability the result of sexual indulgence or the excessive use of
uor
qrhe testimony upon these questions is full and satisfactory. The numerous
aflidavits filed overthrow even the suspicion that his disability is the result of
either cause assigned ; and the certificate of the examining surgeon of the Pen-
sion Bureau, that * the disability is the result of the fracture of three ribs on the
lef? ati"de," in the absence of all other evidence, should be conclusive on this
poin

In the opinion of the committee the claim of the petitioner for a pénsion
should be sustained. The bill is, therefore, reported favorably, with the recom-
mendation that it do pass,

To the Senate : L
I return without approval Senale bill No. 465, entitled “Anact granting a pen-

sion to William Sackman, sr."”

The beneficiary named in this bill served from December 24, 1561, to February
29, 1864, in the Fifth Regiment of the Missouri Militia Cavalry.

He was disc ed on the day last named for disability, His certificate of dis-
charge states his disability as follows:

iy gil.ntion of the heart and defective lungs, the disability caused by falling
off his horse near Fredericktown, Mo& while intoxicated, on detached service,
in the month of September, 1862. Not having done any duty since, a discharge
would benefit the Government and himself."

It appears that ss:tl?l*m for pension was filed in the year 1881, in which the

claimant a]l;e_ug:id t!
"At Fredericktown, Mo., about the 10th or 12th of A%ril. 1863, he had three
ribs broken by falling from his horse while surrounded by guerrillas.*

It will be seen that while the certificate of discharge mentions a fall in Septem-
ber 13621 no allusion is made to any fracture of ribs, while the claimant alleges
such an ury occurred in April, 1863, :

In 1885 the surgeon who made the medical certificate attached to the dis-
charge, in answer to an inguiry made by the Commissioner of Pensions, says:

“1 have to state that I remember the case very distinct]ﬂ. I made the ex-
amination in person, and was thoroughly acquainted with the case. Iread the
statement on which the application for discharge was based to the man, and he
consented to have the papers forwarded as they read. The application for
pension is frandulent and should not be allowed,”

ﬂlihavu omitted references made to the habits of the soldier by this medieal
officer.

Of course much reliance should be placed upon these statements made by an
officer whose business it was to know the exact facts, and who made his cer-
tificate at a time when such facts were fresh in his mind. There is no intima-
tion that the surgeon who made the statement referred to was inimical to the
soldier or infl d by any unj motive.

The attempt to impeach the record thus made is based upon affidavits made
by a number of the soldier's comrades, who testify to his ¢ and habits,
and only three of whom speak of an injury to the soldier caused by falling from
his horse. Two of these affiants all that they were with the claimant on de-
tached duty when his horse took fright and ran away with him, injuring him so
that he could not rise and get on his horse without assistance. So far as these
affidavits are before me no date of this occurrence is given, nothing is said asto
the character of the injuries, and no reference is made to the condition of the
soldier at the time. The third affiant, who speaks of an injury, says that it oc-
curred while on duty on the march from Pilot Knob to Cape Girardean, in the

ear 1862 or 1863, and that it was caused by the soldier's being thrown from his
orse. He says further that the soldier was not intoxicated at that time.

No mention is made that I ean discover of any fracture of the ribs except in
the claimant’s application for pension made in 1881, seventeen years after his

i and in a report of an examining surgeon made in 1582,

With no denial of the soldier’s condition, as stated by the surgeon, on the part
of the only parties who claim to have been present at the time of the i ek
can not satisfy myself, in view of the other circumstances surrounding this case,
that the allegations contained in the claimant’s di.schnge are discredited.

GROVER CLEVELAND,

EXECUTIVE MAXsION, April 30, 1888,

[Fiftieth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, begun
and held at thecity of Washington, on Monday, the 5th day of December, 1857.]

An act granting a pension to William Sackman, sr,

Be¢ it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stales of
America in Jongress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sub‘jm to the pro-
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Sackman,
sr., late a private in Company K, Fifth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry,

JOHN G. CARLISLE

ealer of the House of Representatives.
o IJOHN J. INGALLS,
President of the Senale pro tempore,

I certify that this act originated in the Senate.
Attest:

ANSON G. McCOOK,
wry’

Seere
By CHAS, W. JOHNSON,
Chief Clerk,

JOHANNA LOEWINGER.

Your committee have carefully re-examined this record. The claimant has
substantially been pped b e Depart t and the President from show-
ing the facts in this case by the undue conclusiveness attributed to the coro-
ner's hqnesb.’a.'nd even the verdict of the coroner’s jury has been misconstrued,
“Crowner’s 'quest law "’ has seldom been given such efficacy. But one witness
was summoned before that jury. What the fact in reality was concerning
this death was absolutely established by the testimony filed before the Pension

r ¥
the Pension Bureau, that at the time of the injury he was not in the line of duty,
or that it occurred while he was intoxicated, or that his disability at present
the result of excessive sexual indulgence or the improper use of stimulants?

The committee is of opinion that the certificate of discharge and the evidence
of his comrades conclusively show that the injury happening to him by the fall-
ing from his horse, near Fredericktown, Mo., was whilein the line of duty,and
:nhll?tee at the time he was performing services under the orders of his superior

e,

Was he intoxicated at the time the injury oceurred ? :

The only evidence to sustain that allegation is the statement embodied in the
discharge for disability signed by his captain. This is contradicted by the oath
of the petitioner, as well as the testimony of two of his comrades, who were
P and had p 1 knowledge of the fact, and the corroborating evidence
of a number of comrades, who testify to his sober habits, This view is further
strengthened by the affidavit of the mayor of the city in which he lives, who
destifies to his moral character, =

Emma Loewinger, daughter of the deceased, testifies: ** At the time my father
inflicted the wound in histhroat I was away at work. My mother sent for me
and I reached home about half an hour afterwards. My father was then lying
on the floor and his wound had been dressed and there was no evidence at that
time of any flow of blood. Shortly after my arrival they placed him on the bed,
and he lay there apparently without suffering any pain, and ﬂna}:li}mmed away

uletly without a struggle. He lived from three to threeand a hours after
?moged his bedside. * * * My father had been sick for a long time with
chronie diarrhea, and at the time he inflicted that wound wasin a very weak
condition, and so much so that he had to be assisted in and out of bed. * * *
I know he suffered a great deal of pain during his sickness,”

Dr. Werner deposes as stated in the report of your committee,

Meland Freutz deposes that she lived in adjoining house to claimant. On
the day soldier inflicted wound on his throat his wife was out marketing ;
nﬂhnt%eud something fall and went into the house and found h&mﬁ lﬁ::gl on
e on

the floor; saw the blood and sent immediately for the doctor.
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across the throat was immediately in front and near the windpipe. just deep
enough to expose the windpipe without eutting it. The incision was from 1to2
inches in length and was made with & razor. Affiant washed blood from the
d when the doctor was sewing it up. There was not much blood. He
lived about four hours after the wound was dressed. * * * He had been
confined twenty-four weeks to the house prior to his death with chronic diar-
rhea, and he became 80 weakened from the disease that he had to be assisted
in and out of bed. Attimes he ap&wed to suffer intensely with the disease.
Dr. Werner again dej that the 1 was about 2 inches in length and
one-eighth of an inch deep; was cutover the larynx and on both sides from the
larynx; only the skin was cut through. No large blood vessels were cut. He
only lost about 2 ounces of bl The loss of blood did not change the symp-
toms. He died twenty-four hours later, as the result of chronic diarrhea.
Your committee remain clearly of the opinion that the deceased, although he
ttempted to i icide, did not d in his attempt. But conceding
that the death was self-inflicted it is apparent from the phmmlug of the ver-
dict that the deceased * came to his death by suicide by eutting his throat with
a razor, caused from long-continued illness,” and that the coroner’s {ur{ atirib-
uted the act to a condition of mental aberration,which was the tof the ill-
ness, Such an act thus ind d is not suicide in le ion or defini-
n.
‘We append the act, the report, and the message, and recommend the
of the act, the objections of the President to the contrary noi.wil.hstnml{ng. &

Mr, FAULKSER, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following re-
port (to accompany bill 8,739)

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 739, granting
a pension to Johanna Loewinger, have examined the evidence in the record,
which may be briefly stated as follows:

Charles Loewinger, the husband of the widow now claiming a pension, en-
listed June 13, 1861, in bumpany E, Twenty-eighth Ohio Volunteers. Discharged
for disability May 18, 1862. Application for a pension filed January 27, 1865, for
chronie diarrhea and ulceration of the bowels. He died July 17, 1876. His
widow filed her npénmtion to be put upon the pension-roll March 81, 1880;
claim rejected July 25, 1835,

The medical reviewer rejects the claim of the widow on the ground * that the
soldier committed suicide, as shown by the verdict of the coroner's jury, and
his death in this is not idered the result of chronie diarrhea, nor
chargeable in any way to hismilitary service.” If the above finding issustained
by the evidence filed with the widow's application there could be no guestion’
that ber claim had been properly rejected. On a al analysis of the testi-
mony the committee can not agree with the finding of the Pension Office, and
is satisfied that the evid clearly supports the opposite conclusion.

The verdict of the coroner's jury finds: * The deceased eame to hisdeath from
su'i‘cidn by cutting his throat with a razor, caused by long-continued illness.”

his verdict is supported as to the cause of his suicide by an overwhelming
amount of teathon;.

The * certificate of disability for discharge finds him “ incapable of perform-
ing the duties of a soldier beca

use of chronic ulceration of the mucous mem-
brane of the colon, resulting from an attack of camp fever contracted while on
Big Sewell Mountain, in October, 15861, marked by excessive exhaustive diar-
rhea, oceasional hemorrhage of the bowels, and such reduction of strength that
he is utterly unfit for service.”

The evidence of a number of ghys{cians. as well as his neighbors, embracing
the period from the date of his discharge to the hour of his death, conclusively
proves that his di , for which he was discha from the service, contin-
ued, without intermission, during that whole period, and that he suffered ex-
cessive pain and was mmhy unfit to perform any labor, and that during the
Iatter g‘enrs of his life he was confined to his house, and most of the time to his
bed. That his condition preyed upon his mind. and at times it was seriousl
affected. Dr. G. 0. Werner, who attended him during the last years of his ili-
ness and at the time of his death, testified that—

“The soldier became affected with melancholy and b very debilitated
several months before he committed suicide. That affiantnever had any doubt
but that the chronic diarrhea, from which he was continually suffering, was
the immediate cause of his melancholy; that death was not by cutting
his throat, as affiant sewed up the wound and there were no arteries severed,
and that, in affiant’s opinion, he could not have lived more than a few days
longer, as he wasthen ina dy‘ing condition from chronic diarrhea,”

This statement is supported by the affidavits of Neland Frentz, Dr, F. L, Em-
ﬂm Annie N. Rohrer, Mary Byer, Frank Geiler, Carl Keneher, and Carl

e,

The medical reviewer, July 14, 1885, upon these facls, in referring the cause
1o the chief of the medical division, said: **As the case now stands vgve must, in
my opinion, accept death as due to diarrhea, and not to the wound of the throat.”

T oone'lusion. which the committee think is fully sustained by the testi-
mony, was reached after medical reviewer had commented npon the case,
g[ny 61.213]%“(1 the medical referee himself had called for further testimony

une 12, iy .

It is clear from the evid that the pensi was the victim of painful, ex-
hausting, and debilitating disease; that no cause other than this disease is pre-
tended to have existed which could have affected the mind of the husband of
the petitioner and caused him to take his life. And it is fair to lude that

[Fiftieth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, begun and
held at the city of Washington, on Monday, t‘t!?’e Sth day of December, 1887.]

An act granting a pension to Johnanna Loewinger. |

Be il enacled by the Senale and House of Representalives of the United Stafes of
America in Con assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, auth and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro~
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Johnanna Loewinger,
widow of Charles Loewinger, . late of Company E, Twenty-eighth
Regiment Ohio Volunteers,

JOHN G. CARLISLE,

Speaker of the House of Representalives.
JOHN J. INGALLS,
President of the Senale pro tempore.
I certify that this act originated in the Senate.

ANBON G. McCOOK,

HAXFAH R. LANGDOX.

Your committee, after re-examining the records in this case, adhere to their
former report.

‘We are clearly of the opinion that the claim should have been allowed by the
Department, and this widow shonld have thus become entitled to receive what
is due her from the Government from the date of her :}Jfli:mtion. instead of
from the date of the passage of the special act in her behalf,

It seems to have attracted the attention of the President that the d d
husband tendered his resignation in less than six months after entering the mil-
itary service, This istrue, He served from October 7, 1862 to March 27, 1563,
But he had been stationed at Pensacola and Santa Rosa Island, Florida, and
there contracted the diseases (chroniec hepatis and diarrhea) which forced him
to quit the service. The change of climate in his case was an extreme one, He
was undoubtedly entitled to a pension from the date of his resignation. From
motives of ﬁride. doubtless, he did notapply for it until June, 1880, and it was
allowed to him in January, 1881, for chronic diarrhea and resulting piles. He
died in September, 1881. Some five years before his death he began to break
down, evincing symptoms of the disease of which he finally died, and was re-
tiilr;ced to a physical condition which invited it and made him an easy victim to

attack.

Dr. H. H. Atwater, a member of the board of examining surgeons, in an afli-
davit filed December 5, 1851, deposes that he first professionally advised for the
deceased five or six geurs since, for purpura heemorrhagia, consequent upon
an impoverished condition of the blood ; also for various derangements of the
d ve organs, and continued to advise him for such derangements at ocea-
sional intervals during the next three or four years. * * # That he began to
treat him regularly about two years since, for pleuro-pneumonia, followed by

b and d tion of lung tissue; and that these diseased conditions .
were complicated with the above-mentioned digestive affections, such as diar-
rhea, dyspepsia, indigestion, ete. That, in his opinion, the said Langdon was
ineapacitated for manual labor about one-eighth of the time, during the first
three or four years of his treatment, and totally incapacitated during nearly all
of the last two years of his life.

Warren Gibbs, next neighbor to Dr. Langdon, deposes December 30, 1850, that
the ‘*deceased has been in a gradually failing condition for years; think he
has done little business for the last two years on account of not being in suffi-
cient health,”

To this testimony no effect seems to have been given in the Department or in
the message.
It is stated in the message that the breaking down, cough, emaciation, and
debility were not made by the deceased any ground of & claim for pension. In
this respect the President was imumcient& informed as to the facts. On Au-
gust 30, 1881, less than one month before he died, Dr. Langdon applied for an
increase of pensfon, in which application he deposes as follows :

““The disability for which he (afflant) is pensioned has resulted in loss of ap-
petite, bad cough, and bloody expectoration, increased respiration, hemorrhage
of the lungs, loss of flesh (39 pounds) to such an extent that he is not capable of
any manual labor whatever. The hemorrhoids have so disabled me that I
am at times unable to sit upon a chair. Loss ofappetite being almost total.”

‘We append the act, the report, and the message, and recommend the
ofthe act, the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding.

Mr. Brar, from the Commitiee on Pensions, submitted the following report
(to accompany bill S, 549) :

The Committee on Zl’ansi‘;lru:'i to whom was referred the bill (S, 549) granting
a pension to Hannah R. Langdon, have examined the same, and report:

A bill to pension this widow was reported favorably by this committee, and
passed the Senate during the last Congress. The former report is herewith ap-
pended, and your committee again r d the p of the bill.

That the petitioner is the widow of Dr. Henry H. Langdon, late an assistant
in the Seventh Regiment Vermont Volunteers, war of the rebellion;

at the time he the attempt on his life his mind, by reason of the disease
contracted in the service, was seriously affected. And the evidence of the phy-
gician that he did not die from the injury inflicted, but asthe result of hisdebil-
itated condition, resulting from that disease, your ittee conclu-

sive of the case.

The lusion of the in this case is fully sustained by the de-
cisions and rulings of the Pension Bureau, found in the “Digest of Pension
Laws and Decisions,” pages 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 279,

Your committee would report the bill mvumhiy, after amending the title so
as to read: A bill granting a pension to Johanna nger,” and by strik-
§}1} out, in }‘lna 6, the word ** Johnanna and inserting in lieu thereof the word

ohanna.

T

To the Senale :
I return without approval ‘El!ens.ts bill No. 739 entitled “An act granting apen-
er.

sion to Johanna Loewi:
h d in this bill enlisted June 28, 1861, and

The b "oi‘-‘.‘he‘t,\g ficiary
was dise n's certificate of disability. He was

May 8, 1862, upon a su
nsioned for chronic diarrhea. He died July 17,1876, A coroner’s inquest was
eld, who found by their vedict that the deceased came to his death **from sui-
cide hy_ cutting his throat wiih a razor, caused by long-continued illness.”

This inquest was held immediately after the soldder’s death, and it appears
that the case was fully investigated with full opportunities to discover the truth.
Upon the verdict found, in the absence of insanity caused by any disability, it
can hardly be claimed that his death was caused by his military service. ?[‘he
attemptsatterwads to impeach this verdict and introduce another cause of death

do not seem to be successful.
GROVER CLEVELAND,
ExecUuTIVE MANSION, June b, 1883,

that he enlisted in the Army October 7, 1852, and was discharged on surgeon’'s
certificate of disability March 27, 1863; that at the time of his death, 2ith Sep-
tember, 1881, he was receiving a pension of $8,50 per month for chronic diarrhea
and piles, contracted at Pensacola and Santa Rosa Island, Fla., about January,
1863; that the petitioner filed a claim for pension December 5, 1881, which was
rejected on the ground that it failed to appear in the papers in the case thatthe
disease from which the officer died (consumption) was in any degree traceable
to his military service.

On this point the affidavits of Dr. A. P. Grinnell and Dr. H. H. Atwater, sub-
mitted to your committee, among other proofs and papers, would seem to be
conclusive, which are as follows:

*1, A. P. Grinnell, of the city of Burlington,Vt., of lawful age, on oath depose
and say, that I am a practicing physician in Burlington, Vt., and have been for
the last fourteen years; that I was acquainted with Dr. H. H. Langdon and
knew him and his family from bo;hood, and also saw him quite frequently,
and advised with him often regarding the treatment of his disease, although I
was not his regular professional attendant; that no history of consumption
conld be traced in his family; that I am aequainted with Hannah R. Langdon,
and know that she is the widow of said Dr. H. H. I.au};don, and has not mar-
ried since bis decease; that I have read her petition for a pension, and state
that I have no doubt trom the facts set forth in said petition and from my per-
sonal knowledge of said Dr. Langdon’s condition, that his lung trouble was the
direct result of his chronie diarrhea,and that the chronic diarrhea was the cause

of his death.
“A. P. GRINNEELL, M. D.
“Subscribed and sworn to this 10th day of November, 1886, before me.
“J. M. RUSSELL, #
** Justice of the Peace.”

I Hiram H. Atwater, United States examining surgeon for pensions, do de-




5654

. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

udsayth-nnasamemberofthabmtduf ined

JUNE 28,

ab of one of the Departments, This is manifestly true unless the Presi-

I
L Sahand ) o4
enry H. Langdon, assistant surgeon of the Seventh Vermont Regiment, De-

cember 1, 1850, who claimed a pension for chronic diarrhea and piles, and that
upon the certificate of said examination said Langdon was granted a pension.
1 further state that said Langdon died 24th September, 1831 ; that I saw him and
prescribed for him several times during his last sickness; that the immediate
cause of his death was disease of the lungs; and that I believe this disease
supervened upon and was associated with the chronie dinrrhea for which he
was pensioned, and that this latter disease was the remote cause of his death.
I further state that I have read the petition of Mrs. Langdon, and that I believe
reliance can be placed upon her statements.

“H. H. ATWATER.

* Personally appeared before me this 16th day of November, 1886, at Burling-
ton, Vt., Dr. H. H, Atwater, and made oath to the above affidavit by him sul

“J. M. RUSSELL,
** Justice of the Peace.”
In view of the statements contained in these aflidavits, the signers of which
are gentlemen well known to be of the very highest standing in their profession
and in the community where they and Dr. Langdon resided, your committee are
of the opinion that the prayer of the petitioner should be granted ; and there-
fore report the accompanying bill, and r d its p

To the Senale :

I return herewith without approval Senate bill No. 549, entitled ““An act grant-

i.n% a pension to Hannah R. Langdon.”

he husband of the L fieiary d in this bill entered the military service
of the United States as assistant surgeon in a Vermont ment on the Tth day-
of October, 1862, and less than six months thereafter tendered his resignation,
based upon & surgeon's certificate of disability on account of chronic hepatitis
(inflammation of the liver) and diarrhea.

On the 12th day of June, 1830, more than seventeen years after his discharge,
he filed a claim for pension, alleging chronic diarrnea and resulting piles. He
wiasallowed n pension in January, 1881, and died of consumption on the 24th
day of Septemsber in the same year.

Prior to the allowance of his claim for pension he wrote to the Bureau of
Pensions a full history of his disability as resulting from chroniec diarrhea and
piles, and in that letter he made the following statement: ** [ have had no other
disease, except last September (1880) I had pleurisy and congestion of my left
lung." From other sources the bureau derived the information that the de-
ceased had suffered an attack of pleuro-pneumonia on his left side, and that his
recovery had been i

In December, 18580, he was examined by two members of the board of surgeons
at Burlington, Vt., of which board he was also & member, and the following
facts were certified :

* For the past fifteen vears claimant has practiced his profession in this city,
and has, up to within a year or year and a half of this date, shown a vigor and
power of endurance quite equal to the labor im upon him by the popular
demand for his services. About a year ago he evinced symptoms of breaking
down, cough, emaciation, and deb A

These results, * k down, cough, emaciation, and debility,” are the
natural effects of such an attack as the d himself reported, though not
made by him the ground of a claim for pension, and it seems quite elear that
his death in September, 1881, must be chargeable to the same cause.

His widow, the beneficiary named in this bill, filed her claim for pension De-
cember 5, 1881, based upon the ground that her husband’s death from consump-
tion was due to the chronie diarrhea for which he was pensioned. Upon such
application the testimony of Dr. H, H. Atwater was filed, to the effect about
1879 he began to treat the deceased regularly for pleuro-pneumonia, followed
by abscesses and degeneration of lung tissue, which finally resulted in death;

dent applies to Congress for the additional testimony or petitious upon which |
it has acted. and your committee feel warranted in stating that no such appli-
cation has ever been made.

More than this: If it shall become established, in case of private right and leg-
islative relief therefor, that executive disapproval will aunul legislative action,
unless it expressiy app y d tary evid that the weight of Lesti-
mony sustains such action, the hitherto undoubted right of the legislative de-
partmentto act upon the knowledge of its members, or upon parol representa-
tions, or upon considerations of sound policy in individual cases, or upon mere
petition, will be annihilated in such instancea by an arbitrary and techuieal rule
of p iure adopted by the President. It can not be fully tended
by the most intrepid advoeate of the vast extension which the veto power has
received from the present Chiel Executive that any application of (I wer
which uces practical collision between the legislativeand executive depart-
ments by abrid the one by the mere will of Lhe other is anything less than
encroachment by SIG latter upon the former.

Such a consequence is conclusive that the power of disapproval by the Presi-
dent was never intended to apply to cases of this character, where the only
question is as to the weight of testimony. That Congress may err in its judg-
ment as to testimony does not affect the principle nor at all derange the con-
stitutional limitations upon the several departments of the Government,

The ease of the pauper widow and children of this soldier is in itself of no
great consequence to any persons excepting themselves, But their case as con-
nected with the rights of othersin like situation,and with the rights and duties
of the legislative and executive departments as to each other, is of the greatest

ublic concern ; and the more so because it is upon the rights of the weak and de-

enseless that usurpation always first lays its bands and is made strong by prec-
edent for attack upon interests of more general importance.

In addition to the records of the Burean of Pensions the commitiee had be-
fore them the following:

1. The affidavit of the clai t dated 17, 1887, stating. among other
numlf that “about three years prior to his (the husband’s) death he brought home
medicine given him by a regular physician; thatsaid Mertz told afliant it con-
tained morphine; that from that time on until his death he continued to take
similar me'Xicine. but &t no time, so far as afliant knows or believes, without
being both prescribed and prepared, or prescribed (and prepared by a regular
druggist) by a competent and regnlnrlyrnctlcinx physician."

2. A petition suigned by 53 citizens ot Mattoon, IlL, praying a pension to this
widow and her children. It is dated December 9, 1856, is addressed to General
John A. Logan, and tiled with the committee by Senator CULLOM.

This claim was rejected August 8, 1855, and the committee carefully considered
the following evidence filed in the Bureau of Pensions afterwards, namely, the
affidavit of P A. Kemper, the family physician of the deceased. It was sworn
to February 25, 1887, It states thataffiant * from June 1872 to 1883 was his family
physician; saw him often and was consulted by him from 1872 to June 1883, at
various times for chronic diarrhea and at times a severe pain inthe head; this
last was so severe at times that he became nearly crazy from it; that I prescribed
the usual remedies for his sickness, camphor, opium, bismuth, ete. ealways
desired morphine for his head troubles from me, saying that was what they
gave him in the Army for it, and that it gave him more ease than anything else.
I nearly always gave it to him, and often talked with him about taking it, and
about the dose.‘elc,; remember once showing him about the quantity to take

for n safe dose.’

Other evid not d | vy to be here set out, was also submitted
after the rejection of the claim, but was not d d by the Pension Bureansuf-
ficient to warrant reopening the case,

We append the act, the rrporl—,ha_md the Fe

of the act, the objections of the President to the

b T

and

(]

d the =
-y notwithstanding.

Mr. TURPIE, from the Commitiee on Pensions, submitted the following report,
o

and that these diseased conditions were complicated with digestive affecti s
such as diarrhea, cg‘s?epsln. and indigestion. Another affidavit of Dr. Atwater,
o

pany hill 8, 1237 :
The !L‘ommjtlee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8, 1237) granting

made in 1886, will und in the report upon this bill by the House C itt
on Invalid Pensions,

The claimant’s application for a pension was ted by the P Bureau
on the ground the cause her husband's death was not shown to have
been connected in any degree with the disease on account of which he was
pensioned, or with his military service.

I am entirely satisfied that this determination was correct,

I am constrained to disapprove the bill under consideration, because it is thus
far our settled and avow polioY to Frnnt pensions only to widows whose hus-
bands have died from causes related to military service, and because the pro-
posed legislation would in my oEI:ion result in a discrimination in favor of this
claimant unfair and unjust to thousands of poor widows who are equally en-
titled to our sympathy and benevolence,

GROVER CLEVELAND,

EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 16,1838,

[Fiftieth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, begun and
held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the 5th day of December, 1887.]

An act granting a pension to Hannah G. ILungdon.

Be il enacted by the Benate and House of Bepresentatives of the United Slates of
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Hannah
R. Langdon, widow of Henry H. Langdon, late an assistant surgeon in the Sev-
enth Regiment Vermont Volunteers in the war of the rebellion.

JOHN G. CARLISLE,

. INGALLS,
President of the Senale pro tempore.
I certify that this act originated in the Benate.
ANBON G. McCOOK, Secretary.

ANNEA MERTZ.

A critical re-examination of the records in the Pension Burean and also of the
additional evidence and the petition filed with the committee, upon all of which
their report was founded, fully justifies the conclusion therein stated.

Upon the face of the record in the Bureau of Pensions there is, in our opinion,
evidence amply sufficient to justify such conelusion. To this body of testimony
are to be added the proufs the petition which were laid beforethe committes,
and which, manifestly from the message, the President has never seen. The
claimant has thus suffered prejudice from the fact that the revising authority
considered only a part of the evidence. Ifsucha method of re-examination by the
Chief Executive is to obtain, the result will be that any new testimony and all
petitions laid before the committee are struck out of the upon the appeal
upon mere questions of fact, which is entertained for the first e in the his-

of the t by the Pr t upon bills of this character. The

over

fruits of the right to petition Congress are thus denied the citizen, and he is
Jjudged solely upon the representations which

he may have previously made to

oy to Anng Mertz, widow, and the minor cuildren of Charles A, Mertz,
have examined the same, and report:

The claimant is the widow of Charles A. Mertz, deceased, who was a captain
in Company K, of SBixty-second Regiment of Illinpis Volunteer Infantry, in the
war of the rebellion. The husband was mustered into the service as captain,
April 10, 1862, and resigned June 7, 15863, It:tfpears from eertificate of Dr. John
‘{ Cameron, surgeon of the regiment, dat Jackson. Tenn., 6th day of Janu-
ary, lssa} that he was suffering from disease in such manner as to requirea fur-
lough of thirty days, and furlough was recommended for that time. He re-
turned, however, to the regiment at Jackson, Tenn., but on the 17th ot May, 1863,
the surgeon of the regiment again certified that he was wholly unfit for duty,
and that there would be no probability of his recovery in less than six months,
if at all. Upon this he tendered his resignation and the same was nccepted.
He returned home but never r d. 1t appears from the testimony of his
comrades and neighoors on file that he was a sound, healthy man when he en-
tered the Army. Itis shown that he was attacked while in the service, from
the labor and exposure incilent thereto. with chronic intermittent fever, fol-
lowed by acute dysentery, which debilitated him to the extent that he was
wholly unfit for daty.

Upon his return home, as appears from the evidence of his neighbors, and Dr.
Keneper and others, he was continuously affected with chronie diarrhea, ca-
tarrh, andintense pains in the head. To ease his suffering he frequentiy took
landanum and morphine nnder the advice of physicians, g‘hi.s relief was, how-
ever, temﬂonry. He never applied for ’:ﬂpemion. although he constantly at-
tributed his complaints to his Army service. worked occasionally nt his
trade, but was subject at any time to attacks of very severe diarrhes, accompa-
nied with acute eatarrhal pains in the head and face. On the st of December,
1884, he died from the effects of an overdose of morphine taken to alleviate his
suffering. The evidence does not show that he had a Ermriplion from a phy-
gician upon the occasion of the fatal dose, It shows that he had, under medi-
cal advice several times given him, taken the same medicine, and was in the
habit of taking it when attacked by his disease. We think the death clearly
traceable to the disease as its primary canse.

The widow is very poor; has two children of this soldier, offspring of her
marriage with him, depending upon her support.

We recommend passage of the bill, amended by inserting *captain” in sev-
enth line, in place of * private,’’ which is a misdescription of the deceased.

To the Senale:

I return without approval Senate bill No. 1237, eptitled *An act granting o
pension to Auna Mertz."

The beneficiary named in this bill is the widow of Charles A. Mertz, who served
in the Army asn capd in from April, 1862, to June, 1863, when he resigned on
account of impaired health. It is stated in the committee's report that after his
relurn from the Army he worked occasionally at his trade, though subject to
aitacks of very severe diarrhea, accompanied with acute catarrhal pains inthe
head and face, which he constantly atl.ributeg to his Army service.

1t is alleged that he had several times takefi morphine under medical advice
toallay pain caused by these attacks, .
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He did not apply for n penuim
On the st day of December, 1834, more than twenty-one yaarn after his dis-
charge from the Army, he died ‘from an overdose of morphine self-administered,
“ for the purpose, it is clmmed of alleviating his suffering.
I do not think that in this case the death of the soldim‘ was so related to his
military service as Lo eatitle his widow to a pensmn
ROVER CLEVELAND.

ExecuTivE Maxs1ox, May 28, 1888,

[F:ﬂ:cth Congress of the United States of America. atthe first session, begun and
held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the 5th day of Deonmbar, 1887.]

An act granting a pension to Anna Mertz,

Be it enacled by the Senals and House of Representntives of the Uniled States of
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, suthorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subjeet to the pro-
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna Mertz, the widow,
and the minor children of Charles A, Mertz, late a captain of Company K, Sixty-

1 lllinois Volunteers,
JOHN G. CABLISLE.
Speaker of the House of ives.
JOHN J. INGALLS,
Pr t of the S pro e,

Iummu&mmiginaledmthe&mte.
ANBON G. McCOOK,

By CHAS, W. JOHNBON,
Chief Clerk.

BETSEY MANKSFIELD.

The papers in this case are voluminous and the testimony is in some particu-
lars contradictory.

The committee remain of the opinion that, upon a fair construetion, the pre-
ponderance is in favor of the claimant.

To a mind pre with reluctance fo allow any claim for a pensioun an-

!)roved beyond & doubt, and habituated to resolve all doubts against the
x!;l er or his child or widow, material for controversy upoen the facts exists in
case.

Your committee do not deem this to be the proper method of considering such
cases, and they therefore repeat their recommendation that the bill be passed,
the objections of the President to the commerdy notwithstanding.

The report, message, and bill are append

Mr. SAwWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following re-
port to accompany bill (8, 809):

The Commiites on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. BOQJ grantinga
pension to Betsey Mannsfield, have examined the same and report:

The claimant is Betsey Mannsfield, mother of Franklin Mannsfield, a private
il; (]onilpany I, Fifth Wisconsin l_nfantry, who died at Fairfax, Va., hov&mbl:r

. 1861,

F'rom the evidence it appears that the soldier was a mere youth at the time of
his enlistment; that he enlisted contrary to the father’s wishes: that hisdeath
affected his father very seriously, and that he beeame and remained dm:pmed
and reckless, It is also shown by the evidence that soon after his son's death
he was seriously injured by a fall; that his mind was affected, wholly unfitiing
him for business or manual labor,

The claim is rejected on the ground that he was l.lm owner of considerable
l.tnd1 which was purchased at an early period, but it does not appear that it

i]lmdl.leh?e. or lhnt much of it was improved. Immediately after his son’s
deal he sold & horse belong to the soldier, and which he had left at home,
The price obtained was $50,and the money was for their support. While
felling timber, prior to 1861, he was struck on the head, and in addition to his
other peculiarities he became deranged on the subject of religion and persisted
in exciting discussions, 1t is affirmed by reputable witnesses that the net in-
oom? in 1861, from his farm and shop did not exceed §150, and some years it
Was less,

Itis in evidence that prior to the son’s enlistment the father was subject to
temporary mental incapacity; that the elaimant has earned her own liviug by
toil and management. In 1583 their were reduced to 40 acres, mort-

d to aflisnt, O. D, Bishop, for $600, two cows, and a pig. The father, years

k, owned more land, but it had been sold from time to time to pay debisin-

curred iu a reckless way, and from which there was no escape. isno

evid that is of any value, and it is apparent that the mother

is very old, very needy; thatshe has bravely struggled to maintain herself, and
that it is time she had relief,

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

To the Senate:

I return herewith without apgmval Senate bill No. 809, entitled "An act grant-
ing o pension to Betsey Mannsfield.”

ﬁ.is proposed to grant a p to the b d in this bill as the
mother of Franklin J. Mannsfield, who enlisted as s private April 27, 1861, and
died in camp of disease on the 14th day of November in the same year, i

Py

mother filed an lication for pension in June, 1852,
The testimony filed in the Pension Bureau discl following facts:
Al the time of the death of the soldiarl.he family, beside himself, isted of

three persons—his father and th

and an ried sister, They owned
and resided upon a h stead in Wi

comprising 293 acres, 20 of whmh
The

sumed, a son would have furnished if his life had not been sacrificed in his_
country’s service.
But it seems to me the case presented here can not be reached by any theory
of pensions which has yet been sugypested.
GROVER CLEVELAND.

Exrcurive MAXsION, April 16, 1888,

[Fiftieth Congress of the United States of Ameriea, at the first seasion, begun and
held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the 5th day of December, 158§7.]

An act granting a pension to Betsey Mannsfield,

Be it enacted by the Senale and House of Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sabject Lo the pro-

visions and limitati of the | ion laws. the name of Betsey Manusfield,
mother of Franklin J. Mannsfield, late a private in Company [, of the Fl.l'l.h
Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers.

JOHN G. (‘:ABLISL‘E,

of the Howse of Represeri
Fresrs JOHn\I J. INGALLB
President of the Senate pro lempore,
I certify that this act originated in the Senate.
v ANSON G. McCOOK, Secrelary.

MARY SULLIVAN.

The fact that a special statute exists for this claimant’s relief makes the act
under consideration merely superfluous.

Bills ting ions to individuals are pr ted in great berato Con-
ETess. enrly I nf these are cases which have been adversely determined by
the B The y in eaeh of such cases is invariably

transmitted by tha.& to the ittee, by whom it is mrui’{ investi-

gated. The record is generally voluminous, It presents questions of law and
M which are not infrequently hard to solve. 1e duty of deciding these isas
clearly lesia.l.ative as the office of President has been said to be * essentially
executive.”

In undertaking to reconsider hundreds of such investigations, to review the
mass of testimony in each case, to detect into what errors of fact, if any, Con-
gress has fallen, the President, even when aided by the * examination and re-
port” or by *'the ohjmions to theu' approval'’ of the Pension Bureau, has be-
come involved in t ies from which injostice hnnrmltetl
He has approved many bills substantially identical with those with which this
reportisconcerned. By such contradictory action man clnimm’lt! have become
pensioners, while many others have been denied f by his adverse action
upon facts of substantial idem.illy :

Il.ﬁhu not been difficult to select the following examples of inconsistent Ex-
ecutive action

A brief statement of these cases and also the reports are appended herelo:

[Catherine Collma, dependént mother, Report No.306, Forty-ninth Congress,
first session.]

Claim rejected on ground that while death oceurred in service, it resulted from
being run over cars and was not incurred in line of duty. Became a law
without ap Received by the President April 27, 1

[Elise Burki, widow. Report No. 332, Forty-ninth Congress, first seasion.]

Soldier i hot wound in left leg. Widow's claim rejeeted on
ground Ms@ldier d:ed of cerebral meningitis, Approved May 22, 1856,
[Margaret Smith, widow. Report No.601, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ]

Soldier ioned for injuries to veins of right leg, incurred in marches in
Mexico. rved two years in rebellion, during which time he was dropped,
after which he was restored to and retained on rolis till death, which oceurred
from ** old age and disease of liver." Approved June 22, 1886,

[Maria Hollands, widow. Report No. 603, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ]

Soldier pensioned for wound in wrist. Died of neuralgia of heart. Rejected
for want of pathological connection. e & law without approval. Re-
ceived by the President April 27, 1886,

[Mary 8. Webster, dependent mother, Rﬂpo]rt No.725, Forty-ninth Congress,

Soldier lost arm in 1864; drew pension until enlistment in regular Army in
1867. In 1869, at Madison ‘Barracks, New York, he took an overdose of lauda-
num, from which he died. Claim of mother rejected on ground of suicide, Be-
came a law without approval. Received by the President April 27, 1886,

| Elizabeth B. Bell, widow. Report No. 757, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, ]

Soldier enlisted and served till close of war, when he was honorably dis-

. Received three gunshot wounds. one of which * struck the outer eor-

ner of the right eye, making an indentation in the skull, glancing around the

head and coming out aboutan inch baeck of the left ear.”” He shot himseif Janu-

ary 16, 1880, while suffering intense pain. Seldier never pensioned. Approved
June 1, 1588,

[Eugenia A. Smalley, widow. I'\”.i.‘.,ﬁ;(:r:i Noi 763, Forty-ninth Congress, first ses-

on.

Soldier received a gunshot wound lahmuxh left arm above elbow into chest,

fracturing two ribs. Died Fnbmry , 1880, by falling from an elevator on

which he was working. Widow's claim " on ground that death was not

were cleared, the balance being in timber, all unincumbered.
valuation was §1.170; the real value being considerably more. The father was
a farmer and hiaclumiu: healthy and able bodied, and furnishing a comforia-
bla support but uhorlly after the soldier's death he to drink and his

ealth began to fail. Upon the marri: of the daughter he deeded her 50 acrea
ui’ the land. He beeame indebted, and from time to time sold portions of his
homestead to ?aér debts; but in 1882, at the time the mother's application for

nsion was filed, there etill remained 110 acres of land, valued at about $3,300,

ﬁacm of which was mortgaged in 1580 for $600. Since 1879 the farm had been
rented, except 8 or 10 acres reserved for a residence for the family. They owned
two cows, and the rent avers; about $125 & year.

This was the condition of afliira as late as 15886, when the claim of the mother
for a pension was, after investigation, rejected by the I Bureau, and it is
gupposed to be substantially the same now, -

t also appears that a son, born since thesoldier’s death, and upwards of eight-
een years of age, resides with his parents and furnishes l.hem some assistance.

The claimant certainly was not dependent in the least degree upon the sol-
dier at the time of his death, and ahe did not file her claim for pension until
nearly twenty-one years th

Though the lack of dependence nt the date of the soldier’s death is suflicient
to defeat n parent’s claim for pension under our laws, I believe that in proper
oases a relaxation of rules and a charitable liberality should be shown to parents

old and in absolute need, through default of the help w it may be pre-

atir le to military service. Approved July 3, 1856,

[Bridget Sherlock, dependent mother, !g.epn]n No. 764, Forty-ninth Congress, first
sesgion.

Soldier was discharged on certificate of disability as result of severe injury
received during siege of Corinth, resulting in scrotal hernia and numbness in
lower extremities. He did not nppl{ for pension. While in employ of railroad
company he fell under the wheels of a train and was injured sot his left foot
was am‘? Erysipelaz of the blood set in and died as a result. Ap-
proved July 2, 1886.

| Catherine Johnson, widow. Report i'No.] 857, Forty-ninth Congress, first ses-
sion
So‘ldier reported on roll of
2, 1562. Widow’s claim rejected on ground
service. Approved June 24, 1856,

y as having drowned himself July
that death was not due to military

[Forty-ninth Gongrm.ﬂrstmsion. Report No. 306, to accompany bill H. R. 613.]

The C. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 613) for the
relief of Cmtheriue Cul.line. lnwe examined the same, and report:

The are set forth in the annexed report of the Commiitee on Invalid
Pensions of the House of Representatives (House Report No. 69) during the

™ :
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present i Upon a ful consideration of them your committee recom-
mend the passage of the bill. »

Mrs. Catherine Collins, dependent mother of John Collins, deceased, filed her
application for pension June 7, 1880, which was ‘' rejected on the ground that
the death cause, namely, injury from being run over by the cars, was not in-
curred in line of dnz;"

The proof shows that John Collins enlisted in Cﬂmp&nzrﬂ. Twenty-sixth Towa
Volunteers, August 9, ; waas seriously wounded at Arkansas Post, J&nuﬁ
11, 1863, in consequence of which he was honorably discharged May 80, 1
He was placed on the sion-roll December 18, 1863; rate, 88 per month ; disa-
bility, total—Dr, A. H. Ames, examining surgeon, making the following cer-

cate:
“This applicant was wounded in the left shoulder, the ball entering above the
acromion p of the pula, ing downwards and inwards along the
spine of the shoulder-blade, emerging near the spine. The wound has always
been open at its exit. Great pain existed along the course of the ball, and
NOW A gtula extends from the point of exit into the substance of the lungs. His
Jungs are much di d in q and he n]]:pumntly. from the coughing,
the pain, and the emaciation consequent upon the suppuration of his wound,
will not live long.”

On September 8, 1864, he enlisted in the Fourth Independent Company, Vet-
eran Reserve Corps, and, as shown by the records in the War Department, *' died
February 23, 1866, at Camp Butler, Illinois; run over by cars.”

Amasa M. Gregory, agent of the Wabash, St. Louis and Pacific Railway,
swears to the following as a correct transcript of accident report made by con-
ductor, February 26, 1866 :

“My train, No. 8, of February 21,1866, leaving Springficld at 5.30 p. m., arrived
at — hours — minutes late, delayed from causes as follows :

“When about 2 miles east from Springfield, ran over a man, severing the left
Jeg at the knee. When first seen he was lying on the track, and so covered
with mud that the engineer failed to see him until we came so close on him it
was lmpossible to stop. I asked him his name and place of residence; said he
belonged to the Invalid Corps, and his name was John Collins. Wasnotinjured

in any other place, as I could see. W L S e

[Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Report No. 332, to accompany bill S, 843.]

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 843) granting
o pension to Elise Burki, have examined the same, and report:

Te claimant is the widow of Christian Johann Burki, late captain Company
E, Fifteenth Missouri Volunteers, She made aﬂpliwﬁon at the Pension Office,
but the claim was rejected on the ground that the disease of which the soldier
died, cerebral meningitis, was not due to his military service,

It appears that the soldier was i 1fora t wound in the left 1
at $8.50 per month ; that he returned to his native country, Switzerland, m:g
died there, April 13, 1873. The widow afterward came to this country, and is
now a resident of Washington, D. C. She has ecalled upon members of your
committee and made personal statements of her condition, She is in abject
poverty, with several small children solely dependent upon her for support.,
comrade writes as follows in support of her claim:

“ T was well uain| with gaid Captain Burki. The last time I saw him
was in Berne, Bwitzerland. He was then uomfla.i.nlng about his wound, and
eaid to me, ‘Dear nd, this ball in my leg will make me die, sooner or later,’
and so it came. He was a good, courageous soldier, and warm patriot for the
American Union, a good husband and father. The poor wife and children are
utterly in poverty and distress, without work or hope to get some. Shall the
wife and children of a glorious defender of our Union be left in such a preca-
rious position?"

The committee answer that by recommending the passage of this bill, believ-
ing that, although the evidence of the cause of death is not technical, still it is
mﬁarmtory to a reasonable mind, and that the pension should be granted.

[Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Report No. 601, to accompany bill S, 1467.]

The C ittee on P , to whom was referred the bill (8, 1467) granting
o pension to Mrs. Margaret Smith, have examined the same, and report:

'hat the claimant is the widow of Sergt. Joseph Smith, late of Company H,
Fourth United States Infantry ; Company H, Sixth United States Infantry, and
Cofapany B, Tenth Regiment Kansas Volunteers. She madeapplication to the
Commissioner of Pensions, but the claim was rejected on the ground *‘that the
somer‘g,desth was not a result of any disease contracted in the United States
service.'

SBergeant Smith was ioned October 9, 1850, for injuries of veins of right
leg, from long and continuous marches during the war with Mexico. During
the rebellion he served from July 26, 1861, to August 8, 1863, when he was dis-

for disability. Was restored to the pension-rolls February 18, 1867, to
date from his discharﬁefmm the volunteer service August 9, 1863, and was a pen-
sioner at date of his death, which ocenrred August 10, 1851, the cause of death
being stated as *'old age and chronie disease of liver.”

Joseph Smith served in the armies of the United States, volunteer and regular,
a iod of thirty-two years. He participated in the Florida war, the war with
L&::Ico. and in the war of the rebellion. During his last illness, covering a
period of two years and eleven months, he was confined to his bed, and at times
not able to move without assistance. The claimant attended him constantly,
and as a result is completely broken in health, a, ,and unable to carna living,
Her home had to be sold at t loss to enable her to purchase food, medicine,
and medical attendance for the soldier.

A number of leading citizens of the city of Leavenworth certify to the respect-
ability of the elaimant, and ition Congress to grant her a pension, believing
that Jm goldier’'s death was indirectly caused by his long and faithful servicein

d the p of the

the armies of the United States,
Your committee, being of the same opinion, reecc

[Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Report No. 603, to accompany bill 8. 1586.]

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1586) granting
@ pension to Marian Hollands, have examined the same and report:
oshua Hollands, the husband of the petitioner, was, at the time of his death,
receiving a pension of §8 a month for a wound in the wrist received while on
= delmheg duty. By the widqgw it is claimed that this injury wasthe canse of his
death, and in proof she furnishes the affidavit of H. E. Desmond, of Atchison
County, Kansas, who testifies that he treated the husband of the applicant con-
unuounﬁy for five years previous to his death—

“ For nervous prostration, palpitation of the heart, and severe, acute pain in
his wounded hand; the effect of which upon hisnervoussystem, through grief,
anxiety, and fear, and the funectional disturbance of the heart, producing neu-
ralgia of the heart, which was the cause of the soldier's death. The patient be-
ing compelled to labor for his support and that of his family, the exertion on his
part a tendency to produce uent attacks, from one of which he died

August 13,1884,

The medical reviewer of the Pension Office briefly expresses the opinion that
there is no connection between the wound and the heart affection.

_The difference in the two reports iz that the first is careful, candid, and spe-
cifle,while the second is simply a negative statement.

In the opinion of your committee it is reasonalbile to infer that the intense suf-
fering of the man by reason of his wound, aggravated by the necessity for usin
‘i; in daily toil, may have produced effects which ultimately resulted in hg
e

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

[Forty-ninth Congress, first session, 4%;?“ No. 725, to accompany bill H, R,

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. B. 4960) grant-
ing a pension to 8. Webster, have examined the same and report:

Your committee adopt the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the
House of Representatives (House Report No. 773), hereto appended, and recom-
mend that the bill do pass.

The bill was favorably reported to the Forty-fifth Congress by the Commitlee
on Invalid Pensions, After a reinvestigation of the case, your committee de-
cide to adopt that report as its own, which is as follows:

“That the said Charles T. Webster enlisted into the mili service of the
United States in June, 1861. At the battle of Spottsylvania Court-House, in
1864, he lost an arm. For this wound he wasd and granted a pension,
which he continued to draw until he enlisted into the B.eﬁular Army, in the
Forty-second Regiment United States Army, on the 14th of June, 1867,

“The evidence shows that the claimant was poor, and depended upon the
soldier for support.

“After the amputation of his arm he suffered great pain at times, for the re-
lief of which he was t d to take opiat

*On _the 9th of January, 1869, his command was stationed at Madison Bar-
racks, New York. On that day 'he, while suffering the most intense n from
his wound, took a large dose of laudanum, from the effects of which he died.

**The Pension Bureau rejected the claim of his mother for a pension on the
ground that the soldier committed suicide, - £

that it is his opinion that death re-

*The Surgeon-G al says, in sut ]
sulted from his wound which he received in the service and in the line of his
duty. He also says that it is well known that in very many cases mutilations
received during the war have led to the habitual use of opiates, and death from
an overdose taken to reli pain juent upon wounds is held as an acci-
dental consequence of such wound,

“The committee are fully satisfied from the evidence that the death of the
soldier was not sunicidal, and therefore r 1end the ge of the bill with
amendments, as follows : Strike out, in the fourth line of the bill, all after the
word * 1pemsi::.m-m’ll’ to the word ‘subject,” in the fifth line; also, all after the
word ‘infantry,’ in the ninth line of the bill."’

[Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Report No.757, to accompany bill H.R.5655 ]

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IL R. 5655) grant-
ing a pension to Elizabeth B. Bell, have examined the same and report :

%ha& after careful examination they have adopted the report of the House
c?nﬁmgiti]“ on Invalid Pensions, hereto annexed, and r d the p P
of the .

That Elizabeth B, Bell is the widow of V. Bradford Bell, Iate lieuntenant Com-
pany K, Nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, who enlisted in 1861, first
call for three-months men, and re-enlisted and served till the close of the war,
a period of service extending over five years, and was honorably discharged.
He died January 16, 1880, in the city of Detroit, by shooling himself in the
hend while temporarily insane. His widow now appeals to Congress for relief,
for the reason that owing to the manner of her husband’s death it can only be
granted by special act. e sets forth in her petition that while serving as lieu-
tenant her husband received three gunshot wounds, one ih the left foot, one in
his right leg, and a third in the head, this latter the most serious, and from the
effects of which she attributes his aberration of mind and consequent death,

This wound was received at the battle of Stone River December 81, 1862, the
bulletstriking him at the outer corner of the right eye, making an indentation in
the skull, glancing around the head, and coming out about an inch back of the
left ear, This wound partially obscured the vision of the right eye and seri-
ously affected his brain, especially hrlnginﬁ on at times the most intense pains
in the head, with aberration of mind and deep melancholy with suicidal ten-
dencies, hile in one of these iods of intense pain, from which he could
get no relief, he put an end to his sufferings, as stated above,

Maj. James V. Guthrie testifies:

“I was major of the Nineteenth Illinois Infantry, and was with my regiment
at the battle of Stone River, December 31, 1862, Vincent B, Bell was second
lientenant Company K, and com led in the action. Lieuten-
ant Bell received a severe wound in the head and feil insensible. He was hit
over the eye, the bullet passing around under the skin, coming out at the back
of the neck. I saw him hit, and su})posed him instantly killed. We lost the
g?:iﬁon, and Lieutenant Bell was left as killed in the hands of the enemy.

is was about noon. Toward evening he was found by a Confederate officer
and taken to a log hut, with other wounded officers, his parcle demanded,
which others gave, but which he refused, saying he would not give his parole
on the field. That night he came into our lines and was brought to his regi-
ment and ordered to hospital. Lieutenant Bell was one of the bravest men I
ever knew, and a very capable and efficient officer. Several times he was no-
ticed for his cour and judgment.”
R. G. Bogue, M. D., testifies:

“ He was a surgeon of Nineteenth Tllinois Volunteers; knew Lieutenant Bell
to have been a well man while in the ent up to the time of the baitle of
‘Murfreeshorough or Stone River, at which time he received a gunshot wound of
the head, in one temple; he does not remember which. He apparently recoy-
ered from said wound, as he served with afterwards.”

Sarah B, Cushing testifies as follows :

“ I am the sister of Licut. V. Bradford Bell, and wasin Nashville, Tenn., when
he was brought in from the battle-field of Stone River wounded in the head,
from which fknow he always suffered, and I believe caused his death.”

From an article published in Every ﬁatutdsy, January 24, 1880, we make the
following extract:

“Lieutenant Bell won high fame as a fighter. He refused higher rank, even
a coloneley, in other regiments, preferring to remain with the men with whom
he had gone out,and many of whom he had induced to enlist. On one ocea-
sion, in October, 1862, while serving in Tennessee with a handful of 35 men, he
defended a e protecting a railroad bridge against a whole regiment of
rebel eavalry under command of Colonel Bickwell. In answer to asummons
to surrender Lieutenant Bell said his duty and intention were to defend the
stockade, and he kept his word. His gallantry on this occasion was rewarded
by mentionin general orders, and the New York press declared his bravery en-
H{Iud him to promotion toabrigadier-generalship, Severely wounded at Stone
River and Murfreeshorough, he was once left for dead upon the field,"’
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Mr. Bell was a man of fine character, greatability, and correcthabits, Hehad
a bright and active mind, and was always able to o d it
rt his wife and child in comfort, for which rea-

and salary with which to sup
son he made no application for pension. His widow further sets forth in her
petition that Dr. 8, 8. Brown, of Delroit, Mich., was their fmnﬂfphysio‘hn.gho

Invalid Pensions, House of Representatives, hereto annexed,and recommend
the passage of the bill

The claimant is the widow of Zachariah Johnson, who enlisted in Company
O, Sixtieth Roﬂmenl ll.ndiam. Volunteers, at Evansville, Ind., December 3, 1861.

attended her husband during the periods of insanity t next p
his d. . Dr. Brown died at Detroit about the year 1852, so that she is unable
to get further mediecal testimony. She further states that she is now poor; is

of no property whatever; is dependent upon her own efforts for sup-
port of herself and child, a daughter aged fourteen years. It would seem to
your committee that in this ease of Lieutenant Bell there is an utter lack of any
assignable canse other than this wound why he should be subject to these con-
stantly recurring periods of intense pain in the head and resulting melancholy.
His health was good before enlisting; hishabits good after discharge; hishome
lmspy; his oceupation pleasant and profitable; his relations, publie, private,
and social, satisfactory.  Judged by all these his life was worth the living. Itis,
therefore, not unreasonable to suppose that so severe a wound in such a place
may have wrecked his life. In consideration of the loss to his wife of so gallant
a husband, we recommend that the bill do pass,

[Report No. 763, to accompany bill H. R, 1252.]

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1252) grant-
ing a pension to Engenia A. Smalley, have examined Lhe same, and report that
after careful examinatian they have adopted the report of the Committee on
Invalid Pensions, House of Representatives, hereto ed, and r d
the passage of the bill. 7

The applicant, Eogenia A. Smalley, is the widow of Robert Smalley, late a
private of Company A, SBecond Hegiment Minnesota Volunteers, who enlisted
on the 26th da; ufjvune, 1861, and was discharged June 26, 1864.

Soldier received a gunshot wound, ing through the left arm above the
elbow into the chest, I;rﬂc‘h.rrinja,' two ribs, at the battle of Chickamaugsa, Ga., on
the 20th of September, 1863, and was rated by the Pension Office as totally disa-
bled from manual labor, and pensioned accordingly, which pension he received
n;ivlta the date of his death, February 21, 1880, caused by a fall from an elevator,
where he was engaged at work.

Widow's claim for a pension was rejected on the ground that the cause of sol-
dier's death was the result of a fall from an elevator, on which he was working
at the time, and is not attributable to his military service.

Edward Goodboo testifies under onath that he was present at soldier's death,
which took place at Rothsay, Wilkin County, Minnesota, Febru 21, 1880, and
that it is his belief that the accident would not have occurred he not been
suffering from the effects of his wounds, which were in his arms and lungs, and
which caused soldier great pain, causing him to complain greatly, and he be-
lieves that the pain from the wounds caused him to be crazy attimes, and thinks
that his fall must have been the result of one of these crazy spells getting the
best of him, so astolose all control of himself. He further statesthat the wound
in his arm was at the time of soldier’sdeath a running sore, and that soldier died
in about one minute after he struck the ground.

Frank G. Wﬂlsei. in his testimony, corroborates the former witness, and adds
that he was surp that said Smalley was able to do any work, he being so
badly wounded, and he verily believes that soldier’s wounds were the cause of
his fall, as it would be im ible for & man shot as he was to have complete
use of his arms and shoulder. Soldier did not have full use of his arms on ac-
count of said wounds.

Tho:idow is quite poor, with two small children dependent upon her for
su v

our committee are of the opinion that while soldier did not die direetly from
the wounds received in battle, they are, however, satisfied that said wo ds
contributed greatly to the fall which caused his death, and therefore re
mend that the bill do pass,

[Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Report No. 764, to accompany bill H. R. 556.]

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.556) grant-
ing a pension to Bridget Sherlock, have examined the same, and report that
after careful examination they have adopted the report of the Committee on
I?gligiﬁ‘emions, House report hereto d, and reco d the p
of the bill.

Stephen Sherlock enlisted as a private soldier in Company F, Fifteenth Indi-
ana Volunteers, on the 14th day of June, 1861, and served as such until the 23d
day of November, 1862, when he was hnnorabiydisehnrgetl by the order of Gen-
eral Rosecrans upon a certificate of disability given to him as the resnlt of a se-
vere injury received during the siege of Corinth, ** resulting in_scrotal hernia,
and numbness and difficulty in using the lower extremities.  His case is one of
very bad serotal hernia, caused by a fall over a log, May 10, 1562, in front of
Coﬁnth. while carrying a heavy load of rails upon his shoulder for the Purpmc
of building a road over which to pass the artillery and wagons during that
memorable giege.”

The above is the language of the certificate. He was the son of Patrick and
Bridget Sherlock, who were at the time of his enlistment quite old and feeble,
and depended largely upon said Stephen for a support. After his discharge he
returned to the home of his parents, at Bedford, Ind., and within a few months
took employment on the Louisville, New Albany and Chicago Railroad as the
conductor of a freight train. It is clearly shown by the testimony of the family
physician that his disability continued until his death, and that it had a

r?a;;hed acondition of pamﬂrﬂinlhnt would probably have rendered him tomlf;

elpless,

While in the employ of the railroad company, as aforesaid, in leaving the
train, and use of his disability contracted in the Army, he fell under the
wheels of the train and was so injured that his left foot was amputated. By
reason of the weak and enfeebled condition of his blood erysipelas resulted, and
he died of that disease.

Because he did not die of the injury which he received in the Army hismother's
claim for pension wasrejected. His fatheris dead, and his mother is now nearly
eighty years of age and has no property. The evid of her dependence at
the time of his death is clear and convincing.

This commiitee think that, under all the circumstances, she should be -
sioned. If the son had not met his death he would have been pensioned long

ugcn the record made by the Government as to his injury in the service.
;ﬁ:dj not get any pension ; mother should, and the committee therefore
recommend the passage of the accompanying bill,

[Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Raﬁnrt No. 857, to accompany bill H. R,

The Committee on Pensions. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3906) grant-
ing a pension to Catherine Johnson, ha xamined the same, and report that
after careful examinati

Te e
ion they have adopted the t of the C itt

on

The Adjutant. rta that upon special muster-roll of August 18, 1862,

the soldier is reported as having drowned himself in Green River, Kentucky,

.Tu'll{ 2,1862, while insane. :

e widow's claim, filed June 6, 1863, has been rejected by the Pension Office

on the ﬁunﬂ that the evidence fails to show that the soldier’s death is charge-
in

able to military service.
Captain Nash, of the company, testifies that in April, 1862, the soldier was

pan;

ted a sick furlough to return to his home in Posey County, Indiana, and
mwhila returning to hiscommand from said furlough was drowned in Green
River, Kentucky; remembers distincily the granting of this furlough, and
knows it was in April, 1862, but ean not now fix definitely the date of the
month. He further states that on several occasions during the latter part of
his service in the company soldier exhibited signs of insanity, and had on one
occasion attempted to take his life by cutting his throat, and believes that he
drowned himself in a fit of delirium. X

William Ouman testifies that he was with the soldier on his return to the regi-
ment, and that on July 2, 1862, near Ashbysburgh, Ky., on Green River, Ken-
tucky, the latter was ordered by the affiant, acting as sergeant, in command of
the squad, down said river in a skiff to ascertain the location of certain of the
enemy’s forces reported in that vicinity. The skiff was afterwards found con-
taining the soldier’s blouse, but soldier did not turn up, and it was the general
belief that he was then and theredrowned. Being compelled to move on next
morning, no search was made for the body. Affiant also corroborates the state-
ment of Captain Nash as to Johnson’s mental condition a short time previous to
the s'u]ilposed drawning. <

Col. Richard Owen and twelve other officers and enlisted men of the soldier's
command testify that they were well acquainted with him prior to his enlist-
ment; that he was a good citizen, and a good and faithful soldier while with
his command, and of amiable disposition, strongly attached to his family and
home; that they have every reason to believe that he was drowned while in &
boat on Green River, Kentucky, in July, 1862, and that had he been alive sub-
sequent to that date he would have returned to his famllr.

Sixty-five other citizens of Posey County, Indiana, testify to the high charae-_
ter of the soldier and of his widow, and asked that a pension be granted to her,
she being old and in need of assistance from the Government,

Your commiitee have given the evidence above referred to careful considera-
tion, and have become fullg.oconvinced that the soldier came to his death while
returning to his command from sick leave, and while actually obeying the order
of his superior officer. Whether the drownin

was accidental or of his own act
must necessarily remain in doubt, although the evidence points toward the lat-
ter.

The claimant is evidently worthy of the relief asked for, and having lost the
support of a kind and affectionate husband while in the service of his country,
your committee believe that she is entitled to the benefit of whatever doubts
&-:nm]sb in the case, and therefore report favorably on the bill and ask thatis

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr, ALLISON. I report from the Committee on Appropriations
with amendments the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for
other pu As it is important that this bill should pass finall
before the 1st of July, I shall ask the Senator from Maine [Mr. FrRYE],
about 4 o’clock to-day, to give way that I may endeavor to secure its
passage this afternoon. In the mean time it will be printed with the
amendments.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bill will be placed
on the Calendar. .

THE FISHERIES TREATY.

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like, in connection with the request of the
Senator from Towa, as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] are both present, to ask an indication
of the desire of the Senate as to the time of proceeding with the fish-
eries treaty. I have the floor on that question and propose to address
the Senate when it is taken up. I do not wish to interfere with other
public business or with the desire of other Senators, but I should like
veg well to know the purpose of the Senate. I am prepared to pro-
ceed this morning, but if I should do so it wounld displace the river
and harbor bill and would interfere with the request of the Senator
from Iowa.

Mr. SHERMAN. What time wonld best suit the Senator’s con-
venience?

Mr. HOAR. Any time that will be convenient to the Senate.

Mr. SHERMAN. Sappose we put it off until next Monday ?

Mr. HOAR. That would be entirely satisfactory to me. -

Mr. ALLISON. I think, if the Senator from Massachusetts desires
to proceed uninterruptedly, it would be better to postpone until Mon-
day the subject on which he wishes to speak, because during the re-
mainder of this week there will undoubtedly be intervals of conference
reports, appropriations bills, and so on.

Mr. HOAR. Suppose theriver and harbor bill should not be finished
by next Monday, would it be convenient to the Senator from Maine to
have me proceed then ?

Mr. FRYE. I shall be obliged to ask the Senate to proceed with the
river and harbor bill to its completion this week at any rate, as I have
an imperative engagement that will take me away nearly all of next
week,

Mr. HOAR. Then, if it will be agreeable to the Senate, I will ask
that the fisheries treaty be set down for consideration next Monday at
the conclusion of the routine morning business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The resolutions offered by the Sena-
tor from Alabama [Mr." MorGAN] and the treaty having been assigned
for Monday last, were informally laid aside to wait the convenience of
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the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. He now asks unani-
mous consent that the consideration may be resumed on Monday next
at 2 o’clock. Is there objection?

Mr. HOAR. The suggestion was that it be resumed at the conclu-
sion of the routine business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
business on Monday next.

Mr. MORGAN. That would place the consideration of the treaty
ahead of my resolutions, and I can not consent to that.

Mr, SHERMAN. No, put them both together.

Mr. HOAR. Both together.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The agreement was that the preced-
enee in point of time of the assignment should continue undisturbed.

Mr. MORGAN. The resclutions coming up at the conclusion of the
routine business of the morning hour would naturally have precedence
over the treaty for consideration.

Mr. SHERMAN. Both will be considered together and both will be
disposed 'of together. I do not think the Senator need be technical
about it.

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to disturb any desire of the Senator from
Alabama. Of course it makes no difference which I shall speak on.

Mr. MORGAN. Well let them stand.

Mr. HOAR. Let them stand together as they do now.

Mr. MORGAN. Just as they now stand until next Monday.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The understanding, then, is, by
unanimons consent, that the consideration of the resolutions of the
Senator from Alabama and the fisheries treaty will be resumed at the
conclusion of the routine morning business on Monday. Reports of
committees are still in order.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. HAWLEY. I report, by instruction of the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs, an amendment intended to be proposed to the Army ap-
propriation bill. I understand that the bill has been reported this
mormn

The PRIJSIDE\TT pro tempore. The Army appropriation bill was
reported this morning, and the Senator from Iowa gave notice that he
'wou]d call it up for consideration at 4 o’clock to-day.

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the proposed amendment be referred to the
Committee on Appropriations without printing.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made,

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap-
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions, and ordered to be printed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3237) making an appropria-
tion for the establishment of a light-ship, to be provided with fog-signal
apparatus, outside of the bar of the Columbia River on the Pacific
coast; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit-
tee on Comumerce.

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (8. 3238) granting a pension to Sarah
Vantine; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

At the conclusion of the routine

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS.

Mr. FAULKNER and Mr. GORMAN submitted amendments in-
tended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the bill (H. R. 2052)
for the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and
used by the United States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims,
under the provisions of the act of Mareh 3, 1885, known as the Bow-
man act; which were referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered
to be pnuted.

Mr. DOLPH and Mr. PADDOCK submitted amendments intended
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry eivil appropriation
bill; whu:.h were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or-
dered to be printed.

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

Mr. DOLPH and Mr. MITCHELL submitted amendments intended
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry eivil appropriation
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Gmnnda. and ordered to be printed.

Mr. COLQUITT and Mr. GORM AN submitted amendments intended
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry civil appropriation
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or-
dered to be printed.

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on the Improvement of the
Mississippi River, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the House had elected Hon. JAMES H. BLOUNT,

a Representative from the State of Georgia, as Speaker pro tempore dar-
ing the temporary absence of the Speaker.

The message also announced that the Honse had receded from its
amendments numbered 2 to the following bills:

A bill (8. 1524) to authorize the construciion of a bridge over the
Tennessee River between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala.; and

A bill (8. 1526) to aunthorize the construction of a bridge over the
Caney, Fork River, between Rock Island and Carthage, in Tennessce.

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (H.
R. 7901) to secure to actual settlers the public lands adapted to agri-
culture, to protect the forests on the public domain, and for other pur-
poses; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The message further announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions;
and they were therenpon signed by the President pro tempore:

A bill (8. 23) to anthorize Dalles City to construct a bridge across
the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon and Territory of Washing-

ton;

A Dbill (8. 802) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Wilcox,
now Roberts;

A bill (S. 808) granting a pension to Julius C. Monson;

A bill (8. 1004) granting a pension to Ann Verneuil;

A bill (8. 1192) granting a pension to Judson nght

A hill 1183) granting a pension to John R. Wheelock

A bill 58 1484) to fix the status in the Navy of certain cadet engi-
neers;

A bill (S. 1525) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the
Cumberland River, between Burnside, Ky., and Carthage, in Tennes-
see, or the sonth fork of said river, between Burnside and Tateville,

Ky.

JA’bill (8. 1627) granting & pension to Philomelia L. Dartt;

A bill (8. 1844) granting an increase of pension to Ann Atkinson;

A bill (8. 1851) providing for an international marine conference to
secure greater safety for life and property at sea;

A bill (8. 1906) granting a pension to Matilda Blenmner;

A bill (8. 1997) granting a pension to Peter Thompson;

A bill (8. 2100) granting a pension to Charles Tidmarsh;

A bill (8. 2151) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia Hillyer;

A bill (8. 2168) granting a pension to Francis Marion Walker;

A bill (8. 2183) granting a pension to Rachel Plummer;

A Dbill (8. 2255) granting a pension to Amanda W. Beach;

A bill (8. 2331) granting a pension to Mary J, MeGmaor

A bill (8. 2601) authorizing the construction of railroad bridges
across the Snake River and across the Clearwater River by the Oregon
Railway and Navigation Company;

A bill (H. R. 475) to place the name of Rev. Stephen M. Collis on
the muster-roll of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chaplain thereof;

A bill (H. R. 860) for the relief of Alfred Head;

A bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of the heirs of Christopher Cott;

A bill (H. R. 1361) to incorporate the Reform School for Girls of the
District of Columbia;

A bill (H. R. 1451) for the completion of a public building at Wich-
ita, Kansas;

A bill (H. R. 1514) relating to the record of wills in the District of
Columbia;

A bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to Martha F. Woodrum, widow
of James Woodrum, deceased;

A bill (H. R. 3290) to amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes re-
lating to the District of Columbia;

A bill (H. R. 3339) granting a pension to Mrs, Hettie K. Painter;

Joint resolution (H. Res. 178) granting leave of ahsence to certain
per=ons employed in the service of the United States; and

Joint resolution (S. R. 26) to arbitrate and settle the questions at
issue between the District of Columbia and Samuel Strong.

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no furthermorning busi-
ness, that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in
order.

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the eonsideration of
what is known as the river and harbor bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that
the Senate resnme the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9859) making
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be
stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, after line 834, the Committee on
Commerce report to insert:

Improving Yadkin River, North Carolina, §19,000.

The PRESIDENT pro The yeas and nays having been or-
dered on agreeing to the amendment, the roll-call will proceed.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.
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Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Michigan [Mr. SToCKBRIDGE]. If he were present, I
should vote * yea.”

Mr. GRAY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired generally with
the Senator from Illineis [Mr. CuLLo], but I understood yesterday
from the chairman of the Committee on Commexce that the Senator
from Illinois, who is a member of that committee, would vote ‘‘ yea '’
on this amendment. I therefore vote ‘* yea.'?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware will be
recorded in the affitmative.

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], and therefore shall not vote.

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name wascalled). I understand that
the Senator from Kentueky [ Mr. BLACKBURN ], with whom I am paired,
would vote ‘“yea * on this proposition. I therefore vote ‘ yea.”

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I was paired with the
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] the last time he was here, and I
suppose he may consider that I am so paired now. I therefore with-
hold my vote.

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen-
ator from Illinois [ Mr. FARWELL].

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER].

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. BERRY. I am assured by friends that the Senator from Mich-
igan [Mr. STocKBRIDGE] would vote “*yea ?’ if he were here. I there-
fore vote ‘‘yea.”’

The result was announced—jyeas 37, nays 8; as follows:

YEAS—37T. g
Beck, Evarts, Ingalls, Saulsbury,
Berry, Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer,
Blair, Frye, Kenna, Ste
Bowen, Gibson, Manderson, Teller,
gmrrn. g:-rman, %ituholl, %‘u
utler, S Orygan, anoe,
Call, Hale, Paddoclk, Vest.
Chace, Hampton, Payne,
Coke, Hawley, Pugh,
Dolph, Hoar, Ransom,
NAYS—S.

Allison, Chandler, Edmunds, Platt,
Bate, Da George,

ABSENT—3L
Aldrich, Dawes, Morrill Spooner,
g}nckhurn. Eustis, a'r: Btm{ord‘.

udgett, Farwell Stockbridge,

Cameron, Harris, ’ Plum! Voorhees,
Cockrell, Hearst, Qus‘ﬁ. Wal
Colquitt, Hiscoclk, Riddleberger, Wilson of Towa,
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, Wilson of Md
Daniel, McPherson, Sherman,

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. RANSOM. Idesigued tosubmita statement in reference to the
amendment just passed, but the commencement of the roll-call anti-
cipated me. I begleave to have putin the RECORD the local engineer’s
report on this improvement and the recommendation and estimates of
the Chief Engineer of the United States, as taken from the report of the
Secretary of War for 1887. I will also put in the RECORD the prelim-
inary survey of the Yadkin River *‘ from the South Carolina line to the
Narrows,’’ made by the local engineer upon a part of the river entirely
distinet and separate from that part which is nnder improvement, so
that there may be no confusion in reference to the two subjects, and
that the impression prodoced by the preliminary survey of one section
of the river may not prejudice the improvement which has been going
on for nine years upon another part of the river, and for which the
loeal and Chief Engineers have made their recommendation and esti-

mates. 4

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will indieate in the vol-
ume the portion he desires to have incorporated, and if will be done.

The extracts referred to are as follows:

11. Yadkin River, North Carolina (in charge of Capt. F. A. Hinman, Corps
of Engin until Angust 11, 1836) : This river has a total length of about 200
miles and & drainage area of 4.320 square miles. Its middle extending
from Lhe railroad bridge near Salisbury, 64t miles upward to the foot of Bean
Shoaul, is the only portion so far under improvement by the General Govern-
ment, In this portionof the Yadkin River, prior to improvement in 1850, nav-
igation was completely obstructed by rock ledges, fish and mill dams, and nu-
meroud shoals, with a greatest depth of 1 foot at ordinary low water on some
of its shoalsand ledges,

The original p of 1879 propaosed for $82,000 to secure a 2.5 to 3 foot steam-
boat navigation during the entire year over the 64} miles above the Salisbury
railroad bridge. For various reasons, as detailed by the officer in charge, the
estimates for the final cost of the work necessary to give the desired depth over
the entire 64f miles and during only mean winter stages of water (two-thirds of
the year) are now placed by him at $400,000.

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1587, no work was done before October,
1886, on account of lack of funds, After that time $8,650, including outstanding
liabilities, was spent in thoroughly repairing the plant, in removing the rock and
sand from the channel, in building jetties, in carefully surveying various ledges
and dams, in caring for the property. and in office work. All work of clearing
the river channel was prevented before June, 1887, by high water.

Up to June 30, 1857, a total of §77,265.90 has been spent in all upon this im-
provement in securing a good channel for flat-boats (and ounly an indifferent

channel for steam-boats) of 40 to 70 feet width and from 2 to 2} feet depth dur-
ing mean winter stages of water (eight months of the year) from the Salisbury
Railroad bridge 21 miles upwards to above Swicegood’s mill. No river com-
merce has yet been , and none is expected until the improvement
reaches ey’s Ferry, 25 miles above the Salisbury Railroad bridge.

July 1,1885, t availabl £8,384.10
Amount appropriated by act approved August 5, 1886.......cceumsssescassen 10, C00. 00
. b 15,384,10
July 1, 1837, amount expended during fiscal year, exclusive
of liabilities outstanding July L, 1886 ..cccrireeeeceresrssaseneneeses §7, 338, 83
July 1, 1857, outstanding | abilities 1,311.17
8, 650,00
July 1,1887, amount available........ ...... sesseress 9, TBA 10
= ——

Amount (estimated) required for completion of existing project......... 318, 000,00
Am&;mltwgmtmn be profitably expended in fiscal year ending June 15 oo e

Submitted in eompliance with requirements of section 2 of river and harbor
acts of 1866 and 1867.

(See Appendix M 11, Volume II, part 1, page 133, Report of Chief of Engineers
United States Army for 1887.)

[House Executive Document No. 58, Fiftieth Congreas, first session, page 82.]

EXAMIFATION OF YADEKIN RIVER, FROM SOUTH CAROLINA LINE TO THE NAR-
LOWS, NORTH CAROLINA.

Winaiwgroxn, N, C., December 15, 1887,

Sie: I have the honor to submit herewith a final report upon the examination
of the Yadkin River, North Carolina, from the South Carolina line to the Nar-
rows, assigned to me by river and harbor act of August5, 1835, and letters from
your office dated Sep ber 27, October 4, and October 28, 1836,

Upon the 4th February, 1857, I submitted a preliminary report upon this ex-
amination, in which I stated the general features of the river, the estimated cost
of its impr t, and the ities of neighboring communities, and my
opinion as to the probable advantages of the improvement of the river, as based
umpog 1revious reports and apon information obtained from persons livingalong

e river.

Since the date of this preliminary report I have examined the river in person

in a small row-boat, over the entire length above e .

the water was at nearly its lowest stage. The middle portion of this river, from
the Grassy Island Shoals upward 16 miles, was found tobe eom%oann.ﬁvc!y level,
and in itself could be easily made navigable at low water for ts drawing 4
feet; but there would be no way of connecting this navigation to other naviga-
ble parts of the river below, or even to nearest railroad, except at a cost to-day
out of p?onion to the resulting benefits. The rest of this river, the general
features the whole river, the cost of its improvement, and the statistics of
commerce were found to be practically as already described in the preliminary
re to which you are referred for fuller details,

n my opinion this river basinisowe of considerable water-powerand of great
agricultural wealth, but at the same time one which is a4 present best adapted
to development by the coustruction of a railroad up its v:l?ey. instead of by tha
improvement of its water ways, Moreover, the people along the river appear
anxious to have an o passage cut through the guh—damu. more to
allow fish to ascend the river than to facilitate the river commerce,

Since making the above-described examination, I have visited other rivers of
similar nature, upon which there already exists a more or less successful pole-
boat navigation. -

As a result of all these examinations, I am now of the opinion that the stee
descent of the Yadkin River, its comparatively small volume of water at ordi-
nary stages, and its large extent of rocky bettom render any extended naviga-
tion of this river impracticable except by the aid of locks and dams and the ex-
tensive removal rocks between these dams; that the cost of any such im-
proved navigation (even for rafts and barges) is here altogether too great (see
};reliminaq report}, in comparison with the advantages to be derived there-

rom, until the mineral resources of the river basin are much more fully de-
veloped than at present; and that under these circumstanees this river, within

the limits of the preseribed examination, is not to-day worthy of improvement

by t-h% General Gov:ﬁ-nmenl.. i 4
ery ¥, your o ient servan
: M
- ain o] 1EeTS.
The CHIEF OF ExcINEERs, U, 8. A,

CONDITION OF APPROPRIATION BILLS,

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the indulgence of the Senator from
Maine [Mr. FRYE] for just a moment. I have requested the chairman
of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. ALLISON] to make a state-
ment to the Senate in regard to the present condition of the appropria-
tion bills, and it will occupy I suppose only a very few moments, I

shounld like it to go into the REcorD for the information of the Senate

and thecountry. If the Senator from Maine will indulge me just for
one moment I will ask the Senator from Iowa to make a statement in
regard to the present condition of the appropriation bills.

Mr. ALLISON. I can state in a moment the exact condition of
these bills. The West Point appropriation bill, the Indian appropria-
tion bill, and the pension appropriation bill have passed both Houses,
and I believe have been signed by the President, making three of the
regular bills which are completed. Theagricultural appropriation bill
passed the Senate on the 14th of June, and since that time has not
been heard from. I think itis in the Committee on Agriculture of
the House of Representatives. The diplomatic and consular appropri-
ation bill is in conference. The District of Columbia appropriation
bill is also in conference. The legislative, execntive, and judicial ap-
propriation biil the Senate the day before yesterday; it will be
reported back to the House of Representatives to-day, and I presume
can be passed finally within the next two or three days. The Post-
Office appropriation bill passed the Senate on the 14th of June, and
has not since been heard from. The Army appropriation bill was re-
ported this morning, and I hope to have it passed during the day.

The sundry civil bill came to the Senate day before yesterday. Of

ed, and at a time when
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course it will be impossible to consider and pass that bill before the
30th of June. So of the Naval appropriation bill, which came to the
Senate on Monday last; it will be impossible to complete that bill be-
fore the 1st of July. The fortification bill has not yet been reported
in the House of Representatives, nor has the general deficiency bill;
so that it will be necessary to a joint resolution either on Fnda.y
or Saturday to extend the appropriations for the current year a certain
number of days.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to some and disagreed to
other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9377) making ap-
propriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other
purposes.

OHIO CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALLI»
SoN, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. CoLQuiTT, and Mr. BERRY members on
the part of the Senate of the committee of Congress authorized by the
act approved May 28, 1858, to attend the Centennial Exposition of the
Ohio Valley and Central States to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio.

HOUSE EILL REEFEERED.

The bill (H. R. 7901) to secure to actual settlers the puhhc lands
adapted toagncultum to protect the forestson the public domain, and
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Public Lands.

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the construe-
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and
barbors, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro-
ceed.

Mr. BUTLER. Before proceeding with the reading of the bill, I
beg to call the attention of the chairman of the committee toa mistake
in the amendmenrit which was adopted yesterday in regard to Winyaw

The amendment refers to the report of Captain Bixby of Octo-
ber 26, 1884. I am informed this merning from the War Department
that the date should have been January 31, 1885, It is a mere mistake
of date.

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that that amendment may be

made.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore.
stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 375, strike out ‘‘ October 26, 1884, and
insert ‘* January 31, 1885;" so as to read:

The Secretary of War is nnthorlxed and directed to ap
engineer officers of the Uniled States Army, whose dut;
into the ergedienoy of improving Winyaw Bay, South
submitted Capt, William H. ixby‘ Units
date of Janu.nry 81, 1885,

The PRESIDENT pro {empore. The amendment will be made, it
there be no objection.

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend-
ment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 841, after
“‘gouth Carolina,” to strike out ‘‘ Continning’’ and insert “‘To com-
plete;’’ and in line 842, before the word ‘* thousand,” to strike out
“three’ and insert “elght 77 50 as to make the clause read:

Im m&)mvinx Salkehatchee River, South Carolina: To complete improvement,

The proposed amendment will be

nt a board of three
t shall be to examine
mlinn. upon.the plan
‘States Army Engineers, under

The amendment was agreed fo
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 845, after tha word “‘dol-
lars,” to strike out:

Of which as much as may be necessay is hereby anthorized to be expendedin
aequiring, by purchase or condemnation, the right of way for cut-offs along
said river, pursuant to the plan and recommendation of the engineer in charge.

So as to make the clause read:

Improving Santee River, South Carolina : Continuing improvement, §24,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, after **South Carolina,” at
the end of line 850, to insert ‘‘ to Waccamaw Lake, North Carolina;?’
and in line 852, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out “ fifteen »?
and insert ‘‘ten;’’ go as to make the ciause ‘read:

mproving Waccamaw River, Northand South Carolina, to Waceamaw Lake,
horl Carolina : Conti v t, §10,000,

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould be very glad if the chairman of the com-
mittee wonld favor me with some explanation of the reason of the
committee in striking out $15,000 and inserting $10,000. In the esti-
mate made for this work, as I now remember, it was stated that $48,000
could be advantageously expended during the fiscal year. The amount
appropriated has been cut down by the commiitee from $15,000 to
$10,000. In the ahsence of any explanation, I shall move to non-con-
cur in the amendment. In fact, I may as well make a motion that the
Senate disagree to the amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question properly to be sub-
mitted is nupon agreeing to the amendment of the committee, and a
negative vote will leave the appropriation to stand as it came from the
House of Representatives.

Mr. BUTLER. I trust that will be done and that the amendment
of the committee will be rejected.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the committee.

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 9, noes 12;
no quorum voting.

Mr. FRYE. I think I mustask fora yea-and-nay vote on the amend-
ment.

Mr. BUTLER. I wanted the Senator to explain why that was done.
I am quite willing to acquiesce if there is sufficient reason for it.

Mr. FRYE. We increased two or three items in South Carolina.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain debate
when the absence of a quornm has been disclosed. There were but 21
votes on a division of the Senate. It is the duty of the Chair to have
the Toll called; but the Senator from Maine can ask for the yeas and

Mr SHERMAN. I do not ask for a further count, and I do-not
anybody else will.

. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Maine allow me {o intro-
duce a bill for reference ?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not receive it while
no quornm js present. The Secretary will call the roll.

Mr. FRYE. I shall not demand the yeas and nays on the amend-
ment. I can not afford to stop the bill for this little item.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A division has resulted in the dis-
closure of a want of a quornm.

Mr. RANSOM. There is evidently a quornm in the Chamber.

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the vote be taken over again.

Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent that the chairman of the
committee may make some explanation of the amendment. I am not
disposed to be factious about it, and yet I can not understand why that
particular river should have been selected for a reduction when the ap-
propriations made by the House for others were increased. If thereis
any reasonable explanation about it, I am quite willing to aequiesce in
the report of the committee. I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ator from Maine may be allowed to explain the amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro témpore. Less than a quornm of the Senate
can not give unanimous consent.

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that the demand for a division has
been withdrawn. I think we had better have a quornm, anyhow.
Let us have the yeas and nays on agreeing to the amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina
asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal upon the
question of agreeing to the amendment,

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Now the Senator from Maine will be

in order,

Mr. FRYE. The rule adopted generally by the House committee
was to appropriate to rivers that were entitled to improvement, in their
judgment, from 44 to 50 per cent. of the amount which the Chief En-
gineer determined could be profitably expended for the year. Of course
the committee were compelled to vary that in important cases. But
the amount in this case which it was determined by the Chief Engineer
could be profitably expended was only $18,000. One-half of that is
$9,000. The Senate committee could see no earthly reason why the
House committee dropped their rule in the case of this river and made
the appropriation $15,000 instead of $9,000, and therefore, comin
nearer to the rule than the other House, it appropriated $10,000, whi
is a little more than one-half the amount recommended by the Chief
of Engineers.

Mr. BUTLER. The explanation of the chairman of the committee
is entirely satisfactory to me. I was not informed as to those facts.
The information that I had was that the amount which eould be profit-
ably expended was $48,000, and I was not aware of it until this morn-
ing from the last report of the War Department I ascertained that
$18,000 was the amount specified. I think the committee have pro-
vided amply for the river, and I withdraw the demand for the yeas
and nays. :

The PRESIDENT pro {empore. The Senator from South Carolina
withdraws the demand for the yeas and nays, and, the Chair having
ascertained that a quorum is present, the question recurs on the amend-
ment proposed by the Committee on Commerce.

The amendment was to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Commerce was, in sectien 1, line 854, before the word
‘“‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘' three’’ and insert “ﬁva ;'! s0 as to make
the clanse read: -

Improving Wappoo Cut, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, §5,000.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 856, to add to the clause
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appropriating $12,000 for *‘improving Wateree River, South Carolina:
Continuing improvement,’ the following proviso:

Provided, That no part of said agaroprlstion shall be expended until the Wil-
mington, Columbia and Augusta Railroad Com , and the Camden branch
of the South Carolina Railroad Company shall have built suitable draw-spans
in their bridges over said river, to be approved by the SBecretary of War.

The amendment was agreed to. '

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 863, to add to the clause
appropriating $7,500 for ** improving Congaree River, South Carolina:
Continning improvement,”’ the following proviso:

Provided, That no pﬁrtof said apﬂmpﬂaﬁon shall be expended until the South
Carolina Railroad Company shall have built a suitable draw-span in its bridge
over sald river, to be approved by the Secretary of War.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 885, before the word
* thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘fifteen ’’ and insert ‘‘seven;’’ and after
the word *‘ thousand’’ to insert *‘five hundred;’’ so as to make the
clause read:

Improving Oemulgee River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, §7,500.

Mr. BROWN. I hope that amendment will not beadopted. I sim-
ply want to submit a short statement of facts to the committee. I do
not want to make any issue with them, but there were important facts
that they did not have before them I am quite sure, when the House
appropriation of $15,000 was«cut down.

The Ocmulgee River is one branch of the Altamaha. The Oconee
is the other branch. They form a junction near Lumber City, in
Georgia, forming the Altamaha. The Ocmulgee is the southern branch
of the stream. There is a railroad, which has been constructed within
the last two years, and completed to the Ocmulgee River within the
last two or three months, 110 miles along through the Southwest
Georgia pine and cotton country, that now has its depot upon the bank
of the Ocmulgee at the town of Abbeville.

This opens & regular line of railroad and water communication from
the southwestern part of Georgia to Brunswick, which is much shorter
than any other one of the lines. The line is now established and has
prorating rates with the other railroads.

At the time the engineer made the estimate of $15,000 for the Oc-
mulgee that road was not completed to Abbeville. It hasonly reached
there within the last six weeks or two months, as I am informed.

The river has been an important river, and was so regarded by the
State of Georgia prior to the war. The State, as will be seen by the
report of the eommittee, has expended out of her own tredsury $60,000
for the improvement of this river. The United States Government
took charge of the matter after the war, and has made considerable ex-
penditure, I am informed by Judge CRISP, who represents this meas-
ure in the House of Representatives, as it is in his district, that the
amount which is now estimated for would be entirely inadequate, that
there are five river steamers being now constructed to run upon that
line, and that two have been wrecked on account of the bad condition
of the river in the last year. It is therefore no sham line, and it is no
very small river. The completion of the railroad to the river connect-
ing Southwestern Georgia, as I have already stated, makes it really one
of the most important connections in Georgia. The amountof §15,000
which was put in the bill by the House of Representatives was put
there with an understanding of these facts, and I think in all candor
it ought to be permitted to remain.

To eut it down $7,500 now, leaving only $7,500 of the $15,000, wonld
leave the appropriation entirely inadequate to do what is very neces-
gary to be done to encourage a rapidly growing line, and one that is
going to be very important to commerce. I appeal to the committee
to make no objection to voting down the amendment proposed by them.

In case of the other river I mentioned, the Oconee, the committee
also make a reduction, but I make no point on that.

Mr. FRYE. I stated when I was up before that the committee had
generally a rule which was 50 per cent. of the amount recommended
for expenditure, but that they violated the rule in exceptional cases,
and in the State of Georgia they have violated it by giving at least
$110,000 additional to Savannah. Therefore it is but fair that the
State of Georgia shall be held to ihe rule so far as the other rivers are
concerned, and this is just one-half of the amount which the Chief En-
gineer said could be profitably expended.

Mr. BROWN. In that connectionIwill say that the estimate on the
old project for Savannah Harbor was $180,000, and the estimate on the
new was $200,000. So I do not think it can be said that there was a
great addition to SBavannah. Savannah certainly doesnot get asmuch
in proportion to her commercial importance as someothercities. Still
I have no complaint of the committee on that account. I only make
the appeal to the Senate in view of the facts I have stated in regard to
the Ocmulgee. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Committee on Commerce.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 887, before the word

“‘thousand,” to strike ont ** twelve >’ and insert *‘ ten;”’ after the word
‘* thousand ”’ to strike out ‘‘five hundred;” and in line 889, before
thedword ““ railroad,” to insert *‘ Georgia;’’ so as to make the clanse
read:

Improving Oconee River, Georgia: Continuing improvemen
tion of which may be expended on said river between Skull
Georgin Railroad bridge.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 895, to insert:

That the sum of $4,633.77 is hereby appropriated for completing the existing
project at Romerly Marsh, in the State of Georgia, to be paid to the contractors
for completing the job.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 903, after the word
¢ Florida,” to strike out ‘‘ Continuing ?’ and insert ** To complete; !’
in line 904, after the word *‘ improvement,’’ to insert *‘ of upper river,”’
and in the same line, before the word ‘‘thousand,”” to strike out
* four”’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make the clause read:

Improving Caloosahatehie River, Florida: To complete imp
per river, §10,000. -

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CALL., I would like to insert after the word *‘river,” in line
904, the words ** inclnding the lower river bar, in the discretion of the
Secretary of War.”? This does not vary the amount allowed, but al-
lows the Engineer Department to have a discretion in expending a part
of the $10,000 on the lower river. There has been an estimate and a
survey, and it may be important that some portion of the money should
be expended there.

Mr. FRYE. The committee examined that with some little care,
and thought it was a great deal better to complete the improvement
of the upper river.

Mr. CALL. I suggest to the Senator that it would be better to al-
low the Secretary of War and the Engineer Department who expend
the money to have some discretion in its use.

Mr, FRYE. The Senator from Florida ought to be satisfied with
the item. The appropriation came from the House $4,000 for that
whole river. The committee examined the matter and found that a
portion of the river conld be completed for $§10,000, and they increased
the appropriation to $10,000 to complete it; and the Senator from Flor-
ida ought to be content. =

Mr. CALL. Ido not quarrel with the amendmentas o the amount;
but I think I am right in suggesting thatthe discretion of the Secretary
of War and the Engineer Burean in expending the money shounld not
be interfered with.

The PRESIDENT pro {empore. The amendment has been agreed to.

Mr. FRYE. I wish to go back to line 896. I ask the Senator from
Georgia if ‘“ Romerly Marsh*’ is the correct name?

Mr. BROWN. It is correct.

Mr. FRYE. At the end of the clause the phrase ‘‘for completing
the job? occurs. I do not exactly like that language. I ask unani-
mous Sonsent to strike ont the word *‘job’ and insert *‘improve-
ment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be agreed to, if there be
no objection.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 914, after the word
“‘improving,”’ to strike ont ‘‘channel over the bar at the mouth of;"’
in line 915, after the word ‘‘Florida,’’ to insert *‘from Jacksonville to
the ocean,’’ and in the same line to strike out *‘continuing improve-
ment;’’ so as to make the clause read:

Improving 8t. John's River, Florida, from Jacksonviile to the ocean,$150,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Maine to allow an amendment of
the g]ause, beginning in line 910, by adding at the end of the clause the
words:

Including Holmes River to the town of Vernon,

So that it will read:

Improving La Grange Bayou, Florida: To complete, $3,000; including Holmes -
River to the town of Vernon.

Steamers bring the produce of that section of country to La Grange,
and this money should be left in the discretion of the Secretary of War
to improve the continuation of the bayou.

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator inform me whether or not the $3,000
will complete the work as provided for here?

Mr. CALL. I can nof sayin regard to that. You might strike ont
the words ‘‘ to complete.’” The appropriation has been made in small
sums for several years, and a very good purpose has been served.

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to the amendment allowing the
words ‘“To complete’” to stand.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'Will the Senator from Florida send
his proposed amendment to the desk, or repeat it so that it may be
heard at the desk and taken down? g

Mr. CALL. I will send the amendment to the desk.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ameéndment will be stated. -

£10,000; o por-
hoals ‘ndrﬁm

t of up-
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The Cu1Er CLERK. The proposed amendment is to add, at the end
of line 911, the words:

Including Holmes River to the town of Vernon,

So as to make the clanse read:

Improving La Grange Bayou, Florida: To complete, £3,000; including Holmes
River to the town of Vernon.

Mr. VEST. Is that connected with La Gran%a Bayou?

Mr. FRYE. Theitemstands ‘‘ To complete,’’ the Senator from Mis-
souri will notice.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 931, before the word
“‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred " and insert **fifty;” so as
to make the ‘clause read:

Improving Black Warrior River, Alabama, from Tuscaloosato Daniel's Creel :
Conunujny‘fmpmemms. $50,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was to strike out lines 936 and 937 of section
1, as follows:

Improving Tombigbee River, Alabama, from® Walker's Bridge to Fulton,
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 939, after the word *‘ Vi-
enna,'’ to strikeout ** Continuing ”” and insert ‘* To complete;” before
the word ** ‘ thousand,”” in line 940, to strike out *“‘six?’ and insert
‘““twelve;”! and after “ thousand "’ to strike out ** five hundred;”’ soas
to make t.he clanse read:

Improving Tombigbee River, Alabama, from Falton to Vienna: To complete
improvement, §12,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 942, before the word
“improvement,”’ to strike out ‘‘ Continuning’’ and insert ““To eom-
plete;”’ so as to make the clause read:

Improving Tombigbee River, Alabama, below Vienna : Tocomplete improve-
ment, $6,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was to strike ont lines 967 and 968 of section
1, as tollows:

Improving Yallabusha Biver, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, £3,000.

The amendment was agreed to. :

The next amendment was tp strike out lines 973 and 974 of section
1, as follows:

Improving Cassily Bayou, Mississippi, $2,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike ont the clause from
line 975 to line 977, inclusive, as follows:

Improving Amite River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, §5,000, of which
£2,500 may be used in improving Bayou Manchac,

The amendment was to.

The next amendment was to strike out lines 930 and 981 of section
1, as tollows:

Improving Bayou Bartholomew, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing im-
provement, $5,000,

Mr. GIBSON. In this item only $5,000 is asked for Bayou Barthol-
omew. I find, on examination of the report of the engineer, that—

This stream is a tributary of Ouachita River. It rises in Southeastern Arkan-
sas, within a few miles of Pine Bluff, on the Arkansas River, and following an
e:wedjugly tortuous eourse, flows' at first nearly parallel to the Ar
River, at a distance varying from 15 to 80 miles, then parallel to the Mississippi
at about the snme average distance, and after entering Louisiana diverges to the
southwest and flows {nto the Ouachita River opposite Ouachita City.

The improvement was begun in 1581 and consisted in the removal of wrecks,
snags, overhanging timber, ete., obstructing nawgation between Baxter, Ark.,
and the mouth, a distance estimated st 213 miles. In all m 000 have been np—
propriated, and up to June 30, $21,116.556 had been ex It
that §6,500 will mmf:lalc the projected work., The axpenditum nlrem:ly made
has resulted in pnl'.l ng the bayou in good navigable condition during high and
medjiuru stages of water from its mouth up to Point Pleasant, La., & distance of
50 miles,

I?::rtng the past year three stenm-boats, drawing from 2 to b feet, were run-
ali.m: rvgu]nri; upon the river for five monils, and the commerce was valued at

LIT

1 thmk a good case i3 made for the retention of this item.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

Mr. FRYE. The last report says:

The estimated cost was given at 826,862, but this ed.:mste was based upon a
plan of operations fortwelve months, or tw " work,whereas,
owing to the small amounts appropriated, opermuns have now extended over
six years. For this reason the cost of the work will be increased, as new ob-
structions are continually forming, and after the work is thmux'hiymmpfeted
thess will require removal from time totime ; hence no estimate for permanent
improvement is given.

This is one of those places—there areseveral of these bayous in Lou-
isiana—where the engineers report that it is impossible to make any

anent improvement.

Mr. GIBSON. An memvement can be made with a very small ex-
penditure and kept in running order. I have read from the report of
the chairman of the committee himself. The engineer says here:

It is estimated that $6,500 will complete the projected work.,

The work has been going on for some time, and it ought to be con-
tinned.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope that the snggestion of the Sena-
tor from Louisiana will be adopted. I know something from personal
observation of Bayou Bartholomew. It drains a very rich country,
but the current is exceedingly sluggish in the spring. It has a deep,
narrow channel, and in a narrow stream there is considerable difficulty
in navigation on account of overhanging timber. Much of the im-
provement has been in clearing the overhanging timber away and get-
ting out snags and timber that has fallen into the current.

The character of the work done must necessarily, with the limited
appropriations, be merely getting timber out of the channel and get-
ting the overhanging timber off the banks of the stream. The work
that has been done has improved the navigation of that stream very
much, and Ihope it will be continued. I regard the money expended
there as of as much value as on many others,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the committee, to strike out lines 920 and 981.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Commerce was to strike out lines 952 and 983 of sec-
tion 1, as follows:

Improving Bayou Courtableau, Louisiana: Continning improvement, §5,000.

The amendment was agreed to
The next amendment was to strlke ot lines 986 and 987 of section
1, as follows:

Improving Bayou Terre Bonne, Louisiana : To complete, £3,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, before the word *‘thonsan
in line 996, to strike out *‘sixty-five’’ and insert * fifty-five;"’ and in
the same line, after the word *‘dollars,’” to strike ont:

Of which §5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be used upon Cy-

Bayou and the lakes between Shreveport, La., and 3&6‘0:‘80:1. Tex.; and
, or 50 much thereof as may be necessary, upon Bayou Dorcheat.

So as to make the clause read:

Improving Red River, Lounisiana and Arkansas: Conl.lnnlng improvement
from Fulton, Ark., to Atchafalays River, including completing the work at
Alexandria, $35, 000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of the item on page
42, ending in Iine 1005, *‘for improving Ouachita and Black Rivers,
Lonisiana.”’

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I suggest to the chairman that if the re-
port of the committee is right the words ‘‘Arkansas and " should be
inserted before ** Louisiana,’’ for the reason that the Onachitaand Black
Rivers proposed to be improved in this clause begin in Arkansas, and
60 or 70 miles of the length of river proposed to be treated, as I under-
stand, are in the State of Arkansas. I think, to carry out the purpose,
these words should be inserted.

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator knows that to be the fact, I have no ob-
Jjection to the amendment he

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed is in line
1001, after the word “‘rivers,”’ to insert ‘‘Arkansasand;’’ soas toread:

Improving Ouachita and Black Rivers, Arkansas and Loulsiana, ete,

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Commerce was to strike out lines 1006 and 1007 of sec-
tion 1, as follows:

Impmvlng Tickfaw Rl\ er and its navigable tributaries, Louisiana: Continu-
ing improvement, §l,

The amendment wa.a agreed to

The next amendment was to strike out lines 1003 and 1009 of sec-
tion 1, as follows:

Improving Little River, Louisiana, i"’..,‘SGD

The amendment was agreed to. -

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 1012 to
line 1014 of section 1, inclusive, as follows:

Improving Caleasieu River and passes, Louisiana: Continuing improvement
at the entrance to said river and pass, $10,000.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was to strike out from line 1021 to line 1025 of
section 1, inclusive, as follows: .
Improvlu& you Lafourche, Louisiana, pursuant to the project of Lleul O,
rps of Engineers, dated June 11, 1856, $50,000, including immediate
t.lmdg'lng to secare low-water navigation,
Mr. GIBSON. I move to amend the clause proposed to be stricken
out by making it read:
- Improving Bayou Lafourche, Louisiann: For dredge-boats and dredging to
secure low-water navigation, $25,000. .
I think the chairman of the committee will accept that.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will please send the
posed amendment to the desk.
Mr. GIBSON. I send the amendment to the desk.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated.
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The Ca1er CLERK. It is proposed fo strike out lines 1021 to 1025,
inclusive, and insert in lien thereof:

Improving Bayou Lafourche, Louisiana: For dredge-boats and dredging to
secure low-water navigation, $23,000,

Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the committee toaccept ths.tnme.ng-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The question is on the amendment
of the committee to sirike out the clause as amended.

The amendment was rejected.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committes on Commerce was, in section 1, line 1030, after the words
“‘improving Arkansas River, Arkansas,’’ to strike ont ‘‘continning
improvement '’ and insert *‘ for the removal of obstractions, bars, and
shoals, operating snag-boat, repairing snag-boat Wichita, and general
improvements to the navigation of theriver, to be expended in the dis-
cretion of the Secretary of War."’

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope that the committee will not insist
on striking out the wordsin lines 1030 and 1031, *‘ Continuing improve-
ment,'’ nor on striking out the words from line 1043 down to line 1063.

The amendment of the committee, beginning on line 1031 and down
to line 1043, I think, is exactly right; but I eve that the words al-
ready in the clanse limiting the appropriation and the purpose the com-
mittee had in view in making the appropriation will be more definite
and certain by the clause remaining in that shape. i

The members of the committee well know the various reports recom-
mending the improvement of the Arkansas River and that the one they
propose to follow provides for locks and dams in certain places. The
other general plan is one providing {or dikes and dams in the narrower
channels. The langnage stricken out by the committee limits the ap-

ropriation to exactly the purpose the eommittee have in view in the
})a.nguage they propose to insert. I think the clause would be in better
shape with the langnage that they bave inserted in it than it wounld be
if the House clause was taken as it came to the Senate,

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator kindly repeat his proposed amend-
ment?

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I propose to leave the clause standing,
not striking out any part of the item as it came from the other House,
but adopting the proposed amendment of the committee so far as the
insertion of words is concerned. I think we should insert the words
the committee recommend to be inserted, and not strike ont the lan-
guage coming from the House, as they propose in their motion tostrike
out. For instance, I think the clause should read, in regard to the
Arkansas River:
etgq:anliuuing improvement: For the removal of obstructions, bars, and shoals,

And then should proceed:

Provided, That the Seeretary of War shall expend the appropriation under
this head with reference to the final improvement of this river as contemplated
in the report of the Chief of Engineers for the ending July 1, 1885, and as
authorized in the net for the improvement of rivers and harbors approved An-

ust 5, 1836, and in House Execative Document No. 20, Forty-ninth Con‘izm,

t seasion ; said methods to be applied, as the Secretary of War may direct,
at such points between Wichita, Kans., and the navigable mouth of the Arkan-
sas River,at its junction with the Mississippi River,as he may deem for the
best interest of commerce,

The only objection I can see to that langnage is that it allows the
Becretary of War the discretion, if he chooses to do so, to permit a por-
tion of this money to be used on the part of the river from Arkansas
City down. The report of the engineer is that the river from Wichita,
Kans.,, to Arkansus City is not feasible of improvement; that in the
present requirements of commerce there is no necessity for any expendi-
ture being made on that part of the river, becanse it is not worthy of
improvement at present; buthe does recommend an improvement from
Arkansas City to the mouth of the river; and in the old report, under
which this very plan of improvement has been suggested, the method
of narrowing the channel in certain places, the manner of bunilding up
dams in a cheap and efficient way, is proposed, which has been tried on
the river a number of times. Ifseems to me to be the of wisdom

{that the present appropriation shall be limited to the old plan, and that
it shall be followed ont, and that there shall be no doubt left as to the
intention of Congress in making this appropriation. The engineer ear-
nestly recommends that there aﬁ:a.ll be a uniform purpose, and that the
appropriation as made in the last bill shall be earried out under this,

As the motion to strike out and insert is not divisible by the rules

of the Benate, I understand the difficulty I have to deal with, and I
| appeal to the chairman of the committee to agree that this clause shall
i be put in this shape. There may be no great harm done in allowing
! the recommendation of the committee to be carried out exactly as it is
|¥nade; but it would be safer and this appropriation would be more

clearly and distinctly limited to the purpose the committee have in
view if the language proposed to be inserted by the committee be in-
serted and the langnage recommended by the House committee be al-
'lowed to remain in the clanse.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The motion to strike out and insert
may be considered divisible by unanimous consent.

,  Mr. FRYE. I do not feel at liberty to give assent to any change in
\this item. The committee spent a great deal of time over this item;

they devoted a good deal of attention to the provisions of it, and the
Senator from Arkansas was present and discussed with the committee
its provisions, and they finally settled npon the language contained here.
1 believe it carries out {ully and completely the intention of the com-
mittee and prevents any adoption of a plan which in the opinion of the
committee is altogether too extravagant for this river. The river is an
important one. The committee recognize that fact. Its commerce is
large. But there is one plan proposed which is excessive and extrava-
gant, and the committee determined that under no circnmstances could
it be committed toit. Itseems tome that the language used here, that
was adopted after long discussion and with great care, carries ont com-
pletely the purpose the committee had in view. Therefore I shall be
obliged to object to the Senator's suggestion.

Mr. COKE. When this matter was under consideration the Senator
from Arkansas was freely consulted, as I understood, and the provision
as placed in the bill by the committee he agreed was right. I know
he was there, and my understanding was that he consented to the
amendment agreed to by the committee as a reasonable and satisfac-
tory conclusion,

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas, The Senator from Maine and the Sena-
tor from Texas do not seem to understand the point I made. I was
before the Committee on Commerce and stated to them what my views
wers abonut this clause as they originally framed it in the first dranght
of the bill the committee broughtinto the Senate. I called their atten-
tion to the¥act that they were compelling the improvement ol the Ar-
kansas River, under a report of the Board of Engineers, from Wichita,
Kans,, to its mouth, of March 16, 1888; that they did not intend that
purpose, and that the reference to the report by its date had committed
the committee to a plan of improvement which they did not intend.
After I had made my statement the chairman of the committee said,
and the members of the committee who were present agreed, that they
were satisfied with my purpose, and I heard no more from the com-
mittee. Iwas not present at any of thecommittee conferences; I heard
no discnssion among the members of the committee about the effect of
this claunse.

Now the purpose I have in view is this: I agree with the Senator
from Maine that this clause as it is framed prevents the taking up of
the plan to which I have just referred and which is in terms excluded
by the language of the committee’s report; but it does not go quite far
enough. I think that the committee ought to be prepared to follow
the plan which hasbeen heretofore recommended, which hasbeen here-
tolore adopted, and upon which the appropriations that have been made
prior to this time have been expended.

There is a declaration in the clause, if it shall be passed as the com-
mittee recommend it, that it will not follow the recommendation made
by the board of the date mentioned, which would be enormously ex-
pensive; butit does not at the same time say that it will adhere to the
old plan and continue the improvement on the plan that has been
adopted heretofore. Of course I take it for granted the Secretary of

War will in all probability take this view of it, that Congress having
declared it will notaccept the new plan he should follow the old plan;
but I submit to the chairman of the committee that it wonld be well
tosay in exact words that you expect thisappropriation to be expended -
in the line that appropriations made heretofore have been expended
and there shall be no change from the plan as recommended by the
Engineer Department and adopted by the House committee.

Mr. BERRY. I was before the committee and had a conversation
with the chairman and other members, and I agree with my colleagne
that the object to be accomplished will be best attained by keeping in
the language reported and also retaining the House langnage.

I understand the purpose of the committee was to prevent the Gov-
ernment being committed to the new plan. The amendment proposed
by the committee does exclude that plan; but my colleague thinks
it goes further than that, and might possibly be construed to exclude
another plan and one which we all agreed, as I thought, the committee
as well as all the rest, should be adopted. My colleague, who had
something to do with preparing the words of the bill as it came from
the other House, said that the purpose was to exclude the plan to
which the Senator from Maine has alluded, and simply give force to’
the other plan which has been already pursued.

Mr. FRYE. 1 am entirely willing to restore the words ‘‘continu-
ing improvement,’* in lines 1030 and 1031, but I can not see why the
clause as reported does not do everything that the two Senators desire:

For the removal of obstroctions, bars, and shoals, operating snag-boat, repair-
ing snag-boat Wichita, and general improvementstothe navigation of the river,
to be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of War,

I do not see the least difficulty in this language allowing the Secre-
tary of War to continue the improvement that he has been making
heretolore.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Restoring the words * continuing im-
provement,”’ I think, will go very far to indicate to the Secretary of
‘War that the old plan shall be pursned.

Mr. FRYE. I am willing that those words shall remain.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That almost meets my idea, but I be-
lig]\'le l:e ;ii:ect declaration that the old plan shall be pursued would be
8 ter, :
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Mr. VEST. My construction of this amendment is that the matter
shall be left entirely to the discretion of the Engineer Burean. It is
not proposed to commit them to any plan. The distinet understand-
ing, as I recollect, was that the Engineer Burean should go on with
the improvement of the river according to the plan that they might
see fit to adopt. The language here can admit of no other construc-
tion; it is for continuing the improvement of the river, and we did not
propose to commit ourselves to the old plan or the new.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that by unan-
imons consent the words, ‘ Continuing improvement,’” in lines 1030 and
1031 are to remain in the bill. The question then recurs npon agree-
ing to the further amendment proposed by the committee, toinsert the
words printed in italics from line 1031 to line 1035, which will be read.

The CHIEF CLERE. Afterthe words ‘‘ Continning improvement,’’ in
line 1031, on page 43, the Committee on Commerce propose to insert:

For the removal of obstructions, bars, and shoals, operating snag-boat, repair-
ing snag-boat Wichita, and general improvements to the navigation of theriver,
to be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of War.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in the same
clause, line 1035, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out *fifty **
and insert ‘‘seventy-five;"’ so as to read:

To be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of War, §175,000,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, in the same clause, after the word **dol-
lars,” at the end of line 1035, to insert the following proviso:

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the Secretary of War
to enter upon the project of impro of said river asset forth in the report
of the Board of En'iineem on improvement of the Arkansas River from Whicita,
Kans,, to its mouth, dated New York City, March 16, 1888 and contained in
House Executive Document No, 234, first session, Fiftieth Congress.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, in the same clause, after the word ** Con-
gress,”’ in line 1043, to strike out:

Provided, That the Secretary of War shall expend the appropriation under
this head with reference to the final improvement of this river as contemplated
in the report of the Chief of Engineers for the year ending July 1,1855, and as
authorized in the act for the improvement of rivers and harbors, approved Au-
gust 5, 1886, and in House Executive Document No, 90, Forty-ninth Con -
first session; said methods to be applied, as the Secretary of War may (ﬁ'rec&.
at such points between Wichita, Kans,, and the navigable mouth of the Arkan-
sas River, at its junction with the Mississippi River, a8 he may deem forthe best
interest of commerce. And all moneys now to the credit of different sections of
the Arkansas River, other than appropriations for the operating of snag-boats,
shall be available for use under this head ; and in future the engineer in charge
of this work and the Secretary of War shall make report upon the progressand
needs of this work under this head, instead of reporting upon disconnected
projects, as heretofore,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clanse from
line 1073 to line 1078, inclusive, as follows:

Im,f':ruviug Arkansas River, Arkansas: For removing obstructions, $25,000, of
which £10,000 is authorized to be used in constructing a new hull for the snag-

boat Wichita, including capstans and the transfer of the upper works, and $375
in completing survey and maps.

The amendment was to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1079, after the word ‘‘Ar-
kansas,*’ to insert ‘‘To complete improvement;'’ so as to make the clause
read:

I&:H)roving Red River, Arkansas: To complele improvemenl above Fulton,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1087, after the word
“Arkansas,” to strike out *‘Continuing” and insert “‘To complete;”
8o as to make the clause read:

Improving Petit Jean River, Arkansas: To complete improvement below the
iron bridge at the Rocky Crossing, $2,500

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1092, after the word
“Camden,’’ to insert ‘‘To complete;"’ and in line 1093, before the
word ‘‘thounsand,’ to strike out ‘‘five”” and insert ‘‘nine;”’ so as to
make the clause read:

Improving Ouachita River, Arkansas, above Camden: To complete, §9,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1095, at the end of the
clanse appropriating $7,000 for ‘*improving Cache River, Arkansas,’
to add the words:

Three thousand dollars of which shall be expended for the building and equip-

ing of a small hand-propelled snag-boat, and £4,000 for running expenses of

@ same, in accordance with the recommendation of the engineer in charge.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out lines 1132 and
1133, as follows:

Impmv!ngﬁﬁouu: Fork of Cumberland River, K-,entllcky: Continuing im-
provement, 5,000,

The amendment was agreed to.
The nextamendment was, in section 1, line 1138£ after the word ‘‘Ken-
tucky,’” to strike out ‘‘ continuing *’ and insert *‘ to complete;’’ and in

line 1139, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out *‘ three ’’ and in-

sert ‘‘six;?’ so as to read: -
Improving Tradewater River, Kentucky: To complete improvement, §6,000.
The amendment was agreed to.

» The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1144, after the word
‘“river,”” to insert ‘‘also $20,000, or so much thereof as may be neces-
sary, shall be expended for the construction of a drift-gap at Davis
Island ng, with the necessary bear-trap gates and masonry walls;’’ so
as to read:

Improving the Ohio River: Continuing improvement, 380,000; of which sum
$25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended in removin,
the rock obstruction at the mouth of Licking River ; also $20,000, or so mu
thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended for the construction of a drift-
gap at Davis Island Dam, with the necessary bear-trap gates and masonry walls;
also §7,500 in eonstructing an ice-pier pursuant to the present or prospective plan
of the Chief of Engineers, at or near Portsmouth, Ohio,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, at the end of the same clause, after the
word *‘harbor,’” in line 1179, to insert:

And $30,000 of said sum of $380,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may
be expended, in the discrction of the Secretary of War, in repairing the dam
at the head of Cumberland Island and building a dam from the head of Do,
Island to the Illinois shore; and £30,000 of said sum of §380,000 may be expend
in protecting the harbor at Cairo, Ill., in the di ion of the 8 ry of War.

Mr. FRYE. I have received a letter from the engineer in charge,
William E. Merrill, which letter has been submitted to the Commit-
tee on Commerce, and it makes it clear to them that this amendment
ought not to be adopted, and I am instructed to ask the Senate to non-
concur in the amendment.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the letter read.

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Vermont asks that the letter be read.
I send it to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair), The letter
will be read by the Secretary.

The Secretary read as follows:

UxiTED StATES ExGINEER OrFicE, CusToM-HoUSE,
Cincinnati, June 7, 1888,

Sim: I desire to call your attention to a few points in connection with the
pending river and harbor bill.

Lines 1180-1188, Ohio River.

The reconstruction of the Cumberland dam is bitterly opposed by the com-
merce of the Ohio River. I rebuiltthis dam once and removed it afterwards for
reasons that you will see in the report of the Chief of Engineers for 1876, part

2, page 22,

'Elm other item is for * protecting the harbor at Cairo.” The harborat Cairo,
if this means the steam-boat landing, needs no protection. There is some wash
of a piece of shore about a mile and a halfabove the steam-boat landing which be-
longs to private parties, and I was ordered a couple of months ago to examine and
report on this shore, but I was unable todo so on account of high water. Aeccord-
ing to the general rule this matter should lie over until an engineer’'s report has
been made. If every washing bank on the Ohio River is to be protected by the
United States, the river and harbor bill will be swamped by projects that have
no connection with navigation.

In this connection I would add that the Great Miami levee at Lawrenceburgh
is for the protection of the town from inundation, as isalso the levee at Shaw-
neetown. Neither has the slightest connection with navigation. The levee at
Lawrenceburgh is the track of the Cincinnati, 8t. Louis and Indianapolis Rail-
road, and I am now raising this track, or paying the company for raising it, out
of ? allotment made in the last river and harbor bill from the appropriation
for improving the Ohio River,

I have no desire to oppose the will of Congress in the distribution of appro-
riations, but as Cong often acts on erroneous information and seems to
esire that the United States engineers shall give them facts for their use in

making appropriations, I have thought it my duty to call your attention to

these E:Lnts.
pectfully, your obedient servant,

‘WM. E, MERRILL,
Lieutenani-Colonel Engineers,
Hon. W. P. FRYE

United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

Mr. BECK. When this amendment came to my notice I looked at
it somewhat, and after the committee’s action on i, believing that the
matter was left in the discretion of the Secretary of War to do it or
not as he pleased, and if it was not considered proper after a thorough
examination it would do no harm, I am a little astonished to find alet-
ter from Colonel Merrill now giving his individual opinion in regard to
what he thinks ought to be done and asking that the amendment be
stricken ont. I was not expecting a letter of thissort, and am not pre-

for it. I thought the Secretary of War ought to have a right to
do what is here proposed if he thought proper after examining the head
of the Cumberland River. There was a voluminous statement show-
ing the importance and the necessity of it, and the Committee on Com-
merce was satisfied in regard to it. If being a matter of discretion, I
know of no reason why ﬂtihe amendment should Et’)t :); ma.]::!e. Cotlonel
Merrill is a very good officer in some regards. others I am not pre-
pared to vouch for him. I donot think the action of the committee
ought to be overthrown by a letter like this.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of
the amendment., [Pufting the question.] The noes appear to have
it. 2

Mr. BECK. Let us have the yeas and nays on that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky calls for
the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be read.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read.

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by the Committee on
Commerce.

Mr. FRYE. I desire to repeat what I said a moment ago, that after
a hearing before the Committee on Commerce the committee unani-
mously determined that the chairman should request the Senate to non-
concur in this amendment.

Mr. BECK. On what authority?

Mr. FRYE. On the letter which has been read and the report to
which Colonel Merrill refers.

Mr. BECK. Colonel Merrill alone?

Mr. FRYE. Yes.

Mr. BECK. I do not want to delay the Senate, as a call of the yeas
and nays might embarrass the bill. I will offer the amendment again
in the Senate, if on examination I find it proper.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the demand
for the yeas and nays to be withdrawn.

Mr. BECK. Yes,sir.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion of the Chair the noes
have it, and the amendment is disagreed to.

-The reading of the bill was resnmed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 1201, after the word
‘ Zanesville,”” toinsert ‘‘and other necessary repairs to locks and dams
on said river;’’ so as to make the clause read:

Improving Muskingum River, Ohio: For the construction of & lock at Tay-
lorsville and the reconstruction of the lock at Zanesville, and other necessary
repairs to locks and dams on said river, pursuant to the report of the engineers,
8152000; and the Secretary of War is here%y authorized and empowered to grant
leases or licenses for the use of the water-powers on the Muskingum River at
such rate and on such conditions and for such periods of time as may seem to
him just, equitable, and expedient: Provided, That the leases or licenses shall
be limited to the use of the surplus water not required for navigation. And he
is also empowered to grant leases or licenses for the occupation of such lands
belonging to the United States on said Muskingum River as may be required
for mill-sites or for other purposes not inconsistent with the requirements of
navigation; and all moneys received under such leases or licenses shall be
turned into the Treasury of the United States, and the itemized statement thereof
shall accompany the annual report of the Chief of Engineers,

Mr. EDMUNDS, I should like to hear that amendment explained,
Mr. President. Are there any other locks and dams on that river be-
gides those of the United States?

Mr. FRYE. No; no locks and dams that do not belong to the United
States. The United States had the misfortune, in my judgment, to
purchase this improvement from the State of Ohio, but it was under-
stood that there were very few repairs needed, and it was so stated on
the floor of the Senate, I think, It turnsounton examination that there
is hardly anything of the whole improvement that does not require re-
pairs, and these words ‘‘and other necessary repairs to locks and dams
on said river”’ were put in because the committee believed from the
statement of the engineers that other repairs were as absolutely neces-
sary as the construction of thislock as provided for. The Senator from
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has a letter on the subject.

Mr. SHERMAN. I have a letter from Colonel Merrill in which he
speaks of the amendment proposed by the committee as not at all neces-
sary. I therefore suggest that it be dropped out.

As a matter of course when work constructed many years ago by
civil engineers under State authority was placed under the control of
military engineers, men who are experts, as Colonel Merrill and others,
they are not satisfied with the kind of work the State was satisfied
with in the construction of internal improvements, and therefore they
no doubt recommend a greater amount of improvements and a greater
amount of repairs than would be deemed necessary by the anthorities
of any State. 1 understand that their mode of conducting improve-
ments is on a different scale from that adopted by State authorities,
Therefore it is that what might be considered very reasonable and right
by a board of public works such as we have in Ohio would be consid-
ered very inefficient by a board of engineers of the United States Army.
‘When a work is done under the charge of military engineers of the
United States, they expect good work at a good cost. You can not have
one without the other. I think, therefore, the amendment had better
be omitted so as to avoid any ambiguity, and apply this sum to the par-
ticular works recommended.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
reported by the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I notice from the remarks of the distingnished
chairman of the Committee on Commerce respecting this Muskingnm
River in Ohio that it was a very great mistake,in his opinion, on the
part of Congress to take that, as I believe, worthless river for any pur-
pose of navigation, and the worthless works that the State of Ohio had
built there by theaid, I believe, of land grants of the United States——

Mr. SHERMAN. Not a dollar.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The United States took those works oft the hands
of the State of Ohio, and paid her a large sum of money for them.

Mr. SHERMAN, May I correct the Senator in regard to that mat-
ter? It was before the era of land grants at all. The work was con-
structed in 1837, and there was no land grant, nordid the Government
of the United States ever contribute a cent to il.

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Ohio, who certainly ought to be
more familiar with the land grants to that State than I am, says I am
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mistaken in saying that there was a land grant applicable to this par-
ticular stream. I hope I am mistaken, though I very much doubt it,
although the stream probably was not named in the land grant with
precision; for the river, according to my examination when the matter
was up on the subject of our taking the works off the hands of the State,
was not one that the interests of national commerce or State commerce
required shonld be made navigable in the present stage of the world.

Now, recurring to the remarks of my friend from Maine, I opposed
and tried to get the Senate to refuse to take this thing off the hands of
the State of Ohio; but of course (as is usual in all such cases) without
any considerable snccess; thatis to say, a majority of the Senate thought
that the national interests required that it should be taken. I have
forgotten how many thousand or hundred thousand dollars were paid
to the State of Ohio for it.

I find that this bill illustrates what sort of an elephant we have on
our hands. The Secretary of War is to grant leases and licenses for the
use of the water-power on such terms as he considers just and expedi-
ent; but they are not to hinder navigation. He is to grant leases or
licenses for the occupation of lands belonging to the United States on
the Muskingum River, that is those we got from the State of Ohio, for
mill-sites and other purposes. We took out from the hands of the
State of Ohio a failing, costly, losing, worthless enterprise that she
waited to get rid of, because if she kept it up at all it was a tax upon
her treasury, and naturally enough—and I do not blame the State of
Ohio for it, for it was done openly—if she could persnade the repre-
sentatives of all the other States to take it off her hands and tax the
whole people of the United States for keeping it up, for whatever use
it might be, it was a good thing for the State of Ohio that we did it.

Now we have got a lot of useless and worthless property which we
are to lease out and peddle out by licenses and leases for mill and what-
ever other sites there may be to whatever customer we can find.

This illustrates my own course in particular and enables me—becanse
this amendment is of no particular account—to explain why I have
given up as one Senator following this bill in detail, after the test on a
small appropriation for a river in North Carolina which had no business
to be improved—I have given up the idea of persuading a majority of
the Senate (who undoubtedly are wiser and more patriotic than I am)
that anything can be proposed on a bill of this kind and supported
earnestly by a Senator from the locality where it is, which can be re-
iected; and my respect for the Senate is such that I do not wish to
fight against ‘‘manifest destiny '’ and the judgment of a majority of
my fellows. And so I keep silent in respect of these matters in the
main, not because there are not a great many similar improvident and
unjust expenditures provided for in this bill, as there have been in all
its predecessors, buf, as I say, it is useless and perhaps unjust for any
one Senator to undertake to resist the judgment of a majority of the
Senate in respect of this long enumeration which contains so large a
per cent. of things that onght not to be done.

The appropriation of liberal sums of money, all that is necessary, for
the improvement of the navigation of rivers in which the people of the
States at large or of the Statesin theirlocalities have a just commercial
interest, and which in the sense of the Constitution belong to the com-
merce of the United States, as rivers that are in their nature navigable
and only require tobeimproved—notriversthathave to bemade—I have
not the slightest objection to, but I am for. But when a bill of this
kind is interlarded in so many instances with mere local pride, with
selfish considerations or neighborhood convenience, where the people
of the States conecerned, if they wanted the improvement proposed,
ought to tax themselves for it, as a matter of mere local concern, it
makes it difficult for me to vote for a whole bill of this kind when it
is completed.

I have said this once for all, Mr. President.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont does not
apprehend, I imagine, the reasons why the State of Ohio surrendered
this improvement and why the Government of the United States finally
assumed it. They are these: At the time the Muskingum River im-
vrovement was made it was a navigable stream, and a series of locks
and dams were built to make very good slack-water navigation. That
was in 1836-"37. At that time the Government of the United States
refused to make any works of internal improvement whatever, and
they were attended to by the States. Most of the States, North and
South, assnmed to construct their own works of internal improvement.
Ohio, among other things, constructed the Ohio Canal, the Miami Canal,
and the Muskingum River improvement. The State became embar-
rassed so that in 1841 or 1842 Ohio bonds sold at one time at 50 cents
on the dollar, and the State even failed to pay the interest for a time.
Nearly all the systems of public works then conducted by the States
fell to the ground, and some of the Southern States were thereby so
embarrassed in their financial atfairs that they have never yet recovered.

The Government of the United States subsequently, under the lead
of both politieal parties, adopted the idea that works of interaal im-
provement should be made on navigable streams, and to improve har-
bors of a national character. TUnder that system the river just opposite
the mouth of the Muskingum, which comes into the Ohio at Marietta,
was constantly improved and excellently improved by the Government
of the United States by locks and dams of similar character to those in
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the Muskingum. The Tennessee River, the Cumberland River, and
many other branches of the Ohio and Mississippi have been thus im-
proved by the Government of the United States,

Under these circumstances, the State of Ohio having only this single
work of internal improvement by locks and dams, it fell rather into
decay. It was kept up and always paid expenses, but that was about
all. Meanwhile the State of Ohio, seeing that it had this improvement
on its hands while all its sister States about it had their rivers im-
proved by the General Government, rivers of the same character and
degree, felt it bat right to turn this improvement over to the General
Government.

The Senator says he does not know how much the Government paid for
is. Itnever paidacent. There wassimply a surrender of the improve-
ment as it stood, in a somewhat dilapidated state, it is true, but its
precise condition was known and reported by the official papers. Ohio
proposed to surrender the improvement by an act of the State Legis-
lature to the General Government, The General Government finally
agreed to accept it, and it was recommended by the Secretary of War,
and also by the officers of the Engineer Corps, and it was finally adopted

Congress.

Mr. TELLER. When was that done?

Mr. SHERMAN. Two years ago, I think. That is all there is
about it. It is true that when this work was taken possession of by the
General Government it was said some of the locks were insufficient,
some were not wide enoungh, in some cases the scales were out of order
and had to be rebuilt. I have no doubt that under the management
of Ohio they would have been continued withont rebuilding; but now
Colonel Merrill recommends that one of the locks be rebuilt and the
other largely repaired. I think if we had the management of it in
Ohio we would not do anything of the kind, but would bear it and get
along; but the Engineer Corps, having charge of it, naturally want good
work instead of poor work.

Here is an appropriation of $102,000 to fix the locks. Suppose it
should eost $200,000 to give the people of that beautiful valley, where
they are now celebrating their one hundred years of national birth, a
complete improvement of this river, is there any injustice in that when
the very rivers all around and about, the Wabash and the Illinois and
the Kanawha and the Kentucky and the Tennessee and every river in
every State all around, are being improved by the National Govern-
ment? Is it nnreasonable that the Government shonld assume the
management and care of thisimprovement,which cost the people of the
State of Ohio $2,000,000 ?

I do not think there is any ground of complaint on the part of the
Senator from Vermont as to the particular amendment in view. I
think myself that amendment ought to be disagreed to, because, as
the engineers recommend the improvement of these two locks alone,
leaving the general repairs to be managed as heretofore out of a gen-
eral fund for that purpose, I think it is better to take their report just
as they had it

I am told that one of my colleagnes i the other House, probably on
representations made to the committee, had this amendment put on.
If that is so, I am perfectly willing to let it remain on and let the mat-
ter go to a conference, or let it be stricken off, whichever is deemed

pmh?:r VEST. That is the fact.

Mr. SHERMAN. He thinks there is no provision made for repairs,
There is, however, provision made for repairs generally. Colonel Mer-
1ill in a letter wh:cll)m I handed to the Senator from Maine, and it is on
his desk, I suppose, says expressly that it is necessary to have the
amendment made for that purpose, and he thought it had better be
made.

Mr, VEST. The amendment can not do any harm.

Mr, SHERMAN. I say I have noohjection to its being on or off, as
the Senate please.

Mr. VEST. I want tosay a word in regard to thisitem in the river
and harbor bill.

No one in the Senate hasamy right to complain of this appropriation
after the action of the Senate two years ago. We proposed then if the
Btate of Ohio would transfer her improvement of the Muskingum
River to the Government of the United States to keep it in repair.
The House bill came to us with that provision in it, and the Commit-
tee on Commerce of the Senate reported against it, and the Senator
from Ohio moved to disagree to the action of the committee of the Sen-
ate, and succeeded by one vote in reversing our action. The whole
matter was debated here, and if I am not mistaken the Senator from
Vermont voted with the Senator from Ohio.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not much. I resisted it all in my power.

Mr, VEST. I begtheSenator’s pardon. I know that the committee
was beaten by one majority. Iobjected to it in committee and in the
Senate. I did not think the great State of Ohio ought to place this
improvement on the General Government after it had allowed this
work to go into a condition of ruin for want of repairs; but it was done
by the Senate and this is the logical result, and no man has a right to
complain of it. I told the Senate then, and other Senators told the
Senate, what would be the result; that the next thing the State of
Ohio would come here, or rather, the Engineer Bureau in charge of the

work, would come and say, ‘“ We require now several hundred thou-
sand dollars to put this work in a fit condition;”’ and it has come to

pa%:letl the State of Kentucky, that dces not owea dollar in the world,
whaose credit is as good as that of any other State or the United States,
put one of her internal improvements on the General Governmént, and
now I understand there is a proposition to take the Licking River and
the Green River improvements. I have objected to the whole thing.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Licking is not here.

Mr. VEST. But Green River is in the bill. After the Senate de-
termined deliberately that they would take this work off the hands of
the State of Ohio they can make no discrimination against any other
State. I wasopposed to thesystem ; Iam opposed toitnow. I fonght
it from 1877, but was beaten in the Senate; and I simply rise now to
say that weare plucking the fruit from the tree we planted two years ago.

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I have not examined the report of
the engineers on this matter, for it is not before me. There seems to
be an instruction in the report of the committee on the provisions of
the bill. The report of the committee is in favor of an appropriation
of $60,000 *“for ice harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum River, Ohio,’’
for the completion of that work. The provision is—

Improving Muskingum River, Ohio: Forthe construction of alock at Taylors-

ville and the reconstruction of a lock at Zanesville, and other necessary re-
}lmlm to locks and dams on said river, pursuant to the report of the engineers,

I suppose this is questionable, of course, but it is not apparent on
looking at the report of the committee and the provisions of the bill.
I suppose some member of the committee will tell us why the report
is one thing and the provision of the bill another. But that is not the
main guestion to which I rise now.

Mr. COKE. Perhaps my colleague will allow me to call his atten-
tion to page 147 of the report of the committee, where this item appears:

Muskingum River.—Improving Muskingum River,Ohio: For the construction
of a lock at Taylorsville and the reconstruction of the lock at Zanesville, and
other necessary repairs to locks and dams on said river, pursuant to the report
of the engineers, $102,000.

Mr. DOLPH. TheSenator from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN] will find that
there are two items. He has referred to the report relating to one
while Le is looking at the provision of the bill in regard to the other.

Mr. REAGAN. I saw it in the report in the first place, but the in-
dex does not indicate a reference to the report to which my attention
is now called.

But, Mr. President, if we intend to pursue the policy of improving
the navigable waters of the United States, it seems to me that it is es-
sential for the present that until we can improve the open navigation
of the country we should not be expending the public revenues on very
costly works on small and unimportant streams.

The canal at Des Moines Ilapids was one connecting the waters of
the Upper and Lower Mississippi, connecting the open water way of a
great stream. The canal at the Mussel Shoals, on the Tennessee Rtiver,
was of a like character. So the locks and dams at Sault Ste. Marie
connected the lakes, connected great hodies of navigable water where
there were large amounts of commerce. There could be no objection
toworks of that kind, because of the great amount of commerce which
they facilitated and aided.

But if we go on making slack-water navigation on the small and un-
important streains of the country, our river and harbor improvement
system must break down, for the revenues of the country will not per-
mit of providing slack-water navigation on all the unimportant streams
of the United States. When I say ‘‘unimportant’’ I do not mean
those without commerce and wholly nunimportant, but I mean those
comparatively nnimportant, because they are small streams and be-
cause of the large amounts of money required to improve them.

I have resisted from year to year for twelve or more years the effort
to take local streams and expend large sums of money in building
slack-water navigation upon them, and I have done it because I am a
friend to the river and harbor bill, and a friend to the improvement of
the water navigation of the country as one of the great aids of com-
meree, and to the development of the wealth and resources of the coun-
try.
We had as well consider the point. I do not know butthat we have
gone too fast and too far, and that the work of improving the water
ways of the country is to be wrecked upon this idea of improvingsmall
streams at very great expense. We commenced on the Kanawha River
and improved that for 96 milesat an expense of some $4, 000,000, I think.
We have got the Kentucky River on our hands, and we have got a num-
ber of other rivers on onr hands, and we are spending hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars to improve streams with sinall commerce. I do not
mean to say that the Kanawha River is a stream with very small com-
merce, because its peculiar situation gives it a very considerable com-
merce. But going over the list we find that weare providing for slack-
water navigation at great cost to the Government on streams that have
but little commerce. We are expending money on streams and com-
munities the expenditures on which may benefit the localities and the
people residing about them much more than they benefit the general
commerce of the country.

1 recognize the right of Congress, the power and the duty of Con-
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gress to gmprove the navigable waters of the country that are under

the jurisdiction of the Federal Government; that is, those streams on
which commierce is borne that goes by continuous navigation by water
to other States and to foreign countries, but I do not recognize the right
of Congress te make merely local improvements,

I am not so much disposed now to discuss the question of power as
to discuss the question of the policy of breaking down the river and

“harbor bill by putting npon it slack-water navigation, taking money
away from improving the great water ways of the country, the open
navigation of the country, in order to make local improvements by
slack-water navigation. Senators might as well understand that if we
go on with slack-water navigation the country will call a halt, and it
will be the defeat of river and harbor bills for the improvement of the
mn navigation of the conntry.

I simply rose to renew here the protest I have made from year to
{ea.r for twelve or fourteen years against slack-water navigation and
ocal improvements merely at the expense of the great system of the
improvement of the water ways of the country.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gquestion ison the amendment
of the Committee on Commerce in lines 1201 and 1202.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent to return to page 9, line
196. The last word there ‘*1881 " should be **1871,”" as appears from
a letter in my possession from the chairman of the House Committee on
Rivers and Harbors, The bill adopts the later plan of improvement,
which it was not the intention to adopt.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon asks unani-
mous consent to return to line 196, on page 9, and proposes the amend-
ment which will be stated.

The Caier CLERK. On page 9, line 196, before the word ‘*one,”’ it
is proposed to strike ount *‘eighty’’ and insert ‘‘seventy;’’ so as to
Tead:

' Improving harbor at New Ilochelle, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, the
balance remainin:z on hand from former appropriations to be expended in pur-
suance of the project adopted in 1871,

Mr. EDMUNDS. Saving objection, I ask the Senator to explain
how much is **the balance remaining on hand from former appropria-
tions ’’ which is here authorized *‘ to be expended.”’

Mr. DOLPH. [ suppose it is $3,000. There are two surveys, one
of 1871 and one of 1841. It was not the intention of the committee to
adopt the latter and more expensive one, but to compel the applieation
of the money to the former one.

Mr. EDMUNDS, The phraseology is such as to cover every unex-
pended balance of any former appropriation made at any time, and it
would be interesting to know how much, taking all of those for twenty
years past, they would all foot up. It is not confined to the balance
remaining under the last appropriation bill, but the balance of all
former appropriations.

Mr. DOLPH. But the final balance of all previous appropriations
is shown by the manner in which these accounts are made up by local
engineers.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do not river and harbor appropriations everlapse?

Mr. DOLPH. They do not lapse. They are continuing appropria-
t!‘ons. Therefore the balance in the report this year is the balance of
all time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to considering this
amendment? If there be none, the question is on the adoption of the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLen].

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to the end of the
following clanse, from line 1219 to line 1221 of section 1:

But nothing in this act shall e construed to affect any vested right, if such
there be, of auy lessee of water-power on said river,

Mr. REAGAN. I had looked at the clanse, but had not at first no-
ticed the fact that we are undertaking to make water-power and peddle
it ont to private parties in the name of improving the navigable waters
of this country. We propose to create water-power by the Federal Gov-
ernment and peddle 1t out to those' who may need it for private pur-

Surely the Senate will not go into such a measure as that.

Not only is this a local improvement, but we abandon the idea that
it is purely for the purpose of accommodating the commerce of the
country and make the Government a corporation to provide and peddle
out water-power for private millers and manufacturers! I trust the
Senate will vote this clause ont. Surely we do not mean to go on with
this. I have on a former occasion referred to a case where the Govern-
ment paid about $2,000,000 to make water-power for private purposes,
and I hope we shall stop nuw.

Mr. DOLPH. The United States are not proposing to create any
water-power. The State of Ohio by the improvement of the Muskin-
gum River did create water-power which is incidental to navigation.

‘When that was turned over by the Btate the river with its improve-
ments was turned over. There is a water-power which now belongs
to the United States, and onght to be utilized. There is no improve- |
ment being made for the purpose of creating water-power, but the

water-power was created by the State in the improvement of "the riv er, |

and this simply anthorizes the Secretary of War to do what was pre-
viously done by the State of Ohio.

Mr. REAGAN. I understand that; but this clause provides an ap-
propriation for the improvement of the Muskingum River. It appro-
priates money for that purpose. It creates water-power by that appro-
priation, and then the Secretary of War, if I can understand it, is an-
thorized to peddle out that water-power to private parties,

Mr. VEST. But we do not create the water-power. It is there
and must be used by somebody. 1 snbmit to my friend from Texas
that if we do not do this, what are we to do? The State of Ohio has
been leasing out this water power. We have obtained the whole sys-
tem from beginning to end. We have not created it. We found it
there, and having got it, I want to save what we can ont of it.

Mr. REAGAN. I confess I am surprised that the Senator from Mis-
sonri should undertake to defend a measure like this. What power
have we to peddle out water? We claim the power and we have the
power to improve the navigable water ways of the United States in or-
der to benefit commerce, but where we derive the power here asserted,
whether by the direct assertion of the fact or as trusiee of the State of
Ohio, to peddle water for private purposes, I do not know, and I think
any gentleman will find it very difficult to derive that power from the
Constitution of the United States.

Mr. VEST. Where do you find the power in Congress to dispose of
any public property ?

Mr. REAGAN, That is incident to the control of the property that
the Constitution authorizes the Government to acquire. There are
kinds of property that we have the right to acquire, public buildings,
etc., and when wehave that property which we have a lawfol right to ac-
qunire, and find that we have no further use for it, we may dispose of it
as a matter of necessity. Indeed, in that case it is a necessity that it
shall be disposed of for the public good. But that is a very different
question from the one of creating property for the purpose of peddling
it out to private parties.

Mr. VEST. We did not ereate this water-power; we found it.

Mr. REAGAN. I understand there were locks and dams there
erected by the State of Ohio at an expenditure of hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars, and when the work was turned over to the General
Government the water-power went to the Federal Government. The
property was taken on the idea of providing slack-water navigation to
benefit the commerce that passes over the Muskingnm River, and now
we are asked to sanction a proposition to grant leases and licenses of
the water-power on that river. I protest, sir, that it has no constita-
tional warrant, that it is wrong in principle, that it is an assumption
of power that in the better days of this Republie no one would have
dreamed of assuming.

Mr. DOLPH. This item has been passed by the Senate and the
Scnate has proceeded to consider another item of appropriation. If it
were not for snggestions made in regard to this improvement which I
think ought to be answered, I would nut say a word.

I consider the Muskingnm River quite as important to navigation as
many of the other rivers the improvement of which has been provided
for by Congress and which are provided for in this bill. I consider it
quite as important as some of the appropriations for the works which
are appropriated for in the Senator’s own State. I find by reference to
the report that—

The Muskingum flows throngh a rich valley, furnishing a large amount of
commerce. Along and accessible to the river are impnmnt deposits of ooal.
#alt, natural gas, oil, and cement. The total for
about 60 miles in length, with an average width of 5 miles on each side of the
river. With improved navigation a large increase of business would undoubt-
edly bs developed,

Here is a river 60 miles in length going into the Ohio and tributary
to the Mississippi River, and the commerce of which is wibutary to the

reat bulk of commerce that flows throngh the M ssissippi River. The

umption is in favor of the importance of the improvement, because
the State of Ohio undertook out of the State treasury to make the im-
provement at a time when, as has been stated, the United States was
not making appropriations for such improvements, and that State ex-
pended a large amount of money on it. Having done that, and the
General Government having improved other rivers of a similar char-
acter throughout the country, the State ¢f Ohio turned over the Musk-
ingum to the United States without payment for what had been ex-
pended by the State.

It is true that there are some locks nupon the river, but similar im-
provements are made on other rivers where there are rapids or other
obstructions to navigation which require locks to make the navigation
continuous. The United States found these locks with a surplus of
water, and that is all there is of the case. The improvement was made
for the purpose of improving navigation. The locks were constructed

for that purpose. We found the navigation improved, the locks there,
the surplus water there, which must either run to waste or be appro-
priated by some individnals, as is snggested by the Senator from Mis-
souri, without payment. The United States simply uses this property,
which now is its own by virtue of the act of Congress and the act of
the Ohio Legislature, as it uses any other publie propsrty.

I can not see that there is any constitutional question involved, nor
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can I see that the suggestions of the Senator from Texas concerning the
character of this improvement are really supported by the facts of the
case. -

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL.

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the
House of Representatives concurring insome and non-concurringin other
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropria-
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov-
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur-

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments
disa to by the House of Representatives.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear the amendments that the
House disagreed to read, so that we may know what they are.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments to which the House
disagreed to will be read. :

The Chief Clerk read from the message of the House of Representa-
tives as follows:

The House of Representatives non-concur in the amendments of the Senate:

0. 1, page 1, line 12, strike out all after **and,” where it occurs the first time,

down to and including * eighty,’ line 13, and insert ** §22,027.30,"

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator please explain what that means?

Mr. ALLISON. Is there a copy of the printed bill at the desk?

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the request. It is impossible to un-
derstand what all these numbers mean.

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator withdraw his request?

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw my request to have the amendments

Tead.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Towa moves that
the Senate insist on its amendments disagreed to by the House of Rep-
resentatives.

The motion was agreed to.

MARTHA F. WOODRUM.
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendment of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to Martha
F. Woodrum, widow of James Woodrum, demsnﬂfhm-lng met, after a full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recomiend to their respect-
ive Houses as follows :

That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and
agree to the saune.
C. K. DAYVIS,

JOHN H. MITCHELL,
D. TURPIE,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

THOS. I, THOMPSON,
J. LOGAN CHIPMAN,
W. GODFREY HUNTER,
Managers on the part of the House,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not see that any ac-
tion is required by the Senate on this conference report. It will be
placed on file.

RIVER AND ITARBOR DILL.

The Senate, as in Commiitee of the Whole, resumed the considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the construction,
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors,
and for other purposes.

Mr. FRYE. One word of explanation as to the Muskingum River
lenses. I have a letter from Colonel Merrill, the engineer in charge, in
which he says:

The Secretary of War doubts his authority to grant leases of water-power on
the Muskingum River, notwithstanding the fact that such leases were always
granted by the State of Ohio, and that when the United States took charge of
the river it was generally understood that no change would be made in the
fime-honored policy of permitting the surplus water to be used for manufactur-
ing purposes. ji.) ®

It therefore seems necessary that Congress should distinetly authorize the
Secretary of War to grant leases for water-power and the necessary land for
mill sites ; and to this effect I would snggest that the following clause be added
to the river and harbor bill now pending :

And that is the clause which was added.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 1236, before the word
“ thousand,’’ to strike ont ‘‘fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘seventv-five;’ and in
the same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ to strike out ‘“a’’ and insert

‘“all or any;"’ so as to make the clause read:

Improving St. Clair Flats Shi al, Michigan : Continuing improvement,
£75,000; all or w rtion of which may, in the discretion of the engineer, be
expended in d ng Grosse Pointe Channel.

The amendment was agreed to. . X

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to give notice that when the bill comes into
the Senate I shall ask a vote of the Senate—I do not care to call for a
division now, as we may not have a quornm—on the clause from line
1199 to line 1218, inclusive, relative to leases, etc., on the Muskingnm

Ver.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is now being read for the
consideration of amendments proposed by the Committee on Commerce.
It will be in order, after those amendments have been acted on, to
move to further amend the bill in Committee of the Whole,

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to the clause on
line 1239 to line 1241, as follows:

Improving 8t. Mary's River, at the Falls, Michigan: Continuing improvement
on new lock, dam, and approaches, §1,000,000.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like a little explanation of that item in
connection with the item at the top of the same page. This appro-
priates a million dollars for *‘ improving 8t. Mary's River, at the IFalls,
Michigan.”” In lines 1224 to 1229, inclusive, is this paragraph:

Improving Hay Lake Channel, Michigan : Oontinujnﬁ'im rovement, §500,000:
Provided, That any portion or all of this sum may, in the retion of the Sec-
retary of War, be used in the work at the falls of the St, Mary’s River, in addi-
tion to the specific appropriations herein made for the latter,

I see in looking at the engineer’s report that the Hay Lake Channel,
as it is called, was an invention of the former river and harbor bill for
building a new line there to shorten the distance and get out of the
St. Mary’s River proper, and to thus improve the commercial facilities
there, and a great deal of money has been appropriated and expended
for that purpose. Now, it would appear from this bill as it came from
the House that it has not been thought important to appropriate any
meney definitely and positively to go on with the Hay Lake Channel
business, which apparently is to be thrown up if the Secretary of War
chooses to take all the money, leaving none for Hay Lake Channel,
and apply it at the Falls, which is entirely a different work. I shounld
like to have an explanation about that; whether it has been found that
Hay Lake Channel is so nnimportant or so impracticable in the way of
building a ship route that way that we are going to gradually edge out
of that business by this double appropriation for St. Mary’s Falls; or
what it does mean ?

Mr. SAWYER. I do not think that the engineers have abandoned
the Hay Lake Channel by any means, because it is very important,
but the canal at the end of Lake Superior is locked by some of the
hest locks in the world probably, and they are not sufficient to do the
business of the outlet of Lake Superior, The object is to allow
the engineers, if they do not need the money for Hay Lake Channel,
to go on and get out the stone and gebt ready for the new lock at the
Falls. That lock will cost fonr or five million dollars. It would be
a great deal cheaper to the Government to make the whole appropria-
tion for that lock at once.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand that. I am not eriticising or con-
demning whatever is thought necessary and the doing of it as fast as it
can possibly be done, to enlarge the locks at Sf. Mary’s Falls. That is
one thing; but here I find that in former appropriation bills we have
gone into a project, as this bill is so fond of calling it, of making the
Hay Lake Channel, which is an entirely different thing, which is said
to shorten the distance 11 miles and be a great thing when itis done, and
we have made appropriations and money has been expended ad libitum,
and, as I see by the report, they are substantially out of money now
at the Hay Lake Channel. This bill ap to give the Hay Lake
Channel the go-by entirely by allowing the Secretary of War to stop
entirely on that channel and to devote that $500,000 to thelocks. Why
not, if a million and a half is needed to go on with the locks this year,
give it in this item and either leave out Hay Lake Channel entirely as
a useful performance any more, as one which has been found to be im-
practicable, or appropriate the money which the reportof the engineers
seems to show ought to be appropriated to carry iton? Why is Hay
Lake Channel made the scapegoat to carry $500,000 to St. Mary’s
Falls—it never yet carried anything else to be sure—and Ieft dry and
desolate without any appropriation ?

Mr. SAWYER. I think the Senator is mistaken about Hay Lake
Channel not demanding money or not being of importance, because the
other channel is avery crooked one. It may save more than 11 miles.
The lock is of main importance, and that ought to go on. If they do
not want to use all of the appropriation for Hay Lake Channel, they
can use part of it to get stone out for the new lock. I think myself 1t
is as well to have that provision in.

Mr. DOLPH. This isa very important improvement. I am told
that the commerce passing through this lock at St. Mary’s Riveris very
large. ’
rlf’[r. EDMUNDS. It certainly is.

Mr. DOLPH. It is larger thanthe commerce of the Suez Canal and

r than the foreign commerce of the city of New York.

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is undoubtedly very large.

Mr. DOLPH. In 1886 Congress determined that the capacity of the
present locks was not sufficient to accommodate the commerce, or will
not be long before anotherlock can be completed. Besides that, if any-
thing should happen to the present lock so that it could not be operated
for a time the whole commerce would be obstructed at this point. The
engineer says in regard to the necessary appropriation for the lock:

The uﬁmgule, then, of the funds which should be made available as soon as
practicable is 2,235 875, Whilst any reduction of this amount would be a cause
of great regret, yet, if it should be deemed necessary to make a reduction, the
best way to do so would be to omit the $1,225 000 for masonry of lock-walls. On
no account should the remainder (§!,010,875) be reduced, nor should the appro-
priation in that case be trammeled with any condition requiring more than the

excavation of the lock-pit and building the culverts and lock-floor,
I understand the dredging of the Hay Lake Channel, which is to
shorten the distance and straighten the channel and make it navigable
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at night, is really a part of this general improvement, but as dredg-
ing can be made from year to year, and if not done this year possibly
can be done mext year before the completion of this lock, and as the
local engineer and the Chief of Engineers—becanse the committee had
several communieations on this subject from the Engineer Department—
recommend this appropriation as it is made, it was thought advisable
that there should be some fund appropriated by which in case of acci-
dent repairs could be made at this lock by which ent stone could be
provided for proceeding with the work another year. The other House
sent it to us in thisshape, an appropriation for the improvement of Hay
Lake Channel, dredging in Hay Lake Chanuel, and providing that any
part of the amount might be used, if fonnd necessary in the judgment
of the Chief of Engineers, upon this lock or cutting stone for the new
lock. .

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the Senator to say that thereis a
letter from the engineer or engineers recommending that this appropri-
ation for the Hay Lake Channel be applicable to the St. Mary’s Canal.
I should like to hear that letter, so as to understand the ground on
which the engineer puts it. Perhaps he will tell us something about
the Hay Lake affair.

Mr. DOLPH. T ask that this item be passed over, and we can re-
turn to it.

Mr. EDMUNDS, Itis in the text of the bill, so that the reading
can go on,

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Commeree was, in section 1, after the word *‘ Montello,*’
at the end of line 1261, to insert ‘‘ except as hereinafter provided;"’
and in line 1263, after the word *‘ dollars,’’ to insert:

Of this sum $5,000, or 8o much thereof as may be necessary, shall be used for
deepening the south outlet of Lake Winnebago, at Neenah, Wis,, so as to make
navigation practicable during low-water season; $6,000, or so much thereof as
may be necessary, shall be expended in constructing a levee at Portage, Wis.,
to prevent the overflow of the Wisconsin River into the Upper Fox River.

So as to make the clause read:

Improving Fox River, Wisconsin, below Montello, except as hereinafter pro-
vided: Continuing improvement, $100,000; of thissum £5,000, or so much thereof
as may be necessary, shall be used for deepening the south outlet of Lake Win-
nebago, at Neenah, Wis,, so as to make navigation practicable during low-
water season ; £6,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended
in constructing a levee at Portage, Wis., to prevent the overflow of the Wizcon-
ain River into the Upper Fox River.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear explained this matterof over-
flow. Wehave had some items in a previons part of the bill where the
river seemed to be destitute of water. Here we have a case where ap-
parently the river has too much water and we are going Lo keep it from
overflowing. I should like to understand what that really is, for in-
formation.

Mr. SAWYER. Does the Senator wish me to explain it now ?

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes,

Mr. SAWYER. The Wisconsin River rises very high. The Govern-
ment has improved directly opposite the portage, where there are some
islands, and blocked up the other side of the islands years ago to make
the river navigable. If it was not for that I suppose the river would
still be liable to overflow. The ground is low there for 2 miles.
They had to get out one hundred men there last spring in the time ot
high water. If the river overflows there, it overflows the whole coun-
try. The Wisconsin River is a very large and power{ul stream.. This
appropriation is intended to prevent it from destroying the works be-
low.

Mr. EDMUNDS. How far on the river is that?

Mr. SAWYER. About 2 miles, and the Fox River is some 8 feet
below the Wisconsin.

Mr. EDMUNDS. And the United States are to prevent the Wiscon-
sin River from flowing across these 2 miles of flat country, I suppose ?

Mr. SAWYER. Yes; itisa low country.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Going across from there to the other river?

Mr. SAWYER. Itflowed on the other side of the islands. You
have blocked up the other side of the islands, turning in a heavy vol-
ume of water on this bank. I think it is no more than just that we
should prevent the consequences of that.

Mr, EDMUNDS. I do not see anything in the report of the en-
gineers—very likely I have overlooked it—on the subject of improving
this river by preventing it, when there is a flood, from running over
these 2.miles of the beautiful lowlands of Wisconsin.

Mr. SAWYER. We have a report on the subject, but it isnot here
now.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishonld very much like to have that report read.

Mr. SAWYER. I will look it up.

Mr. EDMUNDS, TItisnotin theofficial reportssubmitted to Congress
by the Secretary of War, so far as I find, and there is no allusion to it.
However, as I said, it is, of course, useless to atlempt to resist any of
these amendments, but I have felt it my duty to call attention to
them.

The amendment was to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, after line 1271, to insert:

The sum of £5,000, approprinted by the river and harbor act of August 5
for a levee at Portage, Wis., shall be available for that
000, appropriated by the river and harbor act of July 5,
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taining a channel between De Pere and Green Bay, Wis,." shall be used, as soon
as practicable, on the Lower Fox River, in buoying, straiglitening, and deepen-
ing the channel of said river, between said cities, to a depth of not less than 12
feet at low-water mark, the measurement for such depth to be based upon the
lowest recorded stages of water heretofore found by United States governmental
surveys to have existed in Lake Michigan,

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the chairman of the commit-
tee if hewill kindly tell us what has become of the channel between
De Pere and Green Bay, Wis., from which we are to take this money
which was appropriated four years agoand putit down on to the Lower
Fox River?

Mr. SAWYER. No, we do not take that. We only make it avail-
able for this purpose.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The way it reads is:

The sum of §10,000, appropriated by the river and harbor act of July 5

*'to be used in maintaining a channel between De Pere and Green Bay.'\hs.,“
shall be used, as soon as practicable, on the Lower Fox River.

Mr. SAWYER. That is the same thing exactly.

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘What is the use of the reappropriation ?

Mr. BAWYER. Because the other appropriation provided that it
should be used to maintain a channel of 12 feet. The engineer said
there was a channel of 12 feet duriug a certain period of the year, and
consequently it could not be used. This is to have it used in boring.

Mr. EDMUNDS. They found that the appropriation for maintain-
ing the channel was unnecessary, then, as I understand.

Mr. SAWYER. Before they were to use it to maintain a channel of
12 feet, and they construed it to mean 12 feet at high water. Now we
want a channel of 12 feet at low water.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that recommended by the engineers?

Mr. SAWYER. 1 donot think it is in this report, but the local en-
gineer has stated that he would like to put it in that shape.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have his letter read.

Mr. SBAWYER. I have not got it here now, but I can get it.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Committee on Commerce.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the hill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 1286, before the word
‘‘thousand,” to strike out ““seven’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’ and after
““thousand '’ to strike out ‘‘five hundred;” so as to make the clause
read:

Improving 8t. Croix River, Wi
ment, $10,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1208, after the word
“ Vincennes,” to strike out ‘*‘Continning improvement, including the
work at or near Grayville, $60,000" and insert ‘‘Continuing the work
on lock and dam at Grand Rapids, near Mount Carmel, I1l., $50,000,
and for continuing improvements, including the work at or near Gray-
ville, $10,000;" so as to make the clause read:

Improving Wabash River, Indiana and Illinois, below Vincennes: Contin-
uing the work on lock and dam at Grand Rapids, near Mount Carmel, 111,
£50,000; and for continuing improvements, including the work at or near Gray-
ville, $10,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1311, before the word
‘‘ one-half,”’ to insert *‘ two and;’ and after *‘ one-half,” to strike out
**mile’ and insert *‘ miles;’’ =0 as to make the clause read:

Improving Calumet River, Illinois and Indiana: Continuing improvement,
£50,000, of which §15,000 is to be used in improving the river above ll‘:e Forks to
2} miles east of Hammond, and £35 000 for the improvement of the river be-
tween its mouth and One hundred and eighth street,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1322, at the end of the
clause appropriating $200,000 for ** Improving Illinois River, Illinois:
Continuing improvement,’’ to add:

And for the purpose of securing a continuous navigable water way between
Lake Michigan and the Mississippi River, having capacity and facilities adequate
for the passage of the largest Mississippi River steam-boats, and of naval vessels
suitable for defense in time of war, the Secretary of War is authorized and di-
rected to canse to be made the&:mper SUrveys, &!ans. and estimates for a chan-
nel improvement and locks and dams in the beds of the Illinois and Desplaines
Rivers from La Salle to Lockport, =0 as to })rovide a navigable water way, not
less than 160 feet wide and not less than 14 feet deep, and to have surveyved and
located a channel from Lockport to Lake Michigan, at or near the city of Chi-
cago, such channel to be suitable for the purposes aforezsaid, and capable of ear-
rying not less than 600,000 cubic feet of water per minute, lowing at the rate of
2 miles per hour; the necessary expenses of such surveys, estimates, plans, and
location to be paid out of the sum herein appropriated for the improvement of
the Illinois River.

Mr. SHERMAN. That amendment ought to be considered in con-
nection with the next paragraph. It is a part of the same thing.

Mr. FRYE. Itis hardly a part of the same thing. The people who
are in favor of this project are antagonistic somewhat to the other pro-
vision, Therewas a hearing before the committee touching this ques-
tion. They do not embrace in their scheme at all what is known as
the Hennepin scheme.

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that in the absence of the Senators from
Illinois this amendment ought not to be considered. It involves the
great question of the making of a canal from Lake Michigan to the
head waters of the Illinois River. Weought to understand before en-

in and Min ta: Continuing improve-
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tering upon that work the magnitude of it. I think myself the mat-
ter had better go over nntil the Senators from Illinois are here. Iam
disposed to be opposed to this proposition, but I do not like to oppose
it in the absence of those Senators.

Mr. FRYE. I am entirely willing to pass over these two items un-
til to-morrow; but I should not wish the river and harbor bill to go
into next week in order to await the return of the Senators from Illi-
nois, and I should hardly consent to any postponement if I was not
also myself opposed to both items. The twoitems may be passed over
for the present.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendments between
lines 1322 and 1357 will be passed over informally until the remainder
of the amendments of the Committee on Commerce have been acted
upon.

p“‘1:|‘h:'.l reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Commeree was, in section 1, line 1381, before the word
““ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘* twénty-five ’’ and insert **fifteen;’’ soas
to make the clause read:

Foroperating snag-boats and dredge-boats on Upper Mississippi River, §15,000,

Mr. DAVIS. I trust that amendment of the committee will not be
concurred in, and that the original amount as proposed by the House
may be restored. The report of the engineers on this subject, on page
1617, states:

By the actof August 5, 1896, §22,500 was appropriated for this special work.

- [ ] & 3 & & L]

It appears to be generally admitted that the preservation of the navigation
of the Upper Mississippi is a necessiiy in the interest of cheap freight rates and
for the geneﬁt of the general public; and, in considering the importance of
such work and the amount of good resulting therefrom, it seems proper to con-
sider nll freight affected by river compelition rather than the amount of freight
actuanlly carried on the river.

It is also stated that the amount of miscellaneous freight moved by
beats during the year 1886 was 337,713 tons. The report also states :

The work of the snag and dredge boats is an important one, furnishing im-
medinte results and benefiting especially present interests of navigation.

“I believe that permanent provision should be made for this work of snag-
ging, wrecking, tree cutting and pulling, clearing banks, finding and marking
new channels, making surveys, soundings, and examinations; assisting boats
in distress, watching and repairing existing improvements, investigating and
supervising work on bridges, col?eu&ing physical data and statistics ofg com-
::ﬁ;cc talg:‘l .pnvigation, and, in general, facilitating and reducing expenses of

Tou;.r-allrry on this work properiy, including the operation of n dredge, would
cost appro. Iy §30,000 per year,

That I take to be the recommendation of the Board of Engineers
upon the subject. The House of Representatives proposed to give
$25,000 for that purpose. The Senate committee purposes to give but
$15,000. I am not advised upon what gronnd, except a very general
one, the reduction has been attempted. The work isof exceeding im-

rtance, covering the whole reach of river, I think, from Des Moines
gs)lpids to St. Paunl.

Mr. FRYE. My recollection is that there was an appropriation of a
less sum than that made about three years ago, and that it was notall
used. The Government owns the snag-boats there, and there was a
balance left; and there is to-day a balance left of a former appropria-
tion. It was found by the committee on investigating the matter that
$15,000 is all that will be required for the use of snag-boats on that
reach.

Mr. DAVIS. I have here the letter of the Secretary of War and the
table. Ishall be very much surprised if the Senator is correct in his
recollection.

Mr. FRYE. I must be correct in the recollection.

Mr. DAVIS., See if yon can find any excess of appropriation stated
in this report. I do not think there is any.

Mr. FRYE. There was a balance left on every appropriation for
the Upper Mississippi last year.

Mr. DAVIS. Ihaveithere. On the 1st of July, 18387, the amount
available from the appropriation of August 5, 1886, was §4,688.

Mr. FRYE. The other appropriation went over two years, and it
was a smaller appropriation than $25,000 considerably. The commit-
tee found that $15,000 would do everything that was required.

Mr. DAVIS. I can not deduce that from the official fiznres before
ns, The balance available is $4,688. The Board of Engineers recom-
mends $30,000 for this work. The House of Representatives proposed
to give $25,000, manifestly carrying the $4,588 to the credit of the fund
and taking it into allowance. The Senate committee now proposes to
reduce it to $15,000.

Mr. FRYE. The Senator must remember that the bill does not pre-
tend toappropriate anywhere near the sum which the engineers report.
We could not do it. It would make a bill of $50,000,000. Unless in
exceptional cases we have appropriated only half the amount which
the engineers report could be properly expended this year. The en-
gineers recommend that $30,000 be expended on this reach. One-
half of that is proposed to be appropriated by the committee, and there
is a balance of $4,000 and more left over from the last appropriation,

Mr. DAVIS. I understand perfectly well that it is not proposed to
appropriate all that the Board of Engineers recommend, but if by the
act of August 5, 1886, $22,500 was appropriated, and only $4,000 was

fiefh.wg can not see why the amount given by the House should be re-
uced.

Mr. FRYE. That appropriation lasted over two years.

Mr. DAVIS. Thisappropriation is to run two years, is it not ?

Mr. FRYE. Thatappropriation has lasted tothe present fime, nearly
three years.

Mr, DAVIS. Is not this appropriation to run two years?

Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly; but that appropriation of $22,500 has
run nearly three years, with 34,000 left over.

Mr. DAVIS. 1t seems to me that this proposed reduction isentirely
arbitrary. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Committee on Commerce.

The amendment was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H.

.

" Res. 187) to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern-

ment; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate,

The message also aonounced that the Honse had disagreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1508) to relieve certain
appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the
charge of desertion, asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BouTELLE, Mr. WISE,
and Mr. HERBERT managers at the conference on its part.

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATIONS.
Mr. HALE snbmitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the diaagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) * making appropriations
for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for tﬁe fiscal year
1889," having met, after full and fres conference have agreed to recommend and
do r d to tueir ive Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 17,22, 23, 24,25 and 31,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen-
ate numbered 1,2,3,4,5,6,7, 8, 10,11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20, 21, 26, 27, 28, 29, and 30, and
agree to the same.

That the House recede from itsdisagr t to the d tof the Senat
numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out
from said amendment the words “and consul-general ;" and the Senate agree
to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate
numbered 13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : Strike out
the sum named in said amendment and insert in lien thereof ** $378,500,” and
the Senate agree to the same.

As to amendment numbered 16, the committee of conferenca has been unable

to agree.
EUGENE HALE,
W. B. ALLISON,
JAS. B. BECK,
Managers on the part of the Senale,

PERREY BELMONT,

JAMES B. McCREARY,

WAL W. MORROW,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. HALE. The single point on which the conferees failed to agree
is amendment 16, which was reported, not upon the appropriation bill
from the Committee on Appropriations, but by the Committee on For-
eign Relations, and adopted on its motion by the Senate. I send that
amendment to the desk to be read, that the Senate may see what is
involved in it.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore.

The Secretary read as follows:

For salaries and expenses of a scientific commission of three persons, to con-
sist of one officer of the Army or Navy competent for such service, a geologist
and mineralogist, and a naturalist, to visit and report upon the commercial re-
sources of the Upper Congo Basin, its products, its minerals, its vegetable
wealth, the openings for American trade, and to colleet such information on
the subject of that country as shall be thought of interest to the United States,
§25,000; and the President may fix the salaries and compensation of the mem-
bers of this commission at such sum, not exceeding 000, as he may deem
proper; and said commission shall expire on the 30th day of June, 1859,

Mr. HALE. The conference commiftee came to adead-lock on this
proposition. The House conferees very strongly opposed it and declared
that from intimations which had been given when the bill was last be-
fure the House of Representatives it wounld be impossible for the House
to agree to the proposition. They would not consent to its remaining
in the bill, and insisted upon its going out.

The Senate conferees did not feel like yielding and receding and let-
ting the proposition go out, all the more because it had not been put
on originally by the Committee on Appropriations on examination and
investigation, but had been moved by the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions, which had given it its examination and consideration. The Sen-
ate had adopted the views of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and
therefore to a degree the Committee on Appropriations had not the re-
sponsibility of examining and deciding upon the measure.

So the Senate conferees did not feel like receding and letting this
proposition go out, but thought it wiser to report it to the Senate,
where the Committee on Foreign Relations, which had considered the
subject, could be heard upon the proposition, and then the Senate conld
decide whether it wounld insist farther npon the amendment and have
another conference appointed, or whether it would recede and let it go
out and allow the bill to go through without it.

The amendment will be read.
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I will take no more of the time of the Senate, becanse I know my
colleagne is anxious to go on with his bill, and this perhaps, so far as
the Committee on Foreign Relations is concerned, is a sufficient expla-
nation. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations [Mr.
SHERMAN] is present, and also the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep-
MUNDS], who took an interest in the subject.

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment proposed to establish and put on
foot a scientific expedition to the Congo country. It was agreed to
unanimously by the Committee on Foreign Relations, so far as I now
remember, without dissent. The importance of it was felt by every
member of that committee. .

The Congo country is the most interesting conntry now open for the
exploration and occupation of civilized nations. It isa country of vast
extent, of untold wealth, and of greater undeveloped resources than
any other portion of the world.

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoraAN] took a good deal of in-
terest in this subject, and I think first snggeswd this proposition. We
have had several bills before us in regard to the Congo country, one in
regard to the prohibition of the sale of intoxicating liguors in that
country, and there are varions other propositions affecting the settle-
ment of the country. We have had treaty relations, and have become

- a member of a community of nations, I may say, which have substan-
tial control of that country, headed by Belgium. It was deemed of
vital importance that we should take our share in the development
and occupation of that country by our commerce and our trade.

There is no doubt that if that country shounld be opened to civilized
nations the United States could send a great variety of raw material
there, its oils, its petrolenm, and largely agricultural implements and
coarse cotton goods. Being in a warm climate cotton goods would be
introduced probably in the first elements of their civilization, and they
wonld be largely manufactured in this country; and agricultural im-
plements, shovels, spades, hoes, and the like, and a great variety of ar-
ticles might be sent there if trade was opened.

At present we have no such relations there, and no such information
as will enable Congress to decide what onght tobedone. It was thought
that the cheapest and best way would be to send a h‘lg'hly intelligent
body of officers to explore the country, to report upon its resounrces,
upon the prospects of trade there, and then we should haveinformation
upon which we could legislate.

I can see noreason in the world why, if the Honse of Representatives
were as well informed upon the sabject as the Senate has been com-
pelled to be informed by engaging in treaty negotiations, the members
of the House would not ré.adily agree to the amendment if they exam-
ined the question.

I do not wish to say anythmg further about the matter. Although
I had no connection with the introduction of the original proposition
in regard to the Congo country, I have no dombt that this expendi-
ture would be a very important one, yielding very valuable results.

I should like to have theSenator from Alabama [Mr. MoRrGAN |, who
is more familiar with the subject, and to whom have been committed
various bills in relation to the Congo country, state his view of the
question.

Mr. MORGAN. 2Ir. President, the Government of the United States
was the first Government to take cognizance of the existence in the
Congo Basin of a form of government which, it is true, was very crude
and inefficient at first, by the recognition of the flag of that country as
one of the flags entitled to respect among the nations of the earth. I
think that many persons at the time supposed that that was rather a
vain essay in the direction of trying to build up a state out of some be-
nevolent enterprise on the part of scientific men and explorers: but
very soon the nations of Europe, I think twenty or twenty-one of them,
including the United States plenipotentiary at Brussels, called a con-
gress, and they did in regard to the Congo country, which had been ex-
plored by Mr. Stanley under American auspices, what had never before
been done with reference to any wild, savage country in the world.
They agreed upon a certain series of principles, I may call them, which
ranked with the principles of international law as applied to the Congo
Basin, under which these different governments engaged with each
other that there should spring up and be developed within that coun-
try whatever of civilization may take place there under mutual agree-
ments for the preservation of the peace and for the security of explorers
and persons engaged in traffic of every kind, and also under agreements
between themselves in regard to the tariff revenue, the taxation which
may be imposed upon the commerce of the world,

Our Government, falling back upon the ancient idea of keeping out
of entangling alliances with foreign powers, declined tobecome a party;
at least the President declined to recommend that the United States
should become a party to that convention, very much to my régret. I
think the convention was not properly understood, because at first we
had a mistranslation of it, which the honorable Mr. Kasson kindly
consented, under a resolution of the Senate, to correct. In my opin-
ion we onght to have become a party to that convention.

I think that the Government of the United States, without reference
toany other [act in connection with the proper develcpment of the Congo
country, owes a very peculiar duty to that country. We have here a
large mass of population, brought to us in slavery, who have become

comparatively a very enlightened people, certainly the most enlight- .
ened large body of negro population which ever existed in the world
anywhere. They are progressive; they are industrious; they are in-
telligent. They haveideas of government the same that we have; they
have a very good understanding of it, and they participate with us in
the administration of jhe affairs of this Government.

Many of those people have grown up to wealth in the Southern States;
they command large amonnts of capital which they have treasured up.
Many of them have enterprise; they have sagacity; but we do not find
them taking hold of American institutions. I dv not suppose there is
a negro bank president in the United States. There is no negro presi-
dent of a railroad company in the United States. There is no negro
president of any large corporation unless it may be some benevolent or
eleemosynary establishment of their own. They do not cateh hold of
those enterprises which are calculated to develop wealth, and to develop
genins and talent and to increase and improve the experience of men
in this country, and I do not think they will in a great many years to
come do these things

In the basin of the Congo there is nnquestionably, from Stanley
Pool away out to the eastern lakes which supply the waters of the
Congo River, a very vast expanse of country that even in its native
condition furnishes an immense freasure to commerce. They have
native productions there which have only to be encouraged by the ne-
groes who inhabit those wilds, as I call them, to be very useful in com-
merce; among others, India rubber and the palm-nut, which yields a
very valuable oil, sugar-cane, bananas, and a great many products, and
ivory of course, which is collected from the herds of elephants that
have heretofore been found in that region of the world; and the ca-
pacity for the improvement of agriculture and for the development of
mines in that country is something that is said by travelers to be very
extraordinary.

Following up this very rapid and peculiar and wonderful develop-
ment of research and of political organization in that country, this
Government at the very outset sent out a gentleman, Mr. Tisdel, who
failed in his health there, as a great many people do who go out there,
and who came back with a report which, while it was to some extent
satisfactory, did not really go beyond Stanley Pool. He confined his
operations to the Lower Congo River and to that intermediate Lelt of
country which is occupied by rapids between Vivi and Stanley Pool,
so that his explorations were not of very much consequence. Then the
Navy Department sent out Lieutenant Taunt. He made a report,
which was printed by order of the Senate during the last Congress,
that is very interesting indeed. It gives an idea, it is true not a very
particular 1dea, but at the same time one that is reliable, I have no
doubt, which provokes the imagination in respect to that country in a
very extraordinary degree. I do not know that I ever read a synopsis
or skeleton description of a country that seemed to contain more of
interest than is disclosed in the little brief report of Lientenant Taunt.

Now I thought, and the Committee on Foreign Relations thought,
that it was a proper thing for us to do to send out a scientific mission
there. For what purpose? Not merely for the purpose of writing
hooks or gaining information that might be merely for the moment
interesting to read, but to lay down the foundation facts upon which
commerce can be established between this country and that.

It occurs to me that if there is a country in the world that is open
to the enterprise of the negro race, it must be the great valley of the
Congo. We ought not to shut the doors to such an enterprise as that.
We ought to encourage it. If these people can notattain to the highest
reach and power and civil capacity of every kind in our midst, do we
not owe them the duty, having brought them as slaves from that
country, to open the gates of Africa to them, so that they may go back
and traffic with their own people and promote commerce in the midst
of the African population? Have they not a better natural right to
reap the wealth of Africa than any cther race of people in the world ?

I should be delighted to see a line of steamers between Charleston
and New Orleans and the mouth of the Congo River. I think it ought
to engage the attention and interest of every American citizen, and
especially of gentlemen from the South. I feel like throwing open
every door of opportunity to these people, and as we know that the
customs and usages of society and the prejudices of race close the ave-
nues to these people in this conntry, if they are closed here I want them
Ep;xllcd for them abroad. It seems to me that that is a most inviting

eld.

This may all turn out to be a mere romance, a mere effort of the
imagination to grasp something beneficial for the negro race, but it
does nof seem so to me. I think there are great, substantial, material
advantages in that Congo country which the African pepulation of
this country, encouraged by us, can lay their hands upon, and I would
give them by the legislation of Congress peculiar privileges in the or-
ganization of commerce and in the running of their ships for the pur-
pose of engaging in that commerce,

We may say what we like about it, but after all, ** blood is thicker
than water,’’ according to the celebrated axiom; and I would say that
if a Congo negro who wanted to furnish traffic of any kind found the
money and the capacity for trade in the hands of an American negro,
he would prefer him to a white man to frade with. I should think
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go. I believe that these people would enter the Congo country with
a masterful advantage, growing out of race prejudice and race affilia-
tion, over any other race of men who might trade there.

There is more than that in it, Mr. President. Slavery has been abol-
ished in Brazil; it has been abolished practically in Cuba and various
other countries; but still we know, according to the report of Mr. Taunt
and the report of all others who visit that coast, that the Portuguese
and a great many other people in the world to-day carry on a slave-
trade upon the coast of Africa. It is not as high a classof trade as the
old cooly trade from China. They make some little promise that the
negro himself does not understand when he finds himself in the hands
of the slave-catcher in the interior, that they will carry him off to some
island or tosome coast and keep him for so many years and return him
to his native land with a certain amount of calico or wtton or the like
of that; but the man never gets back.

I think that the United States Government owes it to itself, it owes
it to its traditions, it owes it to its treaties, it owes it to its own char-
acterin every respect, that it should be looking into that country and

what is gmng on there. So I thought it was right for usto send
out t.ﬁm commission, and I can not understand what itis that prevents
it from being carried into effect after the Senate has voted it, unless it
may be an impression on the part of the House of Representatives that
it is a matter of no consequence. But the slightest study of this ques-
tion ought to convince gentlemen, it seems to me, that this is a matter
of very serious consequence, of real importance, and that it involves on
our part the performance of a duty which is of a very high and a very
delicate character. "

Mr. HALE. Tam entirely willing to take the sense of the Senate
as to what course shall be pursued by the conferees. Unless some other
Senator desires to discuss the subject, without trenching upon the time
of my colleague, who is in charge of the river and harbor bill, I move
that the Senate further insist upon its sixteenth amendment.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I should like to say a word. Ican
not help feeling very great regret that the House conferees have had
any hesitation whatever upon this subject. This Congo country, now
8o recently opened to the gaze of white men and to some understanding
of what it contains, is, so far as we know, one of the most fertile coun-
tries that exist on the face of the globe. It abounds in every species
of tropical production, palm-oil and the oil of the other trees that go
into commerce—I have forgotten the names of them-—ivory, spices, In-
dia rubber, and so on. To make it very brief, the whole resources of
tropical nature are in the fullest exertion there in producing the things
that are convenient for the welfare of man. The population is very
numerons, of course of uncultivated and comparatively wild and sav-
age black men.

Under the auspices of the United States as the real aider of the Bel-
gians in the enterprise (the United States being the first to recognize
the national existence of the independent state of Congo, which has
been formed there by the leading chiefs) Congo has got an attitude
among the European nations and really with us, although we were not
a party to the convention which regunlated how the European nations
should act in their trade there. But it has hecome opened to the oper-
ations of civilized commerce, and Germany, Great Britain, France, Italy,
and other nations are looking to that country and are now engaged
in facilitating commercial intercourse there for the benefit of their own
people in the way of trade, to get rid of the surplus products of the in-
dustry of their nations, which I think is a very good thing for them
to do.

It is proposed by the House of Representatives that we shall really
stand idly by, or stand back, unwilling to afford our citizens, by anex-
amination and investigation of that country, information about it as to
what objects and subjects of our industry can best find a market there,
and what products we can get in return, and to make our people familiar
with the resources of the country and opportunities for trade there.
It is proposed that we shall stand idly by and see our European rivals,
with the friendly antagonisms of commerce and production, absorb the
whole of that new field which is opened to commerce and the produc-
tions of men. I donot like it.

The United States has too long occupied the attitnde of standing
gilently and idly by and seeing our rivals, in what I think I have prop-
erly characterized as the commercial antagonisms and competitions or
the world, cover the globe. Wherever the morning birds sing to the
rising sun, those nations, Germany, Great Britain, and France, have
been pushing their enterprises to every continent and to every island
for the purpose not of gaining the political control of the world but of
gaining the control of its trade, to find outlets for their productions,
and thus increase the wealth of their people, while we stand dumb and
silent, incapable of managing to consume our own produets (as of conrse
we can not, our people are so induostrious and our resources are so
great), and wonder why it is that our farm produects do not bring more,
that our manufacturing produets do not bring more, and that there is
always a surplus, like the boy at the brook waiting until it shall have
run ount so that he may pass over.

I think we ought to adopt a different and a better policy, and this
is one of the first steps toward it in this direction. I hope that the
Senate will insist npon the amendment, and insist unanimously.

Mr. HALE. The Senate conferees endeavored to impress upon the
House conferees the considerations which have been presented here,
not of course with the force and vigor and eloquence and imagination
to which we have listened to-day; but the conferees on the part of this
body did the best they could, suggesting these views and suggesting
to the representatives of the other body a broader and wider policy for
the American people to pursue when that fertile land opens to our
trade and commerce, as it does now, a land widely populated, needing
our products. However, we failed to strike any fire into the minds or
hearts of the House conferees. They remained stolidly immovable to
all of these considerations, and declared that under no conditions,
unless instructed by the House that they represented, conld they con-
sent to this proposition remaining in the appropriation bill.

Mr. BUTLER. Will the S8enator be kind enough to inform the Sen-
ate, if he ean, what action the House of Representatives has taken upon
the report of the conference committee ?

Mr. HALE. The report is now first presented under the rules in
the Senate. I am for one glad that the discussion has taken place, so
that the House of Representatives may have the benefit of this discus-
sion when it first considers the subject on the report of the conference
committee.

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand that the House of Representa-
tives has taken no action whatever.

Mr. HALE. The House of Representatives has not yet acted npon
the conference report.

Mr. EDMUNDS. But it disagreed to the Senate amendment.

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that.

Mr. HALE. Under the rules the report is made here first; but the
House of Representatives, by voting to disagree to the Senate’s amend-
ment, has planted itself in opposition to the amendment, and in that
position it has beensuat.-\inedp by the conferees appointed by the House.
I should like the Senate to feel that the Senate conferees in this case
are met by a hitherto firm and immovable body on the other side.

I move that the Senate further insist nmpon the sixteenth amend-
ment, in order that this matter may go into further conference.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the report
of the conference committee will be to, and the Senate will still
farther insist upon amendment numbered 16, and ask for a further
conference with the House of Representatives,

Mr. HALE. I do not know—the Chair is better informed on the
rules than I am—whether at this stage, as the House has not acted
upon the report, the Senate should ask for a further conference or do
anything more than insist upon its sixteenth amendment; and then
when the House has considered the conference report further action

may be taken.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be left then in that way.
The Senate to the report and still further insists mpon its six-

teenth amendment.
BILL INTRODUCED.

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (8. 3239) granting a pension to
Frederick Wunoch, late of Company H, Twentieth Regiment Indiana
Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas; and Mr. CALL submitted amendments in-
tended to be proposed by them respectively to the sundry civil appro-
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations,
and ordered to be printed.

ALLEGED NAVAL DESERTIONS.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore laid before the Senate the action of
the House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1508) to relieve certain appointed or enlisted
men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion, and
asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon.

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, it was

Resolved, That the Benate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed
to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon.

By unanimous consent, it was
Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the
President pro tempore.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. HELE, Mr. CHANDLER,
and Mr. GrAY.
EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a
joint resolution from the House of Representatives for reference.
- The joint resolution (H. Res. 187) to provide temporarily for the ex-
penditures of the Government was read the first time by its title.

Mr. PLATT. I wish to have the joint resolution read for the infor-
mation of the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempbre.
second time at length.

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows:

Resolred, ele,, Thatall appropriations for the necessary operations of the Gov-
ernment uhderexlsting laws which shall remain unprovided for on the 30th day

The joint resolution will be read the
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of June, 1838, beyand they are hereby,continued and made available for s period
of thirty days from and after that date, unless the regularappropriations there-
for provided for in bills now pending in Congress shall have been previously

e for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889; and in case the ap-
propriations, or any of them, hereby continued are or is insufficient to carry
on the said necessaty operations, a sufficient mmmount is hereby appropriated,
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to earry on the
same: Provided, That no greater amount shall be expended therefor than will
be in the same proportion to the appropriations of the fiscal year 1888 as thirty
days’ time bears to the whole of said fizcal year: Provided further, That au-
thority is also granted for continuing during the same period the necessary
work required for public printing and biudin% and for all other miscellane-
ous ohj bodied in tk dry civil, Army, District of Columbia, legislative,
executive, and jndicial, and naval appropriation acts, in advance of appropria-
tions to be hereafter made for said objecis: And prvuidrddfuﬂkcr. All sums ex-
pended under this act shall be charged to and be deducted from the appropria-
tions for like service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889,

Mr. PLATT. I do not wish to object to the reference of the joint
resolution to the Committee on Appropriations, but I merely wish to
remark now that it is very extraordinary, and, as it seems to me, a very
sad thing that after Congress has been in session for seven months it
should be necessary to present at the end of seven months a joint reso-
lntion of this kind. I hope the Committee on Appropriations will
carefully consider the question whether any such resolution should be
reported favorably or passed, and whether it would not be better, for
the future at least, to leave the Departments to get along as best they
can until the appropriation bills are regularly passed,

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Committee on Appropriations will not
report the joint resolution until the middle of next week, at the earliest,
if they shall be compelled to report it then. As a matter of course,
the Government can not be conducted without appropriations, but the
enormous expense and labor imposed on the different Departments of
Government by such a measure can not be estimated or appreciated by
members of the Senate. I happened to be in a position where I saw
that labor performed twice under circumstances of great difficulty. 1
know how much expense is incurred, what additional accounts are
opened, and how difficult it is to keep the accounts, and how embar-
rassing it is. It runs clear through the year. I hope the joint reso-
laution will not be reported back before the middle of next week.

Mr. HALE. What method does the Senator suggest shall take the
place of this resolution in view of the fact that it will be literally im-
possible to pass the appropriation bills before the commencement of the
next fiseal year?

Mr. SHERMAN. Iimagine that several of the appropriation bills
referred to in the joint resolution can be passed before the middle of

next week.
Mr. HALE. None except the legislative, executive, and judicial
appropriation bill.

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the most difficult of all to extend in this

way.

ﬁr. HALE. _ But the question is raised by other appropriation bills
which it is impossible to pass in that time,

Mr. SHERMAN. Alll ask is that the Committee on Appropriations
will hold the jointresolution back as long as it can so as to get as many
of the bills as possible out of the way, becanse the expense involved
and the disconragement and trouble in keeping accounts under a reso-
lution of this kind are very great indeed.

Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree with the Senator from Ohio that the
joint resolution onght not to be passed until the last moment. I think
it ought to be passed late on Saturday, in order that it may take effect
on the 2d certainly, if not on the 1st of July.

Mr. SHERMAN. A few days would make no difference.

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps two or three days might not make any
difference.

I wish to say to the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. PLATT] thatI can
not conceive that it is the fault of the Senate that the appropriation
bills have not been passed so as to take effect on the 1st day of July.
The naval appropriation bill came to the Senate last Monday. Of
course our committee has not had time to mature that bill and present
it to the Senate. The sundry eivil bill, which is the most important
perhaps of all the appropriation bills, did not reach this body until
Tuesday last, the day before yesterday, and it was only printed yester-
day. It is of course absolutely impossible for the Senate to consider
with any care a bill of that magnitude between now and the 1st day
of July, so that whatever happens the bill appropriating money for the
Navy and the sundry civil bill must go over beyond the 1st of July
before they can become laws.

There are other bills which are hanginz between the iwo Houses.
The agricultural appropriation bill is an important bill. It passed this
body on the 14th day of June, I think, after having reached the Sen-
ate about the 1st day of June. Yet that bill has not been heard of
s‘nce that time. The House of Representatives has asked no confer-
ence, it bas not agreed to our amendments, and the bill remains in
that body. The conferees on the part of the two Houses have been in
session on the District of Columbia appropriation bill for two days,
occupying most of the time. Ihope, and I believe they hope, that be-
fore Saturday evening they will be able to agree upon the disagreeing
votes with respect to the Distriet of Columbia appropriation bill, but I
think whatever happens it may be taken for granted that the naval

appropriation bill and the sundry civil bill ean not be passed before
the 1st of July.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think this might be as good a time asany to as-
certain whether there is competence enough in Congress to keep the
Government going by regularand proper appropriations that both Houses
have had time enongh to consider carefully in detail. If the Senateis
really to have any place in the administration of the Government, or if
the case were reversed, the House of Representatives is, we might as
well begin to say now to the House of epresentatives, with the utmost
kindness, that if they are unable to send appropriation bills to the
Senate (and they insist upon the right to originate them) in time to
have them fairly and deliberately considered before the Government
is stranded for want of money, the responsibility is theirs, and what-
ever evil happens must fall where it belongs; and that we ought not
to be compelled, year after year, as we are, or two years after two years
(for this is not the first occasion), to resort to this most embarrassing
and improper expedient of bridging over indefinitely after the 1st of
July by these universal provisions to carry on the last year’s appropri-
ations and give money enough to doit for an indefinite period of time
until some other law can go into effect. Nothing will justify such leg-
islation except some extreme emergency, which may sometimes arise,
but in the peaceful and regular order of business in carrying on this
Government there is no excuse for it whatever.

The occasion to which the Senator from Ohio refers, I think, or the
most of it, arose from the fact that the two Houses of Congress, both
of them, were determined that there should be no appropriations to
carry on certain branches of the Government until the President of
the United States would, against his judgment, consent to the repeal
of certain legislative provisions that existed in the statutes of the
United States which a majority of the two Houses thought, or professed
to think, ought to be repealed. He did not think so, and they put
these repealing and modifying provisions into appropriation bills. He
could not conscientiously approve them, and the two Houses said on
that occasion by their action and as a result that they would not have
any appropriations at all for the Army, for instance—I remember that
was one of them—unless the President of the United States would.
consent to the repeal of general provisions of the statutory law having
no relations to appropriations at all  That was one aflair.

But this instance relates purely to matters of appropriation. There
has been no contest between the two Houses, or between either Honse
and the President, on any subject of the general laws of the land. Tt
relates purely to the ordinary operations of carrying on the Govern-
ment, and I confess I am unable to see how, after more than a halfa
year, at the very last month of the time, these appropriation bills, some
of them, are coming along now, and we are asked to grant this nni-
versal and widespread and inscrutable anthority to the administrative
departments of the Government to go on upon the basis named in this
provision. It is not good legislation, but until the Senate has sufficient
firmness to say that it can not consent to carry on the Government in
that way it will of course continue. ;

Mr. ALLISON. I oughtto say that the statutes provide now that
no person in the employ of the Government shall receive pay for any
service until that service has been appropriated for by law.

Mr. SHERMAN. And it must be paid out of appropriations made
for the year. The unexpended appropriations of a former year lapse
into the Treasury and can not be used.

Mr. ALLISON. There is no doubt of that. Therefore, unless this
joint resolution shall pass, the Government, so far as its conduct re-
lates to these several appropriation bills, must stop. That is the sit-
uation.

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, the pay must stop. -

Mr. TELLER. I shonld like to ask the chairman of the Committee
on Appropriations if there is not a provision in the statutes which
declares that the executive officers of the Government shall not receive
the gratuitous labor of employés?

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, there is.

Mr. HALE., This form of legislation, objectionable as it is, has been
resorted to not in fugitive cases as ted by the Senator from Ver-
mont. Itis not a good way of legislation, undoubtedly, but it has
been done time and again. We have got into the way of doing it at
every long session that runs over the 1Ist of July, and there are few
Senators here who remember any long session of Con which has
not exceeded that time. We have fallen into the fashion of passing
such o resolution, and it comes up in this way now. I see no other
way except to it.

Mr. SHERMAN, Let the joint resolution be referred to the Coms«
mittee on Appropriations. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be referred
to the Committee on Appropriations.

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. ALLISON. I thinkitimportant, in view of what has heen said,
that action should be taken this afternoon nupon the Army appropriation
bill. If the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] will give way, I will ask
the Senate to proceed to the considerntion of that hill.
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Mr, FRYE. It was understood yesterday thatIshonld yield for the
consideration of the Army appropriation bill to-day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Towa asks that the
pending order be informally laid aside that he may move to proceed to
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and
for other pu

Mr. HAWLEY. Has unanimous consent been given to proceed to
the consideration of the Army appropriation bill?

Mr. ALLISON. Not yet.

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to say to the Senator from Iowa that I was
instructed by the Committee on Military Affairs thismorning to propose
an important amendment. If the chairman of the Committee on Ap-
propriations will kindly waive any technical objection he might make
against that amendment when the time comes, I shall not be disposed
to object to the consideration of the bill to-day. I do not feel like
losing my opportunity to present the amendment.

Mr. ALLISON. 1 will say to the Senator from Connecticut that I
shall make no objection to-day to the amendment suggested by the
Committee on Military Affairs that I would not make to-morrow; that
is to say, I shall waive any objection because of time.

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

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with
amendments.

The PRESIDENT pro ftempore. The bill will be read at length, and,
if there be no objection, the amendments of the Committee on Appro-
priations will be acted upon as they are reached in the reading.

The Chief Clerk proceeded toread thebill. The first amendmentofthe
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 103, after the words *‘ex-
penses of,’’ to insert ‘‘not exceeding fifty;’’ in line 104, after the
words ‘‘ contract-surgeons,’’ to insert *‘ not exceeding one hundred and
sixty;’’ in line 105, before the word ‘‘ veterinary,’’ to insert ** not ex-
ceeding fourteen;’’ and in line 106, before the word ‘‘thousand,’ to
strike out ‘*one hundred’’ and insert ‘‘eighty-five;’’ soas to make the
clanse read:

For pay and traveling ex of not ding fifty contract-surgeons, not
exeeeding one hundred and sixty hospital matrons, and not exceeding fourteen
veterinary surgeons; in all, $85,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 108, after the wol
insert *‘not exceeding thirty;"’ so as to read:

For pay of not exceeding forty-two paymasters’ clerks, at §1,400 each, not ex-

ceeding thirty paymasters’ messengers, and traveling expenses of paymasters’
clerks, in all $80,000.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, to strike out the clanse from line 123 to
line 128, inclusive, as follows:
For the pay of a clerk il on the eollection and classification of mili-
. tary information from abroad, §1,500; and the officers detailed to obtain the

same shall be entitled to mileage and transportation and also commutation of
quarters while on this duty, as provided when on other duty.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 136, after the word *‘ troops,’” to
insert ‘‘ when authorized by law;"’ and in line 137, after the words
“‘ one hundred,” to insert *‘ and fifty;’’ so as to read:

For mileage to officers when traveling on duty without troops, when author-
ized by law, not to exceed §150,000. o

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in the first proviso to the same clanse, in
line 140, before the word ‘‘usually,’ to insert *‘ shortest;”’ and in line
141, after the word ‘‘thereto,” to strike out ‘‘when transportation

“from the Quartermaster’s Department can not be furnished;”’ so as to
make the proviso read:

That in disbursing this amount the maximum sum to be allowed
and paid to an officer shall be 4 cents per mile, distance to be computed over the
shortest usually traveled routes,and, in addition thereto, the cost of tha trans-
portation actually paid by the officer over gaid route or routes, exclusive of
sleeping or parlor car fare and transfers,

Mr. SHERMAN. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to
the use of the word “‘shortest.”” It seems to me to be a very serions
interference with the convenience of officers, and I do not see any ob-
ject ininserting it. For instance, the shortest route from here to Chi-
cago is by the Baltimore and Ohio road, while the usually traveled
route is by way of the Pennsylvania Central. Now, is it right for us
to legislate so as to require an officer to travel by one road rather than
another? To say ‘‘by the usually traveled route’’ gives the officer
at least some reasonable facility about choosine the road. I do not
see any reason for the insertion of the word “‘shortest.”

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to ask the Senuwor from Ohio if he
thinks an officer who in going to Chicago travels over the Pennsylva-
nii.:i road rather than the Baltimore and Ohio would violate this pro-
vision,

Mr, SHERMAN. I think he would.

Mr. ALLISON. They are both ‘‘usually traveled routes.”’

Mr. SHERMAN. I know, but under this provision he must take
the shortest ronte. Otherwise how would he get his allowance with
the word ‘‘ shortest’’ in the bill? In many cases it wonld cause great
inconvenience. Senators will see that it is sometimes necessary to have

“ each,” to

a choice of rontes. I would leave the officers to take the usnally trav-
eled ronte, and not compel them to go over a particular road.

Mr. ALLISON. They take any route they choose with this provis-
jon in, Of course the paymasters have a table of routes. The officer
takes the route he chooses. His mileage, then, is fixed by the shortest
route, just as we are paid our mileage.

Mr. SHERMAN. Our mileage is on the usunally traveled route, but
we take our choice. If we should take any other than the usnally trav-
eled route, if we should attempt to go around by Cape Horn, or New
York, or anything of that kind, we should only get mileage for the
usnally traveled route.

Mr. ALLISON. The committee heard no complaint respecting this

language, It is the existing law.
Mr. SHERMAN. It isnot in the bill as it came from the House of
Representatives.

Mr. ALLISON. I know.

Mr. SHERMAN, However, I do not want to interfere in n matter
of that kind.

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that if we find any diffi-
culty about it, it will be considered in conference,

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Appropriations was, at the end of the second proviso to
the clanse making appropriations for mileage of oflicers, to add:

And provided further, That the Quartermaster’s Department shall not furnish
transportation lo officers traveling without troops otherwise than by convey-
ance belonging to said Department.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line155, after the word *‘ pay,”’ to strike
out “‘and general expenses:’’ so as to make the clause read:

Making in all, for pay of the Army, $12,676,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in the clanse making appropriations for
the subsistence of the Army, in line 195, after the words *‘ traveling
to,’” to insert ‘*and;’’ in the same line, after the word ** from,”’ to strike
out ““and at;’’ and in line 199, before the word *‘ thousand,’’ to strike
out ** twenty ’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;'’ so as to read:

For the payment of the regulation allowances for commutation in licu of ra-
tions to enlisted mien on furlough,to ordnance-sergeants on duty at ungarri-
soned posts, to enlisted men stationed at places where rations in kind can not
be economically issued, to enlisted men traveling on detached duty when it is
impracticable to carry rations of any kind, to enlisted men selected to contest
for places or prizes in the department, division,and Army rifle competitions,
while traveling to and from places of contest; in all, $1,745,000, to be expended
under the direction of the Secretary of War; and not more than $110,000 thereof
uhailtbe applied to the payjnent of civilian employés of the Subsislence Depart-
ment,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for
incidental expenses of the Quartermaster’s Departme'ut, in line 255,
after the word ‘‘surgeons,’’ to strike out **and of & riding and train-
ing master for the more ‘torough instruction of officers and cadets, a
sum not exceeding $1,50u;" and in line 264, after the words *‘six hun-
dred and,’’ to strike out *‘seventy-six thousand five hundred’’ and in-
sert ‘‘seventy-five thousand;'’ so as to read:

And for the following expenditures required for the several regiments of cav-
alry, the batteries of light artillery, and such companies of infantry and scouts
as may be mounted, and for the trains, to wit: Hire of veterinary surgeons,
purchase of medicine for horses amd mules, picket-ropes, blacksmiths' toos and
materials, oes and blacksmiths' tools for the cavalry service, and for
the shoeing of horses and mules, and such additional expenditures as are neces-
sary and authorized by law in the movement and operations of the Army, and
not expressly assigned to any other Department, $675,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for
‘¢ Army transportation,’’ in line 288, after the word *‘ water,”’ to strike
out “ of the necessary agents and employés;’’ so as to read:

Army transportation: For transportation of the Army, ineluding baggnge of
the troops, when moving either by land or water; of ciothing, camp and gar-
rison eqnipagelnnd other quartermaster’s stores from Army depots or places of

rde

purchase o ivery to the several posts and Army depots, and from those de-
pots to the troops in the field.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 304, after the
words ** hire of teamsters,”’ to strike out ““and other employds.”’

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 3286, to reduce the total appropri-
ation for Army transportation from $2,800,000 to $2,700,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 331, to strike ont the additional
proviso at the end of the clanse making appropriations for ““Army trans-
portation,’’ as follows: 8

And provided further, That no expenditure anthorized by this act from theap-

riantions made herein for the Quartermaster's Departiment of the Army, in-
elu the transportation of troops and their snpplies, and the expenses ingi-
dent thereto, shall be made except by the Quartermaster-General, under the
direction of the Secretary of War, unless an emergency exists that demands im-
mediate netion ; and in such ease the expenditure necessary to meet the emer-
gency may be made upon the order in writing of the general commanding the
Army, or upon the order in writing of division or department commander in
whose jurisdiction the emergency arises; bat every such order from n division
or department commander shall certify that an emergency exists requiring im-
mediate expenditure, stating the emergeucy neeessary to be met,

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for
the ** Medical and Hospital Department,’’ in line 407, after the word
‘“ general,’’ to insert ‘“‘post;’’ in line 412, after the word ** diseases,”’
to insert ‘“and the supply of the Army and Naval Hospital at Hot
Springs, Ark.;” in line 415, to insert ‘‘and five’’ after ‘‘iwo hun-
dred;’’ and in line 416, after the word *‘over,’’ to strike ouf ** thirty-
eight’’ and insert ** forty-three;’’ so as to make the clause read:

Medical and Hospital Department: For the purchase of mediecal and hospital
l’qu]iﬂ!. including disinfectants for general sanitation, expenses of medi-
cal purveying depots, pay of employés, medical care and treatment of officers
and enlisted men of the Army on duty at posts and stations for which no other
Fm‘vision is made, for the proper eare and treatment of cases in the Army suf-
ering from contagious or epidemie diseases, and the supply of the Army and
Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark., advertising, and other miscellaneous ex-
penses of the Medical De ment ; in all, $205,000: and not over 43,000 of the
money appropriated by this paragraph shall be applied to the payment of civil-
ian employés of the Medical Department.

The amendment was agreed to. ) -

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ** Engineer
Department,’’ after line 444, to insert:

For repairs to sea-wall and wharf at Willets Point, New Yorlk, $2,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in the appropriations *‘ for Ordnance De-
partment,” in line 466, after the word ‘‘cavalry,’”” to insert *‘and
artillery; '’ so as to make the clanse read:

For infantry, cavalry, and artillery equipments, including horse equipments
for eavalry and artillery, £100,000,

The amendment was agreed to. 5

The next amendment was, in line 469, after the word *‘ national,”
to strike out ‘‘armory’’ and insert ‘‘ armories;’’ so as to make the
clause read:

For manufacture, repair, and issue of arms at the national armories, $400,000:
Provided, That not more than $50,000 of the money appropriated for the Ord-
nance Department in all its branches shall be applied to the payment of eivilian
clerks in said department.

The amendment was agreed to. A

The next amendment was, in line 473, at the end of the clause mak-
ing appropriation *‘ for manufacture, repair, and issue of arms at na-
tional armories,’’ to add the following proviso:

Provided further, That the cost to the Ordnance Department of all ordnance
and ordnance stores issued to the States, Territories, and District of Columbia,
under the act of February 12, 1887, shall be credited to the appro] ion for
“manufacture of arms at national armories,”" which appropriation for 1889 and
thereafter shall be available until exhausted. p

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 484, after the word ‘‘same,” to
strike out ‘‘for armaments '’ and insert ** all complete and mounted in
place ready for;'’ so as to make the clause read:

For the purchase by the Secreiary of War of pneumatic dynamite guns of

different calibers, and the necessary machinery to fire and handle the same,
ammunition, and carria&c.s for the same, all complete and mounted in place

ment desires to spend a small fraction of this $600,000 in improvin
some of the machine tools. It isa matter of plain, straightforwa
business and in perfect harmony with the rest of the amendment. I
make the proposition at the request of an officer of the department.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Connecticut to the amendment of the Committee
on Appropriations.

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not ask a change of the total.

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Connecticut handed this amend-
ment to me in the early part of the day, and now states that it is pro-
posed to use a small sum for the purpose of increasing the facilities for
manufacturing projectiles. This is a lnmp appropriation of $600,000
for these various purposes. Ido not know that I should object to hav-
ing a small sum designated for the purpose suggested by the Senator’s
amendment, but if it is only necessary to use a small sum for that pur-
pose I prefer that he should modify his amendmentso as to add a pro-
viso saying, ‘‘ provided that a certain sum (whatever may be necessary)
may be used for increasing the facilities for the manufacture of pro-
jectiles.”’ 3
- I have here a statement in answer to a request addressed to the Sec-
retary of War, to farnish a projeé of the methods of expenditure of this
appropriation. The Secretary of War is very anxious that this appro-
priation should be inserted in this bill, differing somewhat from my
Iriend from Maryland [Mr, GoRMANT] on that subject, and in his state-
ment I find nothing for increased facilities for manufacturing projectiles.
So it seems to me the provision, if inserted at all, should be inserted
in the nature of a proviso and specifying a specific snm.

Mr.HAWLEY. Thesameauthority thatsuggested the whole amend-
ment here made this suggestion, and spoke of it as a desirable thing,
1f the chairman of the committee makes no objection, let this lie over
a few moments. I expect one of the officers here, and I will ask him
what is necessary for the purpose.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The paragraph proposed to be in-
serted, with the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, will be
passed over informally, and the reading of the bill will be resumed at
line 510. :

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘' Signal
Service,”” in line 529, before the word ‘‘thousand,’” to strike out
““three’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read:

Signal Service:

For expenses of the Signal Service of the Army, as follows: Purchase, equip-
ment, and repair of field eleetric telegraphs; sigual equipments and stores; bi-
nocular glasses, telescopes, heliostats, and other necessary instruments, inelud-
ing absolutely Ty teorolog instr for use on target-ranges;
telephone apparatus and maintenance of same; in all, $5,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following:

SEec. 2.‘ That the Secretary of War be anthorized to enter into negotiations for

ready for military use, $400,000, or so much thereof as he may deem p

The amendment was to.

Thenextamendment was,in line 488, after the word *‘ gun-carriages,”
to strike ont ‘‘and plants for the same and’’ and insert ‘‘aerial torpe-
does;’’ so as to make the clause read:

For examining, testing, and experimenting with pneumatic or other dyna-
mite guns, gun-carriages, aerial torpedoes, dynamite shells and ammunition,
and batleries for const defense, whether sunken. counterpoise, or otherwise,
brought to the notice of the Secretary of War, §100,000, or 50 much thereof as he
may deem proper.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, after line 493, to insert:

For the manufacture, or purchase, and test of cannon and carriages, including
two 10-inch carriages maneuvered by power, one of which shall be a disappear-
ing earriage, and also including those for the field and siege services; for the
alteration of carriages on hand to adapt them to improved service guns; for
projectiles. powders, fuzes, and implements, their trial and proof; for experi-
ments in the means of protecting torpedo lines; forcompensation of draughts-
men while employed in the Army Ordnance Bureau on ordnance construction.
and for the necessary expenses of ordnance officers while temporarily employed
at the proving ground and absent from their properstations, at the rate of £2.50
per diem while so emﬁloyed.ﬁm.tm: Provided, That all purchases of materials
under this provision shall be of American manufacture,

Mr. GORMAN. I did notagree in committee to this provision pro-
posed to be inserted. I think it properly belongs on another bill.

Mr. DOLPH. To what provision does the Senator refer?

Mr. GORMAN. The provision on page 21, commencing with line
494, It isan appropriation of $600,000. I simply desire to say that
it ought to be considered at another time.

Mr. HAWLEY. It is very difficult to hear the Senator. May Iask
on what bill this eould more properly be placed ?

Mr. GORMAN. I think it belongs to the deficiency billor the forti-
fication bill.

Mr. HAWLEY. But a large part of this is for the general uses of
the Army. I wish to move an amendment to the proposed amend-
ment of the committee, I move to insert in line 489, after the word
‘* projectiles,’’ the words:

And increased facilities for their manufacture.

The amendment as it stands provides for the manufacture or pur-
chase and test of cannon and earriages, ete., but the Ordnance Depart-

L

the p of the 225 acres of land on the Hudson River, directly south of the
military reservation at West Point, belonging to the estate of Edward V. Kins-
ley, or 8o much thereof as he may deem necessary for the purposes of the Mil-
itary Academy, and to receive offers for the sale of their interest in such land
from such of the heirs of said Kinsley as are competent and willing to sell such
interests; and the Secretary of War is aulhorized to submit all offers so made
and’ the question of the value of said 225 acres to a board to eonsist of thres
Army officers and three competent civilians, who shall mwke due investigation
and report coucerning said value; and the Secretary of War shall submit said
offers and the report of said board, with his opinion, to Congress, at its next ses-
sion. The expenses of said board and compensation at the rate of #10 n day for
not more than ten days for each of the eivil members shall be paid from the
appropriation or contingencies of the War Department.,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON. Inline 20 of section 2, before the word ‘‘ contingen-
cies,’’ the word *“ or*’ should be ** for;"’ so as to read:

Be paid from the appropriation for contingencies of the War Department,

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend-
ment of the committee on page 21, line 494. The question is on the
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut to the amendment, to in-
sert, after the word *‘projectiles,” “‘and increased facilities for their
manufacture.’’ ;

Mr. HAWLEY., Thatmay wait a moment longer. I move now to
add to the bill the amendment I was directed to report from the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs, which is printed and on the desks.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be

read. s
The Chief Clerk read the amendment, as follows:

8grc. 3. For the erection, purchase, or manufacture of the necessary buildings
and other structures, machinery, tools,aud fixtures for an army gun factory for
finishing and assembling heavy ordnance, to be erected at the Watervliet Arse-
nal, West Troy, N. Y., in accordance with the recommendation of the Gun Foun-
dry Board of February 16, 1884, £750,000.

Sec. 4. For the purchase of rough-finished, oil-t ed, and led steel
for high-power coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch ealiber, in quality and di-
mensious conforming to specifications,subject to inspection at each stage of the
manufacture, and including all the parts of each caliber, $5,000,000: Provided,
That no money shall be expended except for steel aceepted and delivered.

Sec. 5. The material for 1he guns provided for in section 4 shall be purch
in accordance with section 3709, Revised Statutes, for which purpose the
tary of War is authorized to make contracts with responsible steel manufact-
urers, after proper advertisement, continuing not less than thirty days in the
newspapers moslt likely to reach the said manufacturers: Provided, That each
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bidder with whom such contracts shall be made shall agrecto erect in the United
States n suitable plant, ineluding the best modern appliances, capable of making
all the steel required, and of finishing it in accordance with the contracts, and
shall further agree to deliver yearly n specified guantity of each caliber, the
time of the dzlivery of the steel for the smaller calibers of heavy guns to com-
mence at the expiration of not more than eighteen months, and that for the
largest calibers specified in the advertisement at the expiration of not more
than three years from the date of the acceptance of the contracts; and that all
the material forsaid guns shall be manufactured in the United States.

8gc. 6. For the purchase of submarine mines, for needful casemaltes, cable
galleries, and appliances to oFemte submarine mines; for continuing torpedo
experiments and for practical instruction of engineer troops in the details of
torpedo service, §500,000,

8ec. 7. For the purchase of submarine controllable torpedoes or lorpedoes
and torpedo-boats controllable from shore and adapted toe defi + $100,000.

SEec. 8. The nppr;g)rim.lons provided for in sections 3, 4, 6, and 7 shall be avail-
able until expended. 5

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1Is there any objection to treating
these various paragraphs as one amendment? The Chair hears none.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. I submit
that the amendment is out of order, ;

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland will
state his point of order.

Mr. GORMAN. First, the amendment is not germane to this bill;
second, it is not estimated for; and next, it has not been submitted to
the Committee on Appropriations one day before being offered in the
Senate.

Mr. HAWLEY. First, the Senator says it is not germane to the
bill; but the whole purpose of the bill appears to be to organize, arm,
pay, and equip an army; and as this ean not go very well upon the
naval bill, and as it did not necessarily go npon the fortifications bill,
because the building of fortifications does not necessarily imply their
armament, I see no possible objection to its being put upon the Army
appropriation bill. Certainly on page 20 we find an appropriation pro-
vided for * for the purchase of * * * pnenmaticdynamite gunsof
different calibers, and the necessary machinery to fire and handle the
same, ammunition,and earriages for the same, all complete and mounted
in place ready for military use, $400,000.’"

Now the point is fine if we may spend $400,000 to buy dynamite
guns, which are in a large sense still in the stage of experimentation,
and we may not provide for the manufacture of some forged, buili-up
steel cannon of modern steel whose value is nnguestionably established
by the science of the world and by the usages and practice of all mili-

nations.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The question of relevaney is not de-
batable.

Mr. HAWLEY. AsI have said all I need to say on that point, I
will not contest the matter with the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The contest is with the Senate, not
the Chair. The rules say it shall be decided without debate.

Mr. HAWLEY. I have forgotten now what the other point was.

Mr. GORMAN. The point was that it has not been estimated for,
and has not been offered and referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions one day.

Mr. HAWLEY. As to the point that it is not estimated for, I do
not know how much of technical trath there is in that objection, for I
have not the Book of Estimates by me at thismoment; but I beg leave
to say that the substance of it has been demanded by the annual re-
port of every Secretary of War for ten or fifteen years, and by every
annual report of the Burean of Ordnance.

The general proposition, the essenceof this measure, hus been reporied
favorably by four or five of the best and most elaborately constituted
boards we have ever had on the subject of the armament of the country,
the Getty board, the Armament Board, the Fortifications Board, com-
posed of eminent officers of the Army and Navy and eminentcivilians;
the Gun Foundry Board, composed of the very best men in the Army
and Navy for that purpose, and who made an elaberate examination
of gun-making machinery and plant in this country and in Earope,

The Select Committee on Ordnance and War Ships of the Senate de-
voted a year and a half to visiting the leading steel establishments of
this country and the leading gun and ship building establishments of
Turope, and to an examination of many prominent skilled experts in
all this business, an examination of literature of Europe generally upon
it, and they came to the conclusion that these things were needed.
Whether the War Department sanctions every word of this amend-
ment and has asked for it I can not say. Of course we do not ex-
pect them to submit elaborate estimates every year for the cost of fifty
or seventy-five or one hundred guns, for they confine themselves to
showing that guns are absolutely necessary, and that we have not got
any, leaving it to Congress in its discretion to prescribe the manner of
purchasing or building them.

The Senator from Maryland is mistaken in another respect. This
amendment comes from the Military Committee, which, to be sure, met
only this morning, not having met for a weck before, and it was not ex-
pected that the Army appropriation bill would be reported so soon from
the Appropriations Committee. Butassoon as possible after the organ-
ization of the Senate to-day I reported this amendment, which came
fresh from the Committee on Military Affairs, and had it referred to the
Committee on Appropriations. .

I do not think the points of the Senator from Maryland are good;
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but I wish he might waive them, so that we might have the merits
considered. I do not feel like going into the merits until the point of
order is decided.

I asked the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations when he
reported the bill to-day to waive any points of order he had, and he
knows very well the conversation between us. I rose when he asked
unanimous consent to take up this bill to intimate that I possibly, un-
willingly might, if my vote would do so, postpone its consideration
unless he would intimate to me that he would not raise a point of order
on the admission of my amendment.

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Connecticut stated that $400,000
was appropriated, as I understood, for four pneumatic dynamite guns,

Mr. HAWLEY. The price of these new guns is not quoted in the
market; but the sum here appropriated by this bill would answer for
ten fine gnns and the necessary steam-engines or condensers for con-
densed air. I believe the idea is that they will cost $40,000 apiece.

Mr. ALLISON. These pneumatic dynamite gunsare to cost $40,-
000 each.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland
insist on the guestion of relevancy ?

Mr. GORMAN. I do.

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the Senator would waive it until I can
make some statements on the propriety of this amendment.

Mr. ALLISON. One moment, before that pointis made. Iwish to
say in response to the suggestion made by the Senator from Connecti-
cut that when I asked unanimous consent to take up this bill to-day
the Senator from Connecticut intimated that he might not consent un-
less the amendment which he offered this morning from the Committee
on Military Affairs and sent to the Committee on Appropriations should
also be considered, and in response to that suggestion I stated that I
would make no objection to the introduction of the amendment to-day
that could not be made to-morrow. In other words, I should not make
the point to.day that the amendment had not been sent to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations for a sufficient length of time, and I hope in
any suggestion of points of order the Senator from Maryland will help
me keep that agreement.

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure I withdraw that part of the
point of order.

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator was not in at the time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator
from Maryland to insist on the question of the relevancy of this amend-
ment. The rules require that the question of relevancy when raised
shall be submitted to the Senate and decided without debate. The
question, therefore, recurs, Is this amendment germane or relevant to
the bill?

Mr. MANDERSON. Iask, for the information of the Senate on that
question, that the clanse from line 487 to 493, inclusive, of this bill
shall be read.

The PRESIDENT profempere. That wounld be debate, but the clause
can be read by unanimons consent.

Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps there will be no objection to it.

The PRESIDEN' pro {empore. The Chair hears no objection.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

For examining, testing, and experimenting with pneumatic or other dynamite
uns, gun-carringes. nerinl torpedoes, dynamite shells and ammunition, and
atteries for const defense, whether sunken, counterpoise, or otherwise, brought

to the notice of the Sezretary of War, §100,000, or so much thereof as he may
deem proper.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.

ilay.!)
Mr. HAWLEY. What is the question precisely ?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the third

clause of Rule X VI, or so much thereof as applies to this point.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

3. Xo amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received toany
gencral appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant
to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received; nor shall any amend-
ment to any item or clause of such bill be received which does not directly relate
thereto: and all questions of relevancy of amendments under this rule, when
raised, shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided without debate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question therefore recurs, Is
the amendment proposed by the Senator 1rom Connecticut germane or
relevant to this bill?

The question was determined in the affirmative,

The PRESIDENT pro {empore. The question of relevancy is decided
in the affirmative. The question then recurs on agreeing to the amend-

Senators in the affirmative will say

ment.

Mr. GORMAN. I make the second point, that there is no estimate
for this.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Even if that were so, if the amend-
ment had been reported by order of a standing or select committee, it
would still be in order, and it has been reported, the Chair understands,
from the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. HAWLEY. I think there is an estimate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis immaterial whether it has been
estimated for or not. It has been reported by a committee.

Mr. DOLPH. There is an estimate of $8,239,000 for this very year.

Mr. TELLER. Let the estimate be read.
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Mr. DOLPH., Let the Secretary read theitem on the top of page 177
of the Book of Estimates.
The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Estimated amount
required for each
detailed object of
expenditure.

Total amount to be
appropriated un-
der each head of
appropriation.

Gun and mortar batteries—

For construction of gun and
mortar batteries for defense
of our chief seaports: For
Portland Harbor, §200,000; Bos-
ton Harbor, $280,000; Narra-

tt 5)’0 §200,000; New
ork, $690,000: Philadelphia,
£210,000; ﬁultimore, $80,000;
‘Washington, D. C., $80,000;
Hampton Roads, §250,000; New
Orleans, $£210400; and San
Fr_e‘mi!\sco. $460,000. (Sub-
oes for harbor defenses :
A
our pi EEAPO! al
Preparing mining casemates and
cable-shafls and galleries to v
render it possible to operate
submarine mines at Portland
H , 3; Boston,5; Narragan-
; New York, 5;
phia, 2; Baltimore, 1;
; Hampton
Roads, 2; and San Francisco, 5.
(SubDaIbbed).. ..ot v iressasesarrnnarns

Mr. HAWLEY. I submit that it is not necessary to read further.
What has already been read shows clearly that the estimates are made.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. 'The question recurs on agreeing to
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. HAWLEY. May I trespass on the Senate a few moments to say
why I press this particular proposition?

I do not wish to argue the whole case as to whether it is necessary
to arm our coasts or not, but I make the broad statement that a nation
of more than sixty millions of people, with their almost incalculable
wealth, can not resist a first-class ship of China, Japan, Chili, or any
one of the nations of Europe.

I make the broad statement that every one of our great ports is open
to complete capture by a fraction of the navies of any one of the great
powers of Europe; that ships can go past any of our forts with their
guns and levy upon the cities; that there is not in the possession of
the Army on the coast of the country a single modern gun. The whole
Army has not a single modern built-up steel gun. It has only the old-
fashioned heavy cast-iron smooth-bores, and the Parrotts, which kill
more friends than enemies. -

I ask by this amendment that there may be a beginning of the man-
ufacture of the proper guns for the fortification of our coasts. The ex-
gerience of Europe is in favor of the plan proposed here—joint work

etween private manufacturers and the Government. The experiment
has been tried to satisfaction of conducting these large establishments
wholly by Government; it has been tried to satisfaction conducting
them wholly by individuals; and the latter, I must confess, so farasmy
recollection goes, answers better than to conduct them by the Govern-
ment entirely. But the plant required to enter upon the manufacture
of the proper modern built-up rifle is very large indeed, and differs in
many respects from the plant required for ordinary commercial por-
poses; and no wise manufacturer of steel will make a contract with the
Government unless it be large enough to justify him in putting in new
machinery.

Take one single element of it as an example—the steam-hammer.
An appropriation, I will not dare to say of how much, wonld be re-
quired for the old steam-hammer; but that is substituted now by a
vastly improved machine, an extraordinary machine, too, known as
the hydraulic forging machine, which will take a mass of thirty, forty,
or fifty thousand pounds of steel, a cubic ingot of it, and work it as the
cook works the dough in the kitchen, thereby making a hom: eons
mh:;? ofl‘] steel of approximately eqnal tenacity and strength all the way
through.

It will cost hundreds of thousands of dollars {o put up that forge
alone. I have seen one of them working upon a trifle of 16 tons of
steel at once, and capable of working 40 or 50. One is already being
put up in this country now by the concern which successfully bid for
the making of the armor and the parts of heavy guns for the Navy.
The Navy has got ahead of the Army in this, far ahead of it. The
country could not resist the demand for a regeneration of the Navy.
Buccessive bills passed Congress ordering the building of ships, not of
the first class, not of the most offensive class, but ernisers, the sea
lice, the beginning of a navy, the light horse of the Navy, and some
partially protected cruisers.

After Secretary Whitney found that adding together such armor as

$2, 840, 000, 00
Tor

1, 560, 000. 00

he was required to have for a number of these ships, and adding together
the number of guns that hie was directed to get, he would be able to
offer to some manufactureramut;aﬁt for six or seven t.hou.sanﬂq]i tons of
forged armor and forged parts of heavy guns, anticipating the neces-
sity, anticipating the absolute necessity that the Government would
sooner or later begin the manufacture of these things, one of the great
steel works began in advance to make the appropriate plant at a cost
of anywhere from $3800,000 to $2,000,000 and upwards, so that it was
able to take beyond all competitors immediately that contract offered
by the Secretary of the Navy.

Now the Navy has thirty-four steel cannon of the modern style, very
good indeed, of moderate sizes, nearly done, and it is authorized to con-
tract for one hundred and eight more steel pieces, running up to some-
thing like a 10-inch gun, a very effective and heavy gun. In the mean
time the Army has not one single gun of that description unless yon
may count an experimental steel gun, I believe, nor has the first step
been taken towards their creation.

Without waiting to furnish the details, I lay down the proposition
that the way to do this is to ask private manunfacturers to forge, anneal,
temper, and even shape the parts of the big guns, and then bring them
to a finishing and assembling shop. One for the Navy is well under
way here. You are going to have an admirable establishment at the
navy-yard in this city. It is admirable now so far as it has gone.
There should be another for the Army, which it is settled shonld be at
Watervliet. There these pieces are finally turned to the thousandth
or the fraction of a thousandth of an inch. The jacket is slipped on
to a central tube on the gun, other jackets are put on it, and bands of
steel, very much as we remember the tires of the wheels in the old
way of putting them on. There a gun is built up which is as nearly
as possible—it depends on the skill shown—what the gun would be if
it could all be made in one piece.

The way is now, I say, to get private establishments to forge these

 large parts and bring them to the Government concerns that will put

the last tonches and the assembling upon them. Thatis what the Navy
are doing. The Bessemer Steel Works are building a part of the guns
forit, and the Navy people are assembling and getting them together
at the navy-yard here. That we want done for the Army. The Navy
is one hundred and forty-two guns ahead of the Army, thirty-four built
and one hundred and eight to be built; but we have not one nupon our
whole coast, not one that can check the first, and second, or third class
ships of the navies of the world.

‘We must begin. It takes time. This $5,000,000 looks like a large
item, but it can not be paid out under three or four years, and the last
section of the amendment provides that it shall be a continuing ap-
propriation and shall not be turned into the Treasury in the usual way
at the end of two years. We do not expect anything to be delivered
within that timeunless it besome parts of the light and trifling 6-inch
gan—we call it trifling nowadays though it carries a projectile that
will go through six of our ships of the Navy side by side.

‘We do not expect much from these forging establishments for some
considerable time—a year or a year and a half, I think. If one is
started to-day, it will probably be eighteen months before it can be
forged, and we do not require the pieces of the large gun to be deliv-
ered under three years.

I hope this contract will not go to the Bethlehem Steel Works sim-
ply because I want another establishment set up, and I would not care
if there were three of them in the country who, while an§wering such
stray commercial demand as might come along for steel shafting, would
be ready all the while to enter into the manufacture of heavy guns for
us, for a considerable number of them we must absolutely have,

This simply makes a beginning. It is the first step towards wiping
out tlhat shame which rests upon us of being an ahsoluntely defenseless
people.

1 do not argue that question. I will not insult the Senate by argu-
ing the question whether it is right for a people to be in a condition of
defense. You can not argue, Mr. President, with a foreign nation with
nothing behind you. Your argument is not worth a farthing when the
high temper of controversy arises and the war spirit begins. They look
at you with a tremendous argument in your fist, but a bubble behind
you, and what do they care?

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the experience which I have gained
on the committee that the Senator from Connecticut spoke of will not
permit me to allow anything to pass this body silently when I shall
have an opportunity of voting for a proposition to put our people and
our Government in a condition adequate for coast defense. That com=
mittee made a very exhaunstive examination of all these subjects, with
the assistance of some of the very best scientific ability in the United
States, and we came to a gratifying conclusion, on which, I think, every-
body is now united, that we have all the material in the United States
necessary for the manufacture of ordnance of the heaviest and best de-
scription.  'We have the talent and genius amongst our mechanics, we
have the enterprise amongst our manufacturing capitalists, and we have
everything but the encouragement of the United States to some person
or persons fo engage in this very heavy enterprise.

There is but one customer in this country for heavy guns, and that
is the Government of the United States. Unless we step forward and
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make a beginning in this direction there is nobody that is competent
to do it. No private company or man is going to invest his money in
a gun factory on the mere idea that he may beable tosell guns tosome
foreign country. There must of necessity be some home encourage-
ment to these enterprises before they can be started. We must start
at some time. We have really started later than we ought to have
done.

We started two or three years ago in the same direction where the
Secretary of the Navy found himself able to start by congregating cer-
tain appropriations made in one bill and anotherso as to purchase the
steel. If we had started in the same direction and had the same op-
portunities for the establishment of a gun factory and the machinery
for the production of heavy guns in this country three years ago, we
ghould now have had an establishinent that we counld rely upon.

Things go pretty fast in the world just at this time. Steam propels
ships with great rapidity, and electricity carries messages in the twink-
ling of an eye across the sea, so that nations that have any expectation
that they will be allowed to pursue any other than a certain settled
policy ought to be prepared, ina certain degree at least, with the means
of defense. We need establishments in the United States, we peed
foundations for these heavy compressers, these heavy hammers, what-
ever may be the best, to weld and to prepare by hammering and other-
wise the large billets of steel thav are now requisite for making steel

ns.
gul notice a $40(,000 appropriation in this bill for mere experimental
purposes in regard to dynamite guns. In regard to steel guvs the ex-
periment, I think, has been made. I think the world has probably
attained to as high state of perfection in the manufacture of steel guns
as will be attained at all, unless we can find some means by which we
can make a cast-steel gun cheaper and stronger than a built-up gun.
I think that after haviog waited so many years for the purpose of
gaining the enlightenment that comes from the experience and scien-
tific efforts of the different nations of the earth on this subject, we can
now afford to say to ourselves that we can make as good a gun in the
United States as can be made in any other part ol the world, and that
perhaps it is not necessary to wait any longer for the scientific genius
of the world to develop a better gan than can now be made out of steel.

The science of gun-making having reached this very high plane, it
seems to me now that we ought to enter npon it with confidence, adopt
what science has developed, and proceed tomake our foundations with
a view of putting our country in reach of all the necessary agencies to
meet any emergency that may come upon us. If we had to-day in the
United States such a gun factory as Krupp’s establishment in Ger-
many, it would add immensely to the moral powerof the United States,
and I think that there is scarcely a Senator here who has ever bestowed
any attention upon the relations of the United States with foreign coun-
tries who has not felt that there was some necessity for more moral
power in this Government than we possess. The moral power of this
Government is not at all equivalent to its sixty-five millions of popu-
lation, its vast wealth, its great ocean boundaries, and its enormous re-
sources of every kind and character.

This Government in its power of command and control over the na-
tions of the earth, in the moral sense of which I speak, is not up to the
realization of its actual facilities, its actual inherent power. What do
weneed? Nothing at all but some action on the part of the Govern-
ment to show the nationsof the earth that we are prepared to use these
great facilities and these extraordinary resources immediately when-
ever occasion may demand, and that if an emergency should arise we
shall not go and have to waste three or four or five hundred million
dollars in making the preparation that experience and attention and
care and scientific endeavor and effort onght to have developed slowly
and completely.

I agree with the Senator from Connecticut that the best thing we can
do is to give Government support to privateeffort in making guns. The
experience of Germany has established that proposition. Why was
Krupp a better gun-maker than any other man in the world, and why
is his steel reckoned among the very bestinthe world ? It was becanse
that faithful and common-sense old man worked from his early man-
hood all along with experience and preparation in the best methods ot
manufacture, and then with the best pattern of gun that could be put
together, and every gun was examined with critical and scrupulous
care before it was put in.

Krupp’s steel was what made Krupp's gnns. Erupp's patience and
care, his individual eflort devoted to the building up of his establish-
ment, that made it a success. What was it that animated Krupp?
Not merely ambition or glory. He had not any office under the Ger-
man Government the duties of which he was performing under a
salary. He wasa private man, but he had the Government for a patron;
and he had a German’s pride in the glory of his country, and then he
had a personal londness for money-making to stimulate him to build up
these great gons. It was through these simple agencies that that man
got such power over the gun market of the world as that all the na-
tions, nearly without exception I belicve, more or less, putronized his
great establishment,

Now, if we start in the United States a gnn factory, or if you will
enable our people by contributing as we ought to do to the manufact-

ure of guns to build the machinery that is requisite for themanufacture
of these great guns, it will not be very long, not a great while, until
you will find that San Francisco will be making guns out of that un-
paralleled steel ore that they have there and sending them across the
Pacific Ocean to China and Japan, and down the South American coast,
and on this coast we shall be manufacturing guns for the eastern mar-
ket of Sonth Ameriea and Central America, and for the old countries as
well, because if you give our men the advantage they have the genius
and the enterprise to do anything that ingennity and capacity can ac-
complish.

So I am in favor of the proposition. I want us to start, and we had
just as well start now, and commence with this appropriation of $5,-
000,000, as to start later, and a great deal better start now than start;
later. We onght to have this establishment started; this steel ought
to be in process of manufacture, and all of the experience of our me-
chanics, the better parts of it, ought to be gathered into establish-
men's of this kind. -

Now, in regard to the dynamite gun, that is a very different thing.
There is very little known about dynamite projectiles or dynamite guns.
I understand that we have to have steam-engines for the purpose of
making compressed air in order to get a powerful expanding element
to project the projectile out of the gun without exploding the dynamite
before it reaches the target at which itis aimed. That is experimental.
We are willing to bestow $400,000 in this bill on making that experi-
ment. Itis very doubtful whether after all we shall provide a dyna-
mite gun that will take the place of a steel gun in the navies of the
world or that will enable us to arm a ship with dynamite to go out and
fight the enemies of this country on the high seas.

1 confess that I should dislike very much to see the best man-of-war
that we could build sent ont for the purpose of engaging a man-of-war
of equal power with steel guns on board his ship and nothing but dy-
namite on board of onrs. I think that would be a very hazardous
experiment.

It has been but two days since I read that a patent had been issued
here with thirty-three claims allowed by the Patent Office in favor of
an Alabamian for a dynamite gnn by which he proposes to throw the
dynamite, not with a great steam-engine, bnt with 40 or 50 or 100
pounds of powder, and do it with absolute security. If that man’s in-
vention is what it appears to be, and what I really believe it to be, we
shall not have spent $400,000 under this bill until that man will come
in with a dynamite gun that will dispense with the engine entirely,
and he will fire it like an ordinary steel gun.

That is experimental; and I think when the Congress of the United
States is willing to bestow $400,000 npon a project that is peculiarly
and entirely experimental, after theinvestigations that have been made
by a committee of this hody and a report that has received the sanction
of the War and Navy Departments both, and a report that is incontro-
vertible on its facts and conclusions, we should not he unwilling to
expend what the Senator from Connecticut proposes to expend in his
amendment in building guns about which there is no longer any ex-
periment at all, but the mere putting into actual physieal use the resnlt
of those experiences which have been collected by this committee and
by the scientific men of this country, and which are ahsolutely eontroll-
ingin regard to the manufacture of these guns, I shall therefore vote
for the amendment.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I regret to see the Senate about to
commit itself apparently to an appropriation for the manufacture of
steel guns.

Mr. BECK. Mr, President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland
yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Maryland has the floor, and being
advised that there are a number of Senators who desire to speak, I move
that the Senate do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.)
t.hel S;e‘nate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 29, 1888, at 12
o’'clock m,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
THURSDAY, June 28, 1888.

ELECTION OF SPEAKEE PRO TEMPORE.

The House was called to order at 11 o’clock a. m. by Hon. Joux B.
CLARE, its Clerk, who said:
The Clerk of the House has received the following communication
from the presiding officer:
WasnixeTox, D. C., June 28, 1888,

Sme: As I am compelled to be absent from the city for two days, you will
please request the House to elect a Speaker pro tempore to serve during my abe

sence.
JOIIN G. CARLISLE.
Hon, Jouxs B, CLARK,
Clerk House of Represenfatives,

Clause 7 of Rule I provides that in the absence of the Speaker, or his
omission to make an appointment of a Speaker to preside during his
absence, it is for the House to proceed to elect a Sjicaker pro tempore.
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Nominations are now in order.
Mr. MILLS. I offer the resolution I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That Hon. James H, BLoUsT, a Representalive from the State of
Georgia, be and he is hereby, elected Speaker pro tempore during the temporary
abscence of the Speaker.

The resolution was adopted.
Mr. BLOUNT accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro tempore.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLBURN, D. D. .

_The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.

NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE.

Mr, MILLS submitted the following resolution; which wasread, con-
sidered, and agreed to:
Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to inform the Senate that the House has

elected Hon. Janes H. BLoUNT, a Representative from the State of Georgin, as
Speaker pro tempore during the temporary absence of the Speaker.

FOG-SIGNAL, ETC., STONINGTON HARBOR, CONNECTICUT.

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-
House Board of appropriations for a light and fog-signal at the entrance
of Stonington Harbor, Connecticut; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

HENRY H. LANSDALE VS. THE UNITED STATES.

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letier from
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of findings
of fuct in the case of Henry H. Lansdale vs. The United States; which
was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed.

ST. CECILIA’S ACADEMY VS. TIIE UNITED STATES.

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the Honse a letter from
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of findings
of fact in the case of St. Cecilia’s Academy vs. The United States; which
was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed.

BRIDGE OVER THE CANEY FORK RIVER, TENNESSEE,

The SPEAKER pro fempore also laid before the House the bill (S.
1526) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Caney Fork
River, between Rock Island and Carthage, in Tennessee, with House
amendment disagreed to by the Senate.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the Senate non-concur in the amend-
ment proposed by the House to this bill, and have asked a conference
thereon. .

I have examined the amendment and find it is only formal in its
character, and I therefore ask unanimous consent that the House re-
cede from its amendment.

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the amendment?

Mr. CRISP. I ask that it be reported.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, after line 28 add:

**And if said bridge shall not be finished within two years from the passage
of this act the rights and privileges hereby granted shall be null and void.

Mr. CRISP, I will state that by mistake that clanse is put twice
into the bill. This is a Senate bill amended by the House, which amend-
ment was disagreed to by the Senate, and I ask the House to recede.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

DRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE BETWEEN BRIDGEPORT AND SHEFFIELD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the hill (8.
1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Tennessee River
between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala.

Mr. CRISP. This is a Senate bill to which the House attached two
amendments, one of which the Senate agrees to; and the other, which is
identical with the amendment just stricken from the former bill, they
reject. Iask thatthe House recedefrom its insistence upon that amend-
ment,

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

IMPROVEMENT OF BREAZOS RIVER.

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (8.
2831) for improving the mouth of the Brazos River, in Texas; which
was read twice and referred to the Committee on Rivers and ﬁarbors,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent leave of ahsence was granted as follows:

To Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, for ten days, on account of im-
portant business.

To Mr. LyxcH, for two weeks, on account of important business.

To Mr. MoRrRILL, for one week, on account of important business.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

By unanimous consent leave was granted to Mr. FULLER to with-
gv; papers accompanying-House bill 8680, for the relief of Fannie A.
yd.
BRAZOS RIVER, TEXAS.
Mr. CRAIN. I ask unanimonus consent to discharge the Committee
of the Whoie on the state of the Union from the further consideration
of House bill 10165, and that the same be put upon its passage.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacled, elc., That the Brazos River Channel and Dock Company, a cor-
poration organized under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Texas, be,
and are hereby, nuthorized, on the conditions hereinafter mentioned, to con-
struct, own, and operate such permanent and suflicient jetties and such auxil-
jary works as are necessary to create and permanently maintain, as hereinafter
set forth, a navigable channel at the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, between
said river and the Gulf of Mexico, and so far into the mainland and between
the banks of the said Brazos River as may be necossary to reach a place that

will afford security from storma, swells, eyclones, and tidal waves, for the pur- .

poses of furnishing the vessels and boats adapted to the purpose facilities for
navigation in and along Lhe entire length of said channel, charging and collect-
ing suchtoll therefor as may be prescribed by the rezulations that may be made
by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States in conformity with the
laws of the United States; and for that purpose they may construct, in the river,
and likewise in the Guif of Mexico,such walls, jetties, dikes, levees, and other
structures, and employ such boats, rafts, and appliances as they may,in the
prosecution of said work, deem necessary: Provided, That no such structures
or means employed shall hinder, delay, or materially interfere with the free
navigation in said river or between said river and the Gulf of Mexico; and, to
protect their said works, they may build and maintain such levees or embank-
ments as may be necessary to secure their permanency along the banksof said
Brazos River; and said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company shall hold
the United States harmless from any damages that may acerue to any person
or persons by overflow or otherwise caused by the construction of said walls,
jetties, dikes, levees,and other works constructdd by said company: Provided
Jfurther, That unless the construction of the proposed work shall be substan-
tially eomme: ced within one year from date of the approval of this act, and
prosecuted with duoe diligenee, the provisions contained herein in relation to
the said improvement shall be null and void; and unless the said Brazos River
Channel and Dock Company shall secure a navigable depth of 12 feet of water
from a point in the river so far as may be necessary to reach o place that will
afford security from storms, swells, eyelones, and tidal waves, above its mouth
and extending from said point to a depth of 12 feet in the Gulf of Mexico, out-
side of the present bar, within three years after the date of the approval of this
act, Congress may revoke the privileges herein granted in relation to said im-
provement.  And Congress may revoke the provisions hereing granted in rela-
tion to said improvement, unless the siid Brazos River Channel and Dock Com-
pany shall, after sceuring 12 feet of water, secure an additional depth of not less
than 2 feet during each succeeding year thereafler, until 18 feet shall have been
secured ; and in case said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company shall fixil
to comply with the foregoing condilions as to depth of water,and Lime, for any

riod of twelve months in excess of the time fixed as aforesaid, then Lhe priv-
ileges herein granted, in relation to said improwv its, shall absolutely
come null and void without action by Congress.

SEc. 2. That the works of improvement in the said Brazos River, from the
mouth of said river to the point deseribed in section 1 of this act, shall consist
of the construction of dikes, wing-dams, levees, embankments, and dredging
or other means which may be considered by said Brazos River Channel and
Dock Compauy necessary for obtaining a depth of 18 feet of water between the
mouth of said river and said point deseribed in section 1 of this act; and that
the said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company may, if they shall decide it
best for the interests of navigation, change the course of said river at the sha.
bend in said river between the mouth of said river and the said pointd
in section 1 of this act, but in making such ehange the channel shall be made
of sufficient depth and width to receive the volume of said river without dis-
turbance of its regimen.

SEc. 3. That if at any time during the construction of said jetties and auxili-
ary works, or after said jetties and anxiliary works shall have been completed,
and said channel of 18 feet in_depth has been obtained, the United States shall
have the right to pay the said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company the
value of their jetties and other works consiructed under and by the authority
granted to said eompany by the State of Texas as well as by the authority of
this act, and on such payments being made by the United States all right to
said franchises and works on the part of said Brazos River Channel and Dock
Company shall cease.

SEc, 4. That any person maliciously or intentionally injonring said works or
interfering with tie construction thereof shall be deemed guilty of a misde-
meanor, and may be tried for such offense before the district courtof the United
States for the district wherein such offense may be committed, and if found
guilty he shall be liable to a fine not exceeding $1,000 or to imprisonment not
n:?re than two years, or both fine and imprisonment as aforesaid for each
offense,

The SPEAKER piro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr.
CrAIN] asks nnanimous consent for the consideration of the bill.

Mr. HOLMAN. In consequence of the confusion in the Hounse the
reading of the first portion of the bill was not very well understood.
I wonld like to have the nature of the bill explained.

Mr. ROWELL. I do not think that bill ought to pass the House.
It proposes to allow a private corporation to take charge of a navigable
river. I think that is a bad principle.

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman allow me two minutes to explain
the bill ?

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly.

The %PEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman withdraw his ob-
jection

Mr. ROWELL. I withdraw the objection in order to permit the
gentleman to explain, reserving the right to renew the objection.

Mr. CRAIN. The bill is almost exactly the same bill that was re-
ported on the same subject from the Senate this morning. The only
difference between the two bills is that the Senate bill omits the pro-
vision that this company shall hold the United States Government
harmless for any damage done in the cbnstruction of the work. The
bill before the House is asubstitute unanimously reported by the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. It simply grants to a corporation the
right to improve the mouth of the Brazos River, which work the Gov-
ernment engineers have given up as impracticable, and which hasbeen
abangoned by the Government. The charges to which the gentleman
refers are to be regulated by the Secretary of the Treasury.

Mr. MILLS. I must insist on the regular order.

Mr. CRAIN. I only ask two minu es.

Whenever the Government of the United States deems it proper to
do so, it has the right to purchase all these works and to deprive the
company of its franchise. Thatis the whole bill.
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Mr. ROWELL. I do nof see any reason for passing a bill of that
kind. t']:_f this improvement is practicable, the United States ought to
make i

Mr. MILLS. I now ask for the regular order.

ENROLLED- BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and a joint resolution
of the House of the following titles; when the Speaker pro fempore
signed the same:

Joint resolution {H. Res. 178) granting leave of absence to certain
persons employed in the service of the United States;

A bill (H. R. 478) to place the name of Rev. Stephen M. Collis on
ge m;lster-mll of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chaplain

ereof;

A bill (H. R. 860) for the relief of Alfred Head;

A bill éH. E. 956) for the relief of the heirs of Christopher Cott;

* A bill (H. R. 1361) to incorporate the Reform School for Girls of the
District of Columbia;
A bilI (H. R. 1457) for the erection of a public building at Wichita,

A blll (H. R. 1514) relating to the record of wills in the District of
Columbia;

A bill {H R. 2805) granting a pension to Martha F. Woodrnm,
widow of James Woodrum, deceased;

A bill (H. R. 3290) to amend section 655 of the Revised Statutes re-
lating to the District of Columbia;

A bill (H. R. 3839) granting a pension to Mrs. Hettie K. Painter;

Mr. KILGORE also, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the Senate of
the following titles; when the Speaker pro fempore signed the same:

A bill (S. 1193; granting a pension to John R. Wheelock;

A bill (8. 1906) granting a pension to Matilda Bleumner;

A bill (8. 182‘7} granting a pension to Philomelia L. Dartt;

A hill (8. 1844) granting an increase of pension to Ann Atkinson;
A bill (8. 1997) granting a pension to Peter Thompson;
A bill ES. 2100) granting a pension to Charles Tidmarsh;
A bill (8. 2151) granting a pension to Mrs. Amelia Hillyer;

A bill (8. 2168; granting a pension to Francis Marion Walker;

A bill (8. 2183) granting a pension to Rachel Plummer;

A bhill ES. 2‘255§ granting a pension to Amanda W. Beach;

A bill (8. 2331) granting a pension to Mary McGregor;

A bill (8. 1484) to fix the status in the Navy of certain cadet engi-
neers;

Joint resolution (8. R. 26) to arbitrate and settle the question at
issue between the District of Columbia and Samuel Strong;

A bill (8. 23) to anthorize Dalles City to construct a bridge across
the Columbia Riverin theState of Oregon and Territory of Washington;

A bill (8. 1525) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the
Cumberland River, between Burnside, Ky., and , in Tennes-
see, or the south fork of said river, between Burnside and Tateville,

s bill (. 2601) authorizing the construction of railroad bridges across
the Snake River and across the Clear Water River by the Oregon Rail-
way and Navigation Company;

A bill (8. 1851) providing for an international marine conference to
secure Lﬁreater safety for life and property at sea;

808) granting a pension to Julius C. Monson;

A bill (S. 802 granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Wilcox,

DOX ll}l?l (8 1004) ti to Ann V uil; and
G ing a pension nn Verne an
A hill (8, 1192) %hnﬁ a pension to Judson nght

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com-
mittees for reports.

Mr. MILLS. I move to dispense with the morning hour.

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask the gentleman to give way for a moment to
allow me to make a report from the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. MILLS. Iwill withdraw the motion to dispense with the morn-
ing hour and let the committees be called.

RUFUS LOWE AND C. M. LOFTIN.

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on the
Judiciary, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H.
R. 10578) for the relief of Rnfus Lowe and C. M. Loftin; which was
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar,
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

MAJ. GEN. W. W. AVERILL.

Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (8. 1650) for the relief
of Maj. Gen. W. W. Averill; which was referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany-
ing re ordered to be printed.

Mr,. SPINOLA. Two weeks from this evening there is to be a ses-
sion to consider several bills of like character with the bill I have just
reported, and I ask that it be included among the bills to be considered
at that evening session.

_The SPEAKER pro tempore.

That request is not in order at this
time. -
Mr, SPINOLA.

‘Well, I will make it later in the day.
ROCK ISLAND DAM.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Military Af-
fairs have made a favorable report upon a resolution calling upon the
Secretary of War for information as to the destruction of the dam at
the Rock Island arsenal, but as I understand that the information
called for has been fully t‘urmshed to the Committee on Appropriations,
I suggest that it is not necessary for us to put the resolution upon the
Calendar or upon its passage, and I therefore ask that itlie on the table.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

BUILDINGS AT HIGHWOOD, NEAR CHICAGO.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re-
ported a bill (H. I&. 10643) appropriating $300,000 for the construction
of buildings for the military post at Highwood, near Chicago, 111,

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This bill was ordered to be reported favor-
ably some weeks ago, and would have been reported to the Hoase, buf
atthe request of gentlemen in Chicago we concluded that we would
hold the report until after the Army appropriation bill was disposed of,
as it was expected that we would make an appropriation in that hill
for this purpose. That appropriation has now been made in the Army
bill, and I therefore suggest that for the present this bill and reportlie
on the table.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

LEAVE TO FILE REPORTS.

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, there are two or threereports from the .
Committee on Private Land Claims that I desire to present this morn-
ing, but the gentleman who has them in his possession is not present
at this moment, and I therefore ask unanimous consent that they may
be filed with the Clerk.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

1’13:3 SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of committees is now com-
pleted.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an-
nounced that the Senate insists upon its amendments, non-concurred in
by the House of Representatives, to the hill (H. R. 9377) making appro-
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur-

The message f urther announced that the President pro fempore had
appointed Senators SHERMAN, ALLISON, MANDERSON, COLQUITT, and
BERRY members on the part of the Senate of the committee of Con-
gress authorized by the act approved May 28, 1888, to attend the Cen-
tennial Exposition of the Ohio Valley and Central States, to be held at
Cincinnati, Ohio.

The message further announced that the Senate insists upon its
amendments to the bill (H. R. 15083) to relieve certain appointed or en-
listed men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of deser-
tion, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, agrees to the con-
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate
Messrs. HALE, CHANDLER, and GRAY.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re-
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833)
making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the
United States for the fiscal year 1889, and still further insists upon its
sixteenth amendment to said bill.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. MILLS. I now move that the Hounse resolve itself into Com-
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consider-
ation of bills raising revenue.

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 now in Committee of the Whole
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation
and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of revenue. The
pending amendment is to strike out lines 133 and 134:

Vegetables in their natural state or in salt or brine, not specially enumerated
or provided for:

Debate on this amendment is exhausted, but the gentleman from New
York [Mr. BAKER] is still entitled to two nrinutes in support of the
amendment.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. In thetwoor threeadditional minutes
allowed me I will withdraw the amendment which I offered yesterday,
and move instead to amend by inserting after the words ‘‘ vegetables’’
the words: ‘‘Such vegetables as are now specifically dutiable under
existinglaw.” TUnder the existing law vegetables in their nataral state
or in salt or brine, not specially enumerated or provided for, are subject
to 10 per cent. ad valorem duty. The proposition is to make vegeta-
bles in their natural state or in salt or brine, not specifically enumer-
ated or provided for, free. That provision, unless covered by some
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amendment which the honorable chairman of the Committee on Ways
and Means informs us is to be proposed, would put potatoes, and, by a
subsequent provision in this bill, beans, pease, and split upon the
free-list. It wounld strike down a large agricultural interest in my
section of the country, and it meets with the most earnest protest of
the agriculturists, especially along the border line, who do not desire
that their products shall come in competition with those of Canada or
other foreign countries.

In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I will have printed as part of my
remarks a table which has been prepared by Colonel Switzler, of the
Bureau of Statistics, comprising a statement showing the imports of
wheat and other breadstuffs, provisions, vegetables, eggs, ete., into the
United States from the British North American Provinces and all other
foreign countries each year from 1868 to 1887. It is a special exhibit
of the importations referred to, and I am sure will be of interest to
both sides of the House. It shows the magnitude to which the busi-
. mess has grown of importing into this country breadstuffs and eggs
(which are free both ways), and I think when the committee come to
consider this table and to examine this exhibit of this business they
will agree to make a more material modification of the provisions of
the bill than that which is now proposed.

I shall also incorporate in my remarks an article from the New York
Tribune of June 4, 1888, in relation fo the importation of cheap pota-
toes from Europe.

The following is the article:

[From the New York Tribune, June 4, 1885.]

CHEAF FOTATOES FROM EUROFE—DANGEE TO THE AMERICAN FARMER IF THE
DUTY ON THEM IS5 REMOVED,

The recent large arrivals of Pomtm upon trans-Atlantic passenger steamers,
which bring them over practically as ballast, has occasioned no little surprise
in the shipping world as well as among dealers in farm produce. A steamer
of the National Line arrived here a few .}'s ain with 1,000 barrels of potatoes,
and upon inquiry it was found that the freight paid upon them was hardly
enough to cover the expense of putl.inlf them into the vessel, to ug
the transportation of them for 3,000 miles; and, too, they were ed here at a
less iprice than potatoes brought from Newfoundland, which, r payment of
the import duty of 15 cents a bushel, are cheaper than the home product. This

nothing of

ALL OTHER FOREIGN COUNTRIES.

Btatement showing the imports of whea! and all other breadsluffs, dc.—Conl-.i.nued.

new departure of bﬁn{nf potatoes from Europe, together with the prog

in the Mills free-trade bill entirely to remove the duty from potatoes, is caus-
ing alarm to everyhbody excepting the foreign growers and the foreign ship-
owners,

The receipts of potatoes from Great Britain since October 1 last up to Satur-
day, were 3,411,840 bushels, against 106,047 bushels for the same period a year
ago. There also came 240,249 bushels from the continent, against 19,512 bushels
A yvear ago. This means an attack upon the American farmer, and a more ef-
féective one upon his industry if the duty should be entirely removed, as he
would then find it useless to cultivate his unprofitable lands; but the Democratic
Congress is determined to foster the foreign producer and the foreign capitalist
in prefi to the Ameri industries.

G.B. Palmer, a produce merchant, who has studied the question thoroughly,
said on Saturday : * To remove thetgresenb duty of 15 cents per bushel would
undoubtedly so flood the market with foreign potatoes that American producers
could raise them only at a lossto themselves. The present duty was an equit-
able one, and it should not be made higher than it is at present, because in sea-
sons when the home crop fails, or is not large enough to meet the home de-
mands, a high tariff would be an injustice. hen they are put up in sacks
they are easily handled and oceupy but little space, and consequently make ex-
cellent ballast. The farmers are much op d to having the duty removed.
Foreign potatoes, by being brought as last, can be sold cheaper than the
home product, but once drive our own farmers out of the market, or remove
the home competition, there will be a demand for potatoes that will send up
the ﬁ‘?ight charges, and the potatoes will cost the consumer more than they do
now.

Statement showing the imports of wheat and all other breadstufls, provisions, vegela-
bles, and eggs into the United States from the British North American Provinces and
all other foreign countries during each year from 1868 to 1887,

[Under the title of * British North American Provincea” are included the Do-

minion of Canada, Newfoundland, and Labrador. | 2

BRITISH KORTH AMERICAN PROVINCES.

| | :
: Provis-
Year end- All other| ; i i
ing Wheat. bread- |1ons (in- fre- Eggs.
June 30— stufls, ;;lelgt:]g tables. >
Bushels. D
1 1,503, 824 §2, 704, 132 84, 393, 894 81, 545, 820, §290, 386 D] 1
1,837,227| 1,673,629| 5,423, 57014 1, 429, 340 ® ) .
838,862 862,579 6,158, 6354 3, 633, 937 Q ?
638, 264| 804,984 4,249, 21352 374, 604 5
.| 1,532,220 2,167,390| 4,949,339| 1,876,728]  26,005( 4,812, 647| 644,284
| 1,453,204 2,021,211 3,722,285 1,226, 704| 113,604 4,948,679 676, 463
Mol s sl e maudm
, 617 y £y i u T8
1,552, 1,606,079 8, 2585, 509 X 12, 4,748,473 620,276
319,045 361,691 5,269,266/ 113,791 1,453,540 4,918,105 608, 654
1,340,418 1,534,200 4,463, 833| 328 079 154,013 5,963,944 719,871
003,633 1,784,140 5,380,508 157,028 1,221,960/ 5,918,074/ 639,503
451,612 515, 5,118,311| 566, 192, 7,662,068 894,349
191,362 190,742 7,142,396 249,550( 7 9,471,391] 1,199,157
B44,196| 1,072, 61812, 702,978| 791,961| 2,501, 649,11, 728, 518{ 1,793,167
1,073,156, 1,063, 9,406, 481 435,511 1,000, 93314, 683, 061| 2,584, 279
22, 19,3821} 6,540,530, 226, 177,616 14, 688, 417| 2, 356, 325
208,996 165, 6,779,647 17T1,7 197, 881/13, 969, 474| 2, 095, 437
879,560| 328, 7,854,551 162,805 427,104/14, 465, 664| 1, 893, 672
277,610( 218,551 6,312,461 163,115 ,TDBIL& 914 1,930, 844
! Not stated. 4 Includes tallow,
2 Imports of by countries not stated. 8 Includes vegetables.
. 3Imports of vegetables by countries not stated. 6 Included in provisions.

XIX——356

All other| Provis-
Rl e bread- | jons (in | Vege -
June 30 stufls, ol;lll::ﬂ:)g tables. Eggs.
Bushels. Dozens.
22, $30, 517 $42 153 $263,963] 8297, (14 ;‘
33,2600  44,777| 1,585,047 562,864 g} 1 v
12,964 15, 954 494, 667| 1,014, 931 ; *
28,035 38,260 492,756| 1,275,883 (%) ! $63,717
14, 403 21, 299 448,173 1,510,251| 173, 628, 92, 676 5, 650
% 31,783 306, 1,148,621) 411,757| 116,898 7,897
14,688 18,747 1,755,526 7,082 179, 12,573
12,430) 15,876/ 993.261) 743,376 557,579| 113,1 , 604
15, 892 17,770  437,961) 707,747 580,005 155,208 10,117
8,081 11,002| 838,516/ 610,461 730,022 130, 166 968
10,5 14,785 351, 307 599, 185 584,104 89, 6,166
7.658|  10,422| 656,615( 662,198 508,063 104, 7142
11, 18, 647 466, 895 608,7 639, 081 111,42 , 583
9, 258, 13,766) 522,938 1,029,238 810,782 106, 6,910
2,4 5,177 689, 528| 1,380,603 3,238,100 200, 15,418
2, 569 6, 880 415,001 1,522, 27 991, 871 596, 93, 825
1,739 4,59 135,254 1,616, 1135| 1,798, 321,085
2! 4,817 144,215| 1,652, 810{ 1,080, 829] 2,128, 381, 235
971 2.893| 249,532/ 1,925, 640 1,216,252| 1, 626, 279,783
332 BlE|  108,900| 1,643,124] 924,613 255, 29,552
TOTAL FROM ALL COUNTRIES.
| | |
.| 1,616, 508 §2, T34, 649 §4, 436, 047 §1, 809, 792)  §588, 374 { 5‘}
, 370, 493| 1,718, 406/ 7,008,617/21,992, 213 182, 621 %’ A
51, 878,833 6,653, 302 24, 648, 61,253 5 £13, 270
717,179 933,253 4,741,969,73,650,487 (9 a 287, 049
1, 546, 623! 2, 188, 639 5,@?.5]2| 3. 386, 149, 693 4, 905,423| 649,894
1,476,504/ 2,052, 994| 4,028,513 2,875,825 525,361 5,065,577 683,850
1,646,002 2,114 194| 6,928, 767 1,747, 442) 836, 5,601,175 747,866
803, (47| 312,464 7,700,808 1,229, 612, 050] 4,351, 81 600,472
1,568,558, 1,623, 849| 8, 723, 270 219 592,349 4,908,771 830,393
828,906 372.003| 5,607, 7H2| 724,252 2,183,571 5,048,271| 617,622
1,851, 1,549,084/ 4,814,640 927,264/ 738,117| 6,053,649 726,037
2,011,291} 1,794,562 6,045, 819,226| 1,730,023 6,022,506 646,735
.| 462,882 534, 470| 5,585, 206| 1,234,992 831, 7,773,492| 901,932
o 200, 204, 508 7, 665, 334 1, 278,788 1, 606, 722| 9, 578,071| 1, 206, 067
.| BdB, 1,077, 795 13, 392, 506| 2,172, 654) 5,739, 74911, 929, 355/ 1, 808, 585
-l 1,075,725( 1,070,316/ 9, 821,572 1,057, 781| 2,001, S04 15, 279, 065/ 2, 677, 604
24,3290 23,920 6,675,784| 1,843,452 1,155, 754 16, 487, 204 2, 677, 560
206,550 170,200 6,923,762| 1,830, 547| 1,278, 710116, 098, 450, 2, 476, 672
380, 331,593 7,604,083\ 2,088, 445 1,643,356 16,002,583, 2,173, 454
217, 218.867| 6,421, 361] 1,806, ml I,M.mlils.%,m-li 1, 960, 396
1 Not stated. ! Includes vegetables,
2Includes tallow. $Included in provisions,
WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureaw. *

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
Bureaw of Statislics, May 26, 1858,

I now withdraw my former motion, and move to strike out the pend-
ing lines—lines 133, 134, I think the vote had better be taken directly
upon this motion.

Mr. MILLS. Let us have a vote.

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection the amendment hereto-
fore submitted by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] will
be regarded as withdrawn, and the motion to strike out the paragraph
will be treated as the pending motion. The Chair hears no objection.

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the motion submitted
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] will be adopted; and
I say this in the interest of the farmers all along the northern border
of Maine and New York and other States contiguous to Canada. If I
had not known that a great deal of what is said by our friends on the
other side is little if anything more than a specious argument to sus-
tain their case, I should have been astonished tosee proposed in the bill
this attack upon the farmer; for if our friends on the other side are
great in anything, they are great as weepers over the hard condition of
the farmer. I have heard my friend from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY |
cry over the farmer so many times in this House that I have in -
pathy with him almost shed tears myself. My friend from Iowa [Mr.
WEAVER] joins in the chorus with such vigor that you wounld think he
saw nothing but the farming interests of this country. And my friend
from Texas [Mr. M1LLs] presenting this bill to the House in his elo-
quent, and (considering the badness of his cause) able argument, gave
as his principal reason, if I mistake not, for introducing this bill, that
it would relieve the hardships of the farmers. Yet, gentlemen now
come in here and in these two lines of the bill attack the farmers along
the northern border of our country in the most vital particular; for,
as we all know, it is upon vegetables rather than upon staple articles
which can be transported across the ocean that the farmer makes the
largest percentage of profit; from vegetables, more, perhaps, than from
anything else, he gets the returns with which he purchases the sup-
plies for himself and his family. Yet in respect to thisimportant part
of the farmer’s production our friends upon the other side would put
him in direct competition with the farmers of New Brunswick, who
live in cheaper houses; who have but few of the comforts of life; in
whose fields women can be seen working as you do not see them on

this side of the border. Those farmers of New Brunswick can sell their
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productions for a less price, because they need smaller returns. Why,
sir, on the line between Maine and New Brunswick you will find the
American producer getting 25 cents a bushel for his potatoes, which are
taken in the field just as they come and sent to the starch factories,
while the farmer on the other side of the line sells his potatoes for but
halfthatprice. And thesamecomparisonappliesthroughthe wholelist.

Allow me to say to my friend from Texas that his argument that
the snperior skill of the American Iaborer—skill and the use of ma-
chinery—gives to him the facility to labor with more effeet, and there-
fore to get hetter pay because he produces more, does not apply in this
case. f:does not require skilled labor to produce the products of the
farm on the other side of the line. I know that new machinery, new
farming implements, have beenintroduced ; but our progressive Yankees
have carried their inventions and their machinery across the border,
and you can find there, as well as on this side, your mowing machine,
your reaping machine, and all your patented implements of husbandry.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. MILLIKEN. I wounld like to occupy a few moments more.

Mr, MILLS. I now ask for a vote.

Mr. NELSON. I rise to move a pre forma amendment, and yield
my five minutes to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN].

Mr. MILLIEEN. I hope I shall be allowed five minutes more.

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s time
be extended five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLI-
KEX | be permitted to continune his remarks for five minutes. Is there
objection ?

Mr. MILLS. I object.

" Mr. BREWER, Imove toamend proforma by striking out the words
“not specially enumerated or provided for.”’

AMr. MILLS, I move thatthe committee rise so that the House may
limit debate on this proposition.

The question being talen on the motion of Mr. MiLLS, there were—
ayes 74, noes 64.

Mr. BAKER, of New York.
voted. Let us have tellers.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Thatisright. The other side should not be
allowed to go back on the farmers without telling them why.

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BAXER, of New York, and Mr. MrLLs
were appointed.

Mr, BAKER, of New York (before the connt by tellers was con-
cluded). Mr. Speaker, we have agreed that the debate on this proposi-
tion be allowed to run for twenty minutes on each side.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentlemen from Texas withdraw his
motion that the committee rise?

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir; the gentleman from New York and I have
made an agreement, which I hope the Committee of the Whole will
ratify, that twenty minutes be allowed on each side.

The CHAIRMAN. The motion that the committee rise is with-

* drawn. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous consent that all
debate upon the pending paragraph and amendments thereto be lim-
ited to forty minutes—twenty minutes on each side. Is there objec-
tion? The Chair hears none. Without the interposition of formal
amendments the Chair will recognize gentlemen to speak on the mo-
tion to strike out. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] has
been recognized.

Mr. BREWER. Mz. Chairman, I will only take abouf three min-
utes to say all I desire to say on this question. The committee who
reported this bill and the gentlemen who framed it do not appreciate
the enormous competition which arises between our farmers along the
border of Canada-and those who reside in Ontario, in the western por-
tion of the province of Canada.

The district I have the honor to represent here lies within 12 miles
of the city of Detroit. It is largely a rural district. Thegreat market
for the people residing in that district is in the city of Detroit. They
take there their vegetables, they take there their grain, they take there
all their farm products and exchange them for goods they find in that
city. Immediately opposite the city of Detroit, across the river, about
three-quarters of a mile, is the province of Ontario, an excellent farm-
ing country. There is nothing which prevents to-day the ecompetition
in vegetables between the people residing across the river and the farm-
ers of my district except a small tariff daty on potatoes. Are we to
remove this duty? If we do what compensation will the people of
Detroit or the people of Michigan receive for that gift we are making
to the people residing in the province of Ontario. If we are to receive
our potatoes and other vegetables from the people of Ontario free, then
ought not the people of Detroit and the border States be entitled to
pass their products across the river into Ontario free of duty. Yet the
Committee on Ways and Means propose to give, without any compensa-
tion whatever in return, to the people residing in Canada the right to
have the markets naturally belonging to the people of Michigan with-
out any compensation whatever.

I know, Mr. Chairman, it is nseless for me, it is useless for any one
residing near the border to protest against this act, because it has been
decreed this bill is to pass and to pass as reported by the committee as.
ordered by the caucus, I rise, therefore, merely for the purpose of

I make the point that no guorum has

rotesting against it, and prolesting in the interest of the farmers who

ive in my district and whose products are brought in direct competi-
tion with the like products from the provinee of Ontario, which come
free into Detroit in opposition to the interest of those whom I have
the honor to represent.

I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. YARDLEY].

Mr. YARDLEY. Moy, Chairman, a large percentage of the people
whom I have the honor to represent on this floor are farmers, and in
their behalf I have presented to this House petition after petition signed
by farmers’ granges, by farmers’ elubs, and by individual farmers, asking
the duty on farm products be increased. Gentlemen on the other side
of the Hounse who profess to be interested in the farmers have answered
their prayers and petitions by placing the products of the farms upon
the free-list.

I submit there should be protection to the American farmer against
the importations from Canada and other foreign countries.

The distinguished chairman of the Committeee on Ways and Means
tells us that hereafter, some time in the future, a proviso will be brought
in which will explain and interpret the provisions of this section. I
submit until that proviso is offered this section must be construed as
it is written, and as it is written, potatoes, together with other vege-
tables, are put upon the free-list.

. Further along in the bill garden seeds are pat upon the free-list. I
have the honor of representing several of the largest industries in rais-
ing garden seeds in the whole United States. I represent here people
who cultivate all kinds of garden seeds, and one gentleman in myown
county who cultivates turnip seeds informs me that he has contracted
with many farmers in_his locality to pay 12 cents a pound for their
enfire crop of turnip seeds, and yet English growers of turnip seeds
offer to deliver (all costs paid) in Philadelphia turnip seeds at 8 cents
per pound. While that contract may be a good one for the farmers this
year, they will find that after the passage of this bill they will have to
compete with foreign importations and can not sell their turnip seeds
for more than 8 cents a pound.

Mr. Chairman, we have been told again and again by the gentlemen
upon the other side that their hearts are overflowing with love for the
farmer, and their chief desire in presenting this bill is to relieve the
farmer from excessive taxation, and yet they propose to relieve them by
placing garden seeds, beans, pease, and other vegetables upon the free-list.

During the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887, $149,876.07 worth of
garden seeds and $519,312.36 worth of vegetables were imported into
this conntry in direct competition with the products of the farms of
our own country. Mr. Chairman, if the gentlemen upon the other side
of the House are sincere in their repeated expressions of sympathy for
the farmers they will unanimously join with us now in this effort to
strike the enumerated vegetables and garden seeds from the free-list,
and thus aid us to fairly and honestly protect the products of the farm.
[Applause.] .

[ 3r. THoMAS H. B. BRowNE withholds his remarks for revision.
See APPENDIX. ]

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, it will be impossible to know the
effect of putting this provision upon the free-list without understand-
ing beforehand just what is now admitted under the language *‘ vege-
tables in their natural state, ete.”” Of the imports entered for consump-
tion during the year 1887 of this class of farm products other than beans
and pease, the total value was $519,312, npon which a duty of about
$51,000 was collected. But what the items are, composing these im-
portations, ** vegetables in their natural state, ete.,”” the committee
have not given us any information. A In this condition I have takenoc-
casion to ascertain from the Secretary of the Treasury the importations
for the last nine months under the clause ‘‘ vegetables other than beans,
pease, and potatoes,imported in their natural state or in salt or brine,”’
and I find thatat the ports of Bangor, Boston, New York, Philadelphia,
Baltimore, Buffalo, Niagara, and Detroit, there were imported under
this provision during that period, beets, cabbages, cauliflower, corn,
cucumbers, onions, pease, radishes, squash, turnips, tomatoes, and vari-
ous other vegetables amounting to an aggregate value of $265,901; and
I shall insert at this point a table giving the exact amount of each.

The table is as follows:

Values of the several kinds of vegetables (other than beans, pease, and pola-
toes) imported in their natural state, or in salt or brine, and entered for
consumption ai the below-named ports during the mine months ending
Mnreh 31, 1888,

|
Ports at which en- Cab- | Cauli- Gucum-| Gar- | Len-
t?orgdlnrmmum;» Deels, bages. [flower. Corn.|“pars. Yo, | tiis, :Onions.
' =
Bangor. §22 8 san maanessrss
Boston 82 51 s
New York. TORB, D54 |...ciiovras | cnnnes sonson funsninaes [oreeas sinons funnsnsans|snsmmnss 109, 525
Philadelphi p U] [0 Lo i ST mam‘ 213
Balth £233 |ieenen {1,550 240
Buffalo 1,170 :
NiBZATh o] 164 | 184 §i84 s
Detroit. | 340
TOtal e 18,438 | 1,760 | 119 | 1841 233 | 21 2813 [ns,m
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Values of the several kinds of vegetables, ete.—Continued.

Rad-
.| ishes,

Ports at which entered All

for consumption.

Tur-
nips.

Toma-

lﬂ?. 474
3,538

Bangor........
ton
New York ..
Philadelphia 5
Baltimore =
Bauffalo. 22 231
Niagara. -0 €1 [ SRS e |
Detroit. 598

§1, 250
1,250

183 | 66,704

9,358 ‘ 45,353 | 265,904

Note.—The transactions at the above ports represent 81 per cent. of the total
of like transactions in the United States,
WM. F. BWITZLER,

Chief of Bureau.
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF StaTisTics, May 31, 1883,

" T have inserted this table, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of giving the
committee that information which they require in taking action upon
a provision of this character, and so that the committee will know just
what will be admitted free of duty if this provision, as propesed in the
bill, shall stand.

We protect to a large extent the products of the farm, and why the
majority of the Committee on Ways and Means shounld strike down
these produets of the soil and allow them to be imported in competition
with our own produets I do not understand.

The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, in giving information upon
this subject showing the imports entered for consumption during the
year 1857, furnishes the Committee on Ways and Means the following:

TrREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS,
Washington, D. C., May 25, 1883,
DEAR Sir : Of the imports entered for consumption during the fiseal year 1857
of vegetables (other than beans and pease) in their natural state, or in salt and
brine, dutiable at 10 per cent., $519,312 in value, the value imperted into the port
of New York was 152,

The collector at that port informs me that during the quarter ending March
81 last the imports under this head comprised the following: Onions, 80 per
cent.; beeis, 10 per cent.. and tomatoes, 5 per cent.; unknown, 25 per cent.

It is probable that this would approximate the percentages of the articles
classed under this head imported into the whole country.

Respectfully,
WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau.
HeseY TALsOT, Esq.,
Clerkto Commitlee on Ways and Means, House of Represenlazives.

I desire to submit this in order that the Committee of the Whole
may know what is being stricken down by this provision of the bill.

Mr. PLUMB. Can the gentleman state whether or not Canada im-

any duty npon vegetables?

Mr. BURROWS. I am not positive as to that.

Mr. FARQUHAR addressed the Chair.

Mr. MILLS. How much time is remaining on that side ?

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DOCKERY in the chair). Five minutes.

The Chair understands that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MiL-
LIKEN] was to be allowed five minutes in this discnssion; but as he
i{; nr].:t in his seat, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from New

ork.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, as representing one of the border
districts of this country, and o large one, I can not but admire the
generosity of this Committee on Ways and Means in opening the doors
of our Northern markets to the Canadians. I want simply to say here,
gir, that the Canadian pays no taxes in our country; he furnishes no
roadways for our people; he pays no school rates, and pays nothing
whatever towards the support of the Government only through indirect
taxation, nor has he any interest in the land, but simply to get Amer-
ican money wrung from the tillers of the soil and take it home with
him. i

The county in which Buffalo is situated is largely interested in the
produets of the farm; and the land is divided into small plats, devoted
to o cpnsiderable extent to vegetable and fruit raising, which employs
thousands and thousands of men who get their whole living from that
character of occupation in that county. Opposite tous is a good Cana-
dian agricultural district; and all that is necessary, when the bill is
passed, is simply to open the market for the Canadians to step across
the Niagzara River and drive out of business the Erie County farmer.
If that is good American policy, let the committee go on and pursue it
to its legitimate consequences; butI can assure gentlemen that in that
region along the Canadian line you will find intelligent farmers who
will give their opinion of this character of legislation when November
comes around. [Applause on the Republican side. ]

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, opposition is made to the insertion of
this proyvision in the bill on two grounds; one is, it is charged on the
other side that it puts potatoes on the free-list. Now, by existing law,
as stated here often during this discussion, potatoes are dutiable, be-
inz named specifically in existing law.

This clause provides—

Vegetables in their natural state, or in salt or brine, not specially enumerated
or provided for,

Potatoes are specially enumerated and provided for; hence they do -
not come within the provision of the clause. Catiainiy, therefore, it
seems to me that no one can justly claim that there is any sufficient
reason whatever to allege that potatoes are included or intended to be
included in that provisions

But, as I stated before, in order to satisfy the views of gentlemen who
might have any honest doubts upon the subject, we have care-
fully a provision to come in at the close of the bill, which is to dissi-
pate all doubts on the subject.

Now, then, on the merits of this proposition; the gentleman from New
York who represents the Buffalo district [Mr. FARQUHAR] says that
this provision of the law is in the interest of Canada. It isasmuchin
the interest of the people of the city of Buffalo as any other part of the
country in proportion to the amount of imports brought into that coun-
try from Canada or elsewhere. The reports show that turnips are
largely imported into Buffalo to feed the poor laboring people whose
Representative here on this floor is demanding that the duty npon the
necessaries of life, upon their food, shall be made higher by striking
out this clause while we are trying to reduce the price, so that they
may have the necessaries of life cheaper than they are getting them
now.

Another large item in the bill is onions. A t many onions are
imported from Cuba into the port of New York to feed the working
people, the poor laboring people of New York who live on onions
:milon]g other articles of food. [Derisive laughter on the Republican
side.

Gentlemen are trying constantly to keep up the prices of the neces-
saries of life. They will not even let the workingmen in New York
have onions to eat. Onions are among the most healthful vegetables
we have. And yet our friénds on the other side of the Hounse demand
that we shall keep up the price of everything that is necessary to hu-
man existence, everything necessary for the working people of this
country, for the advantage of those who are interested in producing
these things; and only a few of them at that. I want to know, Mr.
Chairman, at what point in this bill gentlemen will agree to reduce
the taxation? This question constantly confrunts us. The taxes must
be reduced. 3
hMr. BRUMM. We will begin with the internal revenue; right
there. :

Mr. MILLS. Yon want free whisky. You say so in your platform.
We will meet that proposition.

Mr. BRUMM. We want free sugar.

Mr. MILLS. You do not say sugar. You say internal revenue.

Mr. BRUMM. We want free sagar and rice.

Mr. MILLS. You do uot say in your platform at Chicago that you
want to reduce the duty or sugar nor on rice. The Republican party
have overruled what you have heretofore contended for on that subject.
Your party commands you here on this floor to ask for free whisky.
We will go with you to the conntry on that question. We demand a
rednetion on those things that enter into consumption as necessary to
human existence. We demand that the tax shall remain on whisky
as it is to-day.

Mr. BRUMM. I know you do.

Mr. CONGER. I wonld like to hear the amendment the gentleman

to offer.

Mr. MILLS. I do not propose to offer any amendment.

Mr. CONGER. You said you were going to propose one.

Mr, MILLS. The amendment I referred to is in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. Twoand a half minutes now remain on the
other side of the Hounse.

The Chair will recogpize the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLI-

KEN].

Mr. MILLIKEN. I shall not endeavorin soshort a time to answer
the bold argument of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Mrrrs], which
he has made ever since this bill has been before the House, that on ac-
count of better machinery, better labor in this country we are able to
contend against the cheap labor that comes in from abroad. His argu-
ment does not apply to the case of the farmer along the northern bor-
der line. The grmer has to contend with men who can labor as well
as he can, and who have as good appliances to labor with.

I desire to call attention to one item in these two lines, encumbers
in salt or brine, that are put on the free-list. That isa large industry
inthe State of Maine, and directly affects the farmer, the man who raises
the cucumbers these pickles are made from. They are shipped in salt
and brine to Boston, New York, and to the markets along the Atlantie
coast. Without this protection he will have to contend with the New
Brunswick farmer, who can raise these cucumbers with cheaper labor
and who can raise them with as good appliances as those of our farmer.
I am somewhat astonished when my friend on the other side claims this
bill is not a sectional measure. Thereis hardly a product of the farmer
who lives along the northern boarder of this country that this bill does
not put on the free-list. You attack him in every production. There
are only a few staples produced by the farmer that this bill, framed by
men who have stood up here to claim they were par excellence the friends
of the farmer, does not put on the free-list.

[Here the hammer fell. ]
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Mr. BAKER, of New York. As a matter of fairness I think it well
to have read from page 6147 of the RECORD the amendment now pend-
ing, so that the House may understand just what are its terms.

Mr. MILLS. Has the time for debate closed ?

The CHATRMAN, Yes. 2

Mr, MILLS., The amendment is already in the RECORD.

Mr, BAKER, of New York. Yes; but let it be read, so gentlemen
may understand its provisions,

The Clerk read as follows:

This act is intended and shall be construed as an act supplementary and
amendatory to existing laws, and the rates of duty and modification of clauses,
provisions, and sections herein specifically made are intended and shall be con-
strued as a repeal of all clauses, provisions, and sections in conflict herewith;
but as to all clauses, provisions, and sections in existing laws not herein spe-
cifieally changed, modified, or amended, the rates of duty now existing shall be
and remain in full force and effect.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on the amendment of the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. BAKER].

Thgs question was taken; and the amendment was rejected—ayes 59,
noes 68,

Mr. BRUMM. I call for tellers.

Tellers were refused, only 23 members voting in favor thereof.

" The Clerk read as follows:

Chicory root, ground or unground, burnt or prepared.

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move to strike out the last word.

Mr. MILLS. I want to move that the committee rise, in order that
the Committee on Appropriations may present some business.

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I will oceupy only a few minutes,

Mr. MILLS. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, during the discussion of
the last amendment a remark was made by the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means which I wish to challenge at this moment;
that is, that the Republican party is in favor of free whisky. I think
the gentleman did not coolly and carefully intend that statement. A
large proportion of the Republican party is in favor of abolishing the
internal taxes now existing in this country, not because they are levied
npon whisky or tobacco, but because they believe that system of taxa-
tion to be unwise.

The assertion that the Republican party is in favor of free whisky is ab-
surd. The Republican party is not in favor of that either in its conven-
tion or in its individual capacity, and I take the first opportunity to re-
pudiate it so far as I am concerned. In fact, there is no truth, there is
no meaning in the statement. It seems to me, sir, that the great ques-
tion now before the people is whether protection to American indus-
tries shall be continued. The Republican party, I admit, is in favor of
the general doctrine of protection, not to one industry but to all indus-
tries; and if internal taxation is in the way of that, the Republican
party are in favor of repealing that internal taxation. The Democratic
party, I think, are in favor of another course; and if the existing in-
ternal taxation can be made a means to strike down and destroy pro-
tection, they will encourage and sustain it for that purpose and that
alone. Mr. Chairman, a man who under these circumstances, with his
judgment in hand, would coolly say that the Republican party is in
favor of free whisky is a man who might be developed according to
the Darwinian theory for countless cycles of time without mounting
intellectually to the position of a brevet ass. [Laughter.] I with-
draw the formal amendment.

Mr, MILLS I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B.
TAvYLOR] whether he meant that last remark for me. Idesire to have
it read.

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. T can repeat it, I think.

Mr. MILLS, Well, repeat it, .

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. After having stated that I did not believe
that the gentleman from Texas [Mr, MiLLs] had expressed that as his
real opinion, I said that a man who under all the circumstances would,
coolly and with his judgment in hand, assert that the Republican
party was in favor of free whisky per se, was a man, ete.

Mr. MILLS. Now, Mr. Chairman, all Ihave to say is that the plat-
form of the Republican party says that they are in favor of the repeal
of the internal-revenue taxes. [Cries of **No!” ““No!” on the Re-
publican side.]

" Mr. MILLS. Do not interrupt me.

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, read the platform.

Mr. MILLS. ItsaysthattheRepublican partyisinfavorof the repeal
of the internal-revenue taxes. It says thatitisfirst in favor of taking
the duty off alcohol nsed in the arts, and if that does not reduce the
revenue enough then it says it is in favor of taking off the internal-
revenue taxes, and what does that mean but taking the tax off whisky ?
Now that is whatis understood in the country as favoring free whisky.
[Murmurs of dissent on the Republican side. ]

Mr. Chairman, I am not at all astonished at the tenderness of gen-
ilemen on this question. It is well known that a majority of the gen-

tlemen on the other side, and a majority of the Republiean party, have
been opposed to the extreme position which was taken at Chicago. It
-is known that my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] has repre-
sented a minority of his party on this floor, and when the convention
at Chicago was lashed and scourged and driven into taking a position

for free whisky, no one sooner than the gentleman from Pennsylvania
used the wings of the lightning to congratulate the convention for
coming up to the heroic stand which he had taken in advance for his

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

Mr. MILLS. Ob, you sit down. [Laughter.]

You were then——

Mr. KERR. I want to ask you—

Mr. MILLS. Oh, you sit down. [Laughter.]

Mr, Chairman, it is well known that when we have hitherto asked
gentlemen on the other side of the House to name the articles upon
avhich they were willing to reduce taxation they spoke of rice and
they spoke of sugar, but there was not a gentleman on that side of the
House who said he was in favor of taking the taxation off whisky. For
the first time at Chicago the Republican party came up boldly and de-
fiantly and took the position before the American people in favor of
retaining taxation on the necessaries of life—on food, on clothing, on
the implements of labor, on everything necessary to human existence—
and demanded that the Treasury should be emptied of the surplus rev-
enue by taking the tax off whisky. That is the language of their plat-
form; that is the position they have to take hefore the intelligent judg-
ment of the American people; no amount of disclaimer will be able to
satisfy the American people that they do not mean, when they get into
power, to reduce internal-revenue taxation, to take the tax off whisky,
and, as they are constantly trying to do here during the consideration
of this bill, leave the taxation where it is, upon the necessaries of life,
or increase it.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. KELLEY. As my name has been freely used by the gentle-
man from Texas [ Mr. MiLLs], I ask to be heard for a few minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the pending amend-

ment. If there be no objection, it will be regarded as withdrawn. 1he
Chair hears no objection.
Mr. KELLEY. Irenewtheamendment. I desire tosay,Mr. Chair-

man, that no man who has read or heard what I have said on the sub-
ject of internal-revenue taxation at any time since the close of the war
is justified in charging me with being in favor of free whisky. Ihave
never favored it. I have advocated the repeal of war taxes, such taxes
as Jefferson denounced as ‘*an infernal system,’” and which were then
repealed at the end of eleven years. I have denounced that ‘‘infernal
system ” which Madison and Monroe hastened to repeal at the end of
four years, when such taxes had been again resorted to as a war meas-
ure. I have demanded that the Democracy shall walk in the footsteps
of the fathers of their party, shall maintain its holiest precedents, by
relieving from the sapervision of the National Government the fields,
the factories, and the orchards of the South. I have demanded that
they carry out their platform of 1884, which demanded and promised
an abolition of the internal-revenue taxes. Gentlemen on the other
side can not deny that it was the promise of the Democracy, in their
convention of 1884, to the tobacco-growers, the fruit-growers, the dis-
tillers of the Sounth that they should be relieved from national surveil-
lance and supervision in their industry.

I have asked that these great sources of revenue be remitted to the
people in the States, and under State law to the municipalities of the
States, so that those governments which bear the burden of vice, erime,
and insanity shall have whatever revenue may be justly derived from
a source so fruitful of erime and misery as the whisky business.

Iin favor of free whisky ! It is a dire party necessity that prompts
the leader of the Ways and Means Committee, with whom I have been
so intimate, to make such a charge against me personally or as a rep-
resentative of my party. A Democrat of old, I stand by the teachings
of the founders of the party, of the framers and expounders of its doc-
trines; and I ask the Democracy to-day to keep faith with the people
of the South, who were deluded into the snpport of that party four years
ago by its lying promise to remit the internal taxes. [Applause on the
Republican side. .

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great deal of
admiration to the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
KELLEY] in regard to the Democracy. So far as he has spoken in a
complimentary nianner of that ancient party, I of course appreciate his
suggestions. But another gentleman sitting beyond him—I do not
know exactly from what part of the country he comes—delivered a sort
of temperance lecture to the House, and undertook to refute the sug-
gestion that the Republicans of the country, as they have expressed
themselves in their convention, are in favor of free whisky. I am of
the opinion that the acts of the people—what they do—go a great way
towards establishing their reputation and standing before the commu-
nity. Now,Ifind in the papersof theday the statement thatatthesit-
tings of the convention at Chicago, held a day or two since, there were
consumed 31,250 extra barrels of beer. [Applause and langhter on the
Democratic side. ]

A MEMBER. What Republican paper makes that statement?

Mr. SPINOLA. Now, this looks to me like a very strong piece of
prima facie evidence that the Republican party is in favor of free rum,
with a little honey, perhaps, mixed in, or a little maple-sugar, accord-
ing to taste. I learn also that a thousand baskets of champagne were
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taken to that convention to stimulate and fire it up, to give it the
proper spirit, so that it might take the n action to present suit-
able candidates; and, speaking on behalf of this side of the Housé, I
thank them for what they did. Thirty-one thousand two hundred and
fifty extra barrels of beer for the benefit of the protectionists—I mean
the prohibitionists—of the country is evidence enough to the American
people where that party stands. [Laughter.j I wish to read it forthe
information of the gentleman over there who discovered the missing
link. [Laughter.]

A MeMBER. What is the authority which yon quote?

Mr. SPINOLA. I read from the Evening Wisconsin, Monday, June
25, 1888, and I will read all the items. [Laughter and applause. ]

Several MEMBERS. Let the Clerk read it.

Mr. OWENS. They got it for the visiting Democrats. [Laughter. ]

Mr. SPINOLA. Democrats do not visit places of that sort, my friend.
[Laughter and applanse.] I ask the Clerk to read from the Evening
‘Wisconsin,

A MEMBER. What is the politics of the paper?

Mr. SPINOLA. Republican, of course,

The Clerk read as follows:
BARRELS TO A CAR-LOAD—A FREIGHT AGENT FURNISHES A LITTLE INXTERESTING

INFORMATION.

“ Your convention beer ﬁq;ures were pretty correct,' said a freight agent to a
Wisconsin reporter to-day, ‘uxe%pt that the number of barrels of beer in a car-
load is only half as great as the Wisconsin stated. A barrel of beer weighs 350
pounds, while a barrel of flour weighs about 200 pounds. = A car-load of flour is
about 125 barrels, while a car-load of beer is in neighborhood of 60 barrels.
Figuring on this basis, the gross amount of extra beer sent to Chicago last week
was 31,250 barrels.”

[Laughter. ] X

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, these two speeches which have been
made by the leading Democrats here seem to be on a par with each
other, both as to fact and as to inference.

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] does not mean to be be-
lieved when he says the Republican party is for free whisky, because
he knows there would not be enongh Democrats left to make up the
electoral ticket in half the States of the Union if they had confidence
in his statement. [Laughter and applause. ]

If he had taken the trouble to read our platform he would have
known that his statement is one of those asseverations that are worthy
of the dignity of the stump, but not of the position of the chairman of
the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives of
this country. [Laughter and applause. ]

He knows that the Republican party’s position on this subject is too
simple to be turned in this way, but he also knows that if the Demo-
cratic party should even commence a campaign without a false state--
ment its own friends would not recognize it. [Great laughter and ap-
plause on the Republican side.] They have to disguise their own
position; with that they have been familiar for years, and they are now
trying to disguiseounrs. [Laughter. ]

‘What we said to the country was that having removed all unsuitable
taxation, after having tried every other method consistent with the
maintenance of the system of protection, that if then it came to us to
choose between the internal-revenue taxes and the protective system
we should stand by the system of protection to American industry.
[Applause. ]

Now, if the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] means to say he
will hang on to the whisky monopoly and give up protection, let him
say so, and let him say so openly and manfully, and not get behind
miscellaneous sentences which mean both sides—which mean nothing.
[Langhter and applause. |

Why here, Mr. Chairman, is a declaration by the Legislature of the
State of Virginia, two-thirds Democratic, declaring it is the duty of
their representatives to ‘*use their best efforts to secure the immediate
repeal of the internal-revenue system, a relic of the war, and no longer
necessary to meet the demands of the Government, and because it is
oppressive, and fosters monopolies [langhter and applause on the Repub-
li,can :;i]de], and is obnoxious to the interests of our people.’”” [Ap-

ause.
¥ Is the Democratic Legislature of Virginia, two-thirds strong, in favor
of free whisky? [Laughter and applause.] The gentleman from
Tennessee [ Mr. Houk] will tell you thatno Democrat has been elected
in his State except npon the pledge to use his best efforts for the re-
peal of the internal-revenue taxes, Is the Democratic party in Ten-
nessee in favor of free whisky ?

Oh, the gentleman from Texas had better remember the position he
occupies in this House, and disport himself with those things when he
finds himself on the far off pampas of his own Texas. [Laughter and
applause on the Republican side. ]

Mr. WEAVER. In order that there may be no mistake as to the
proper interpretation of the platform recently adopted by the Repub-
lican convention at Chicago concerning the internal-revenue taxes, I
send forward to be read in my time an editorial article under the head
of “'A grave blunder in the platform,’’ which I find in the Chicago Tri-
bune of June 23.

[Cries of **Oh !’ on the Republican side, and derisive langhter. ]

Mr. MILLTKEN. That does not hurt us.

Mr. WEAVER. Well, it seems to hurt you, and will hurt you a
good deal more during the campaign, so that youn will ery out much
louder than you are doing now. [Applanse on the Democratic side.]

Mr. MILLTKEN. Why do you not quote from yourself? Youmay
as well give us oneof your own speeches. ;

Mr. WEAVER. Because I propose out of yourown mouths to con-
demn you.

Mr. MILLIKEN. This is not our month; it is your own.

Mr. WEAVER. It is a leading Republican organ of the Northwest,
and you can not get away from it.

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, no.

Mr. JACKSON. Send up the platform itself if yon want authority.

Mr. WEAVER. Let it be read. It contains your plank on the
subject under consideration.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Tribune does not propose at this time to enter into any discussion of the
Republican tariff plank; but desires before it is too late to ask the attention of
the delegates to the extraordinary demand for the repeal of the whiak{ tax.
The platform first declares in favor of repealing the tax on aleohol used in the
arts and for mechanical lpurposes——a Ficy which has always been met with
the objection that it would be impossible of enforeement on account of frands,
and would amount virtually to free whisky. However that may be, the plat-

form goes on to declare further:

**If there should still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants
of the Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal taxes [whisky and .

tobacceol—

Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask if those words are not in brackets, and if
they are not interpolated into that clause of the platform ?

Mr. WEAVER. Let the Clerk continue the reading.

Mr. FARQUHAR. I want itto beread properly. Letus know the
facts. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !'’ on the Demoeratic side. ]

The Clerk continued the reading, as follows:

rather than the surrender of any part of our protective system at the joint be-
hest of the whisky trust and the agents of foreign manufacturers.”

Four years the Rgtgubliean party pledged itself tocorrect the inequalities
of the tariff and reduce the surplus. Now, it is made to demand the placing of
whisky and tobacco on the free-list in order to f})ravcnb any reduction of the
surplus by wmoﬂn%my inequalities of the tariff or by reducing the sugar tax.
The Republican tariff platform of 1884 in substance declared:

""The Democratic party has failed completely to relieve the people of the
burden of unnecessary taxation by a wise reduction of the surplus. The Re-
publican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tariff and to re-
duce the surplus.”

Is putting whisky on the free-list an honest redemption of this pledge?

Mr. WEAVER. Now that certainly is entitled to great weight. In
the first place it gives the platform word for word on that subject in
connection with the internal-revenue taxes, and then follows the com-
ment of the editor. I repeat, this is from one of the leading Repub-
lican newspapers of the Northwest. [Cries of **Oh, no!” on the Re-
publican side.] It is not only correct in its interpretation, but it cites
the language of the platform, so that there can be no disputing it.

What is the difference between the two sides of the House? The
Republicans say they want imports *‘checked’’—that is the language
used—checked upon all articles that can be produced in this country.
Not which are produced, but which can be produced. Then they want,
rather than abandon the protective policy, such legislation as will re-
peal the internal-revenue taxes. If that doesnot include whisky and
tobacco, what does it include? It also includes the repeal of the oleo-
margarine tax which was enacted by the last Congress for the benefit
of the farmers and dairymen of this country, Gentlemen, do not
undertake to shirk the issue. Stand up like men. Itis impossible to
get away from the plain issue presented. Yon cannot run away from
it. We accept the issue on this subject, and will go to the people con-
fident of the result. [Applause onthe Democraticside.] There should
be no shufiling——

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment?

Mr. WEAVER. Yes, sir.

Mr. WISE. I am a Democrat, and I am in favor of the repeal of the
tobacco tax. [Applause on the Republican side. ]

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, this bill provides for that.

Mr. WISE. Baut the gentleman mentioned the tobacco tax as if it
was a test.

Mr. WEAVER. Certainly; but this bill makes provision for that
and takes off a part of that tax.

Mr. WISE. And if there is to be debate on that subject, I want to
be heard myself.

Mr. WEAVER. I want to say to the gentleman from Virginia that
his position in favor of the repeal of the internal-revenue taxes is not
in harmony with this bill.

Mr. WISE. My position is in harmony with the national Democratic
platform of 1884. [ Applause and langhter on the Republican side. ]

Mr. WEAVER. I want to ask the gentleman if he is not standing -
upon his platform of 18887

Mr, WISE. But the platform of 1838 indorsed the platform of 1884.

Mr. WEAVER. Then of course you stand upon it?

Mr. WISE. Istand where I have always stood, in favor of the re-

peal of the tobacco tax.
Mr. WEAVER. Then you are all right. We do repeal a great
part of itin thisbill. Itis one of the last taxes I wonld repeal, because *
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it is a voluntary burden. The tax-payer can exempt himself from the
burden at any time by simply quitting the use of the weed.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. FARQUHAR rose.

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee now rise.

Mr. FARQUHAR. I want to make a correction before thivt motion
is considered. When this editorial was read at the suggestion of the
gentleman from Iowa I called attention to the fact there was aninte
lation in that part of the platform which was quoted. I thinkitisen-
tirely unfair to this House to have an article read in this manner when
there is no possibility of making verbal correction, even where the error
is so palpable.

But, sir, I want to call the attention of this House now to a piece of
sophistry—1I was about to say an exhibition of cowardice—manifestedin
the article which is quoted from the Tribune, a paper for which I have
great respect, having been an employé on it for many years. When the
gentleman from Iowa sent up one of the planks of the Republican plat-
form to be read, and permitted it to be read withount calling attention
to the fact that there is an interjection of a private opinion incorpo-
rated or interpolated into the platform, I say it is unfair and should
not be permitted to stand in the RecorD in that shape.

I now ask the attention of the House for one moment, with the per-
mission of the gentleman from Texas [Mr, MiLLs]. I simply desire
to read the platform as it stands:

If there should still remain n larger revenue than is requisite for the wanta
of the Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal-revenue taxes rather
than the surrender of nny'pm of our protective system at the joint behests of
the whisky trunsts and foreign manufacturers.

The Tribune publishes that plank, but in publishing it the editor
interjects in brackets, after the words ‘‘internal-revenue taxes,”’ the
words *‘ whisky and tobaceo,”” which are not named in the platform.
That is merely the inference of an individual and a sophistry from be-
ginning to em{ I am astonished that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
‘WEAVER], who is generally fair, should ever permit such an inter-
polation to be read from the desk of the American Congress. Thatisa
question that belongs to the Republican party. It does not belong to
Mr. Medill or to any man to say what is meant by the langunage. If
the platform is to be read before this House, let it be read in a manly
and fair way, and not in a catch-penny manner.

Mr. WEAVER. It was read as published, interpolations and all.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Most certainly; but no attention was ealled to
the interpolation that an editor had put his views into the Republican

atform.

Mr. WEAVER. Lot me ask youaquestion to show that Mr, Medill
is perfectly fair. Do not the internal-revenue taxes include whisky
and tobaeco ?

Mr. FARQUHAR. Most certainly they do.

Mr. WEAVER. Was not the interpolation exactly in accordance
with the meaning of the platform ?

Mr. FARQUHAR. Not when you take the generic sense of the
platform. Let me tell you I have helped to write too many platforms
not to know how to construne them. I say it is not fair to take a sec-
ondary conelusion and interject your own opinion.

Mr. WEAVER. I will ask you if you are in favor of the repeal of
the internal-revenue taxes?

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam.

Mr. WEAVER. Iam not. _

Mr. FARQUHAR. When I say that I do not come down to free
whizky. There is noman on thisside who takes that view. No man
here looks for free whisky. But let me tell the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. WEAVER] if he ever does see a Republican House the whisky
trusts will be taken care of. -

Mr. WEAVER. 1 have no doubt that side of the House will try
to give the people free whisky, and therefore relieve them from the
whisky trusts. But why do you not come in and relieve them from
the trusts on clothing and the necessaries of life? [Applause on the
Democratic side. ]

Mr. FARQUHAR. Your want is cheap wages.

Mr. MILLIKEN. Why do you not relieve us from the sngar trusts ?
We wonld like to be relieved from those.

Mr, MILLS. I move the committee now rise.

The question was put, and there being doubt as to the result of the
vote, a division was called for.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 112, noes 2.

*So the motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
BrouxT) having resumed the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the
Commiittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had
under consideration the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and sim-
plify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue, had come to
no resolution thereon.

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICTAL APPROPRIATION BILL.
Mr. FORNEY. I am directed by the Committee on Appropriations

to report back the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill
with the Senate amendments, with various recommendations.

The Clerk read tha report, as follows:

The Commitiee on APpro rintions, to whom was referred the bill (IL, R.
9377) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,
together with the d ts of the S te thereto, having considered the
same, beg leave to report as follows:

'I“he? recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 16,
17,18,19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 50, 31, 32, 33, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 53, 54, 57, 63, 64, 65, 66,
70, 71, 89, 90, 101, 102, 107,131, 152, 183, 141, 148, 161, 162, 163,

“I‘hay recommend nhon-concurrence in the amendments numbered 1,2,8,4, 5,
6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13, 14, 15, 28, 34, 35, 36, 57, 38, 44, 45, 48, 47, 48, 49, 50, 61, 52, 55, 56, 58, 59,
60, 61, 62, 67, 68, 69, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, B8, 01, 92, 03, 94, 05,
96,97, 98, 80, 100, 103, 104, 105, 106, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112,113, 114,113,116, 117, 118, 110, 120,
121,122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 134, 135, 186, 137, 138, 139, 140, 142,143, 144, 145,
l-lﬂaliijl, 148, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 1535, 156, 157, 158, 1569, 160, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 165, 170,
and 171.

Mr. FORNEY. I move the adoption of the repart, and ask the pre-
vious guestion on it.

Mr. BURROWS. Has the statement been read ?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is not a conference report.

The motion of Mr. FORNEY was agreed to, and the report was adopted.
CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS.

Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a
joint resolution (H. Res. 187) to provide temporarily for the expendi-
tures of the Government; which was read a first and second time, as
follows:

Resolved by the Senale and ITouse of Representatives, That all appropriations for
the necessary operations of the Government under existing laws which shall
remain unprovided for on the 20th day of June, 1838, be, and they are hereby,
eontinued and made available for a period of! l-hirtiyd.nya from and after that day,
unless the regular appropriations therefor provided in bills now pending ﬁu
Congress shall have been previously made for the service of the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1889; and in case the appropriations, or any of them, hereby eon-
tinued are or is sufficient to carry on the said necessary operations, n suflicient
amount is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated to carry on the same: ided, That no greater amount shall be
expended therefor than will be in the same proportion to the a Sruprlal.ionx
for the ﬂmmr 1884 as thirty days' time bears to the whole of said fiseal year:
Provided fu , That authority is also granted for mntiuu!nf during the same
period the necessary work required for publie printing and binding and for all
other miscellaneous objects embodied in the sundry civil, army, District of
Columbia, legislative, executi and judieal, and naval ng ropriations nects in
advance of appropriations to be hereafler made for said o f:%ctu + And provided
Surther, That all sums ex‘gmded under this act shall be charged to and be de-
gomlm the appropriations for like service for the fiseal year ending June

Mr. RANDALL. If there be no objection, I now demand the pre-
vious question on the engrossment and third reading of the joint res-
olution.

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

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

The latter motion was agreed to.

RELIEF FROM THE CHARGE OF DESERTION.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Chair will appoint as conferees on
the Enrt of the House on the disagreeing votes oﬁhe two Ifouses on
the bill (H. R. 1508) to relieve certain appointed and enlisted men of
the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion, Mr. Bou-
TELLE, Mr. WisE, and Mr. HERBERT.

TARIFF.

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move that the House re-
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for
the further consideration of House bill 9051.

The motion was agreed to.

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

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment is ex-
hausted. The Chair will assume that the formal amendment is with-
drawn.

Mr. BUCHANAN, I renew the amendment. I renew it not pro
forma, but because I desire to have this clause stricken out unless I
can bave information upon the subject different from what I now pos-

Fess,

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair had intended to recognize first the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAx~oxN], but will recognize the gentle-
man from New Jersey later.

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. Chairman,
every instrument, including platforms, must be taken togetlier as
a whole, and each section and provision must bhe construed in the
light of every other section and provision, and must be read in the light
of the loves, hopes, actions, and history of the party making the plat-
form. By the platform adopted at Chicago I am willing to stand, or
by it fall; but I am not willing that a sentence here or there shall be
picked ont and separated from other sentences and a false construction
placed upon it by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. MILLS] or any other
enemy, and that we be compelled to accept such construction. So
when the gentleman from Texas says that the platform commits the
Republican party to ‘‘free whisky,’’ I deny it. .

The Secretary of the Treasury estimates that after the ordinary
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expenses of the Government are paid for the year 1838 under exist-
.ing law and appropriation for that year there will still remain in the
Treasary of the revenues collected for that year $66,000,000. Now
what does the Republican platform pledge the Republican party to do
if it comes into power? Amongst other things, it demands appropria-
tions. For what? *' For the rebuilding of our Navy.”” It means
such a navy that will command respect at home and abroad, sufficient
to strengthen our diplomacy, sufficient to enforce all just demands,
either touching the person or property of the citizen. Such a navy,
when completed, would cost at least $50,000,000. It-also demands
appropriations ‘* for the construction of coast fortifications and modern
ordnance, and other approved modern means of defense for the pro-
tection of our defenseless harbors and cities.” Sach fortifieations,
ordnance, and means of defense, when completed, would cost at least
$50,000,000 more.

The platform also demands appropriations ** for the payment of just
pensions to our soldiers.’”” Such appropriation includes not only pen-
sions to all honorably discharged soldiers of the late war who are disa-
bled and dependent upon their labor for a support, but such pledge
will not be satisfied until every worthy soldier of the late war is at
least placed upon as good a footing as the soldier of the Mexican war;
that is, by law placed upon the pension-roll at the age of sixty-two,
whether disabled or nof, for atleast §3 per month. The keeping of this
pledge will at least add to the annual expenditure $25,000,000 per an-
num, and may exceedit. Now, in light of these pledges of appropriation
and legislation contained in the Republican platform, listen to the read-
ing of the section tonuching the reduction of internal and tariff taxation,
as follows:

The Republican party would effect all needed reduction of the national reve-
nue by repealing the taxes on tobacco, which are an annoyance and burden to
agriculture, and the tax upon spirits used in the arts and for mechanieal pur-
poses; and by such revision of the tariff laws as will tend to check imports of
such articles as are produ by our le, the production of which gives em-
ployment to our labor, and rel from t duties those articles of foreign
production (except Inxuries) the like of which ean not be produced at home, If
there shall still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the of the
Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal taxes rather than the sur-
render of any part of our protective system at the joint behest of the whisky
trusts and the agents of foreign manufacturers.

It says when we can safely reduce taxes. First, take the tax off to-
baceo, which amounts fo $30,000,000 per annum. That is contrary fo
the President’s message, but you Democrats, while you indorsed his
message at St. Louis, repeal the tobacco tax by the Mills bill and then
indorsed the Mills bill also at St. Louis in your platform. There is
consistency for you !

Next, the Republican platform says that if further reduction is neces-
sary the tax shall be taken off *‘spirits used in the arts and for mechan-
ical purposes;’’ this would reduce the revenues at least $6,000,000 more

r annum. Next, the Republican platform says in snbstance that the
tax shall be taken off articles imperted that can not be produced in
this country (except luxuries). A fair construction of this provision
in the platform will give yon over §1 per capita by the removal of the
tariff upon sugar, amounting to a decrease of $60,000,000 per annam
on that article alone, and this, too, before you touch the internal tax
upon spirits.

Now, when all these things are accomplished, amounting to a very
large sum of money, if there is still need of further reduction, and we
are obliged to choose between attacking the protective system, the wages
of labor and the presperity of the country on theone side, and a redue-
tion of internal-revenue taxation on the other, then, and not till then,
after all these things have been accomplished, the Republican party
places itsell upon record as favoring the further removal of internal
taxation rather than to interfere with the wages of labor and the diver-
sity of the industries of the conntry. That is the position of the plat-
form plainly and truthfully stated. The country will pass judgment
upon the platform, in view of all it says, and not upon a distorted repre-
sentation of a part of what it says by the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. MILLS. We have given gentlemen on the other side ** thelast
word; ?’ “and I think we should now close this debate, I ask for a vote.

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike ont these two lines.

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of
closing debate.

Mr. BUCHANAN. I donot offer this amendment with the view of
engaging in any general discussion. I desire to get back to the bill.

Mr. MILLS. All right.

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman must have observed that in all
I have said I have always kept tothe textof the bill. I deprecate
these side excursions as much as the gentleman from Texas can.

Mr. MILLS. Go ahead.

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out these two lines; and I do
g0 because, according to my information, chicory root is used for the
purpose of adulterating the cheaper kinds of coffee. I would like to
ask the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means whether it is
used for any other purpose.

Mr. MILLS. I do not know of my own knowledge whether it is
used for any purpose except to make a drink something like coffee.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Chicory root contains no nutriment; it i a
fraud; it is used, as I have said, for the purpose of adulterating the

| it

cheaper kinds of coffee, which are sold to our laboring classes. This
article, instead of being admitted free, should be prohibited. In the

very next paragraph I find the bill proposes to put upon the free-list—

Acorns and dandelion root, raw and prepared, and all other articles used or
intended to be used as coffee or substitutes therefor, not specially enumerated
or provided for. *

If members of this House will take the painsto read the proceedings
of the different conventions held in Washington from year to year, as-
sembled with the view of securing measures to protect our people
against adulterations of their foods and their drink, they would see the
necessity of raising the bars higher against this class of frauds rather
thanloweringthem. Ifchicory isused forany otherpurpose than I have
stated, if it is used for any useful purpose, let that class of chicory be
excepted and put upon the free-list; but let us not admit free this ar-
ticle which comes in as a fraud, which as chicory root sells for 6 or 7
cents a pound, but which, after being mixed with coffee, is sold at cof-
fee prices to personswho think they are buying coffee. Letusdo what
we can toprohibit such business. For the reasons I have stated I move
to strike ont the aph.

Mr. MILLS. Chicory root is used as a coffee substitute now, when
there is a duty upon it; it will still be used as a coffee substifute
after the duty is taken off—but the poorer class of people, who can not
afford to pay the higher prices for pure coffee, will, when this duty is
removed, get the substitute a little cheaper than now.

Mr. BUCHANAN. But the substitute is worthless to them, and
they are cheated in buying it. They think they are buying coflee.

Mr. MILLS. That is their business, not mine.

Mr. BUCHANAN. This article of adulteration is sold as coffee at
coffee prices; it is not a substitute; chicory is a cheat, a fraud, a de-
lusion, a snare—an incarnate lie.

[Here the hammer fell,

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted.

Mr. KELLEY. I renew the amendment,

Mr. MILLS. I move that thecommittee rise. I gavenotice of this
motion a short time ago.

Mr. KELLEY, I desire to say a word on the meriis of this amend-
ment.

Mr. MILLS. Well, I yield to the gentleman.
clnded I will ask for a vote.

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have for many years endeavored
to ascertain any other use to which chicory is applied than as a substi-
tute for coffee; I have never been able to learn one.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Itis not a substitute; it is a frand. :

Mr. KELLEY. Itis notsold raw; it is sold burned or browned and
ground. In every package which the poor peoyple buy of what they be-
lieve to be browned coffee chicory is a chief ingredient. It has not the
qualities of coffee. Among epicures, I believe, it is supposed to soften
the harsh flavor of very green coffee; but the use of this article, so far
as concerns the mass of the people, has the uffect of depriving them of
that which they suppose they are buying for use at the morning meal
to invigorate them for their work. Thisarticle, as the gentleman from
New Jersey has suggested, is a sheer fraud,; there ig no pretense thatit
is anything else. You require oleomargurine to be sold by its name,
and such a requirement is proper; yet yoa propose now to offera bonus
for fraudulently adunlterating all the coffee consumed by the poor, by
means of an article which is not at all kindred to coffee.

The guestion being taken on the amzndment of Mr. BUCHANAX, it
was not agreed to, there being—ayes (¥, noes 80.

Mr. BAYNE. I ask that we now recur tothe amendment which
was passed informally in regard to G-arman looking-glass plates.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentlemon from Pennsylvania calls np the
amendment submitted by the genfleman from Texas [Mr. Miris],
which will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

After line 132, insert:

“@German looking-glass plates, mada of blown glass, silvered,”

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to snbmit a remark or two on
this subject. 1In the first place, I have here a letter from a glass man-
ufacturing establishment in my district, not only protesting against the
reduction of the duty on this article, but asking for an increased duty.
These gentlemen say:

We ask an increase on silvered glass, because enormons
German plate are annually imported at such a figure that they ean not be man-~
ufactured here on account of the low duty placed upon them. DBesides, they

also keep out of the market a similar quantity of silvered plate-glass of home
manufacture,

Asadmitted by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forn], the blown
glass polished, which when 24 by 60 inches square, is to pay a duty of
15 cents a square foot, and all above that 25 cents a square foot, is a
very high orderof glass—a quality next to plate-glass—thedifference be-
tweenitand plate-glass being that the plate-glass is somewhat thicker;
but for i purposes this blown glass polished is as good as, if
not better than, plate-glass, becanse it is much lighter. It answers

When he has con-

uantitiesof silvered

every purpose of plate-glass for looking-glass purposes.

I am told in Germany this glass is blown, and afler having been
blown and made flat is handed over to poor women who take it to their
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homes and polish it and silver it; and these women work for from 20
to 30 cents aday.

I am fold, moreover, that the expense of silvering is trifling com
with the value of the glass, and if this proposition goes into the bill a

" large quantity would be imported for l%?king—glm ‘When
imported the silver could be easily removed and the glass could then
be used for ordinary purposes.

Mr. Chairman, the bill provides that polished cylinder and plate-
glass of certain dimensions shall pay certain duties, and when the di-
mensions are greater the duty is increased,

If this proposition be admitted into the bill silvered glass of all sizes
and thicknesses can be imported into the United States free of duty, and
if such glass be desirable for looking-glass purposes the silver can be left
on; but if it may be desired for other uses the silver can be removed.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired.

Mr, BAYNE. I ask for five minutes more to explain this.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

Mr. BAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, it must be perfectly evident to
everybody if the silver can be removed and their glasscan be used as
a substitute for plate-glass, it will drive out to a very great extent the
home product, and to how t an extent no man can tell. It will
supplant, in all probability, both the plate-glass and ordinary window-

That must be plain to everybody. If the cost of polishing and sil-
vering be trifling, such inevitably must be the result.

Are thegentlemen who prepared thisbill willing a proposition shall be
inserted which is susceptible of such anabunse? Are they willing the

te-glass establishment in Missouri, the plate-glass establishment in
ndiana, the plate-glass establishments in Pennsylvania, and the ordi-
nary establishments in all these States and in New Jersey, Ohio, and
elsewhere shall have their business cut off by the introduction into
this bill of a proposition susceptible of such abuse ?

Is any gentleman on that side of the House prepared to say it is not
a practicable matter? Is any gentleman prepared to say that glass
silvered and polished whan brought into the country can not be used
for other than looking-glass purposes? If you are not prepared to say
that, yon onght not to embrace in this bill such a proposition. Itshould
not be done in reference to any glass, When you make other descrip-
tions of glass pay a graded duty, why should you incorporate into the
bill a feature which would drive out of use both the higher and the
lower grades of glass to an extent which no man can foresee?

Gentlemen, I consider this is a proposition fraught with serious peril
to the glass industries of the country. I trust it will be voted down.
If it is not voted down it should be amended to make it clear,

In addition to that, there is not a single thing which the American
manuafacturer of glass can not supply. He can make all the glass
needed for the furniture men in Chicago and elsewhere. I understand
we are able to produce any quantity or quality required.

It seems because there is a large furniture establishment in a Demo-
cratic district represented by the gentleman from Michigan, and be-
cause that establishment wants this glass to come in free for its uses,
there is to be a discrimination, while every man else throughout the
country, the man who builds a house through whose windows God's
sunlight streams upon a humble repast——

A MeEmBER. What is that?

Mr. BAYNE. I use the language of J. Randolph Tucker. I say
every man, however poor, is obliged to pay a duty of 15 cents a square
foot if he imports the glass for such a house, and if he imports larger
panes for his parlor, 25 cents a square foot. But the big furniture es-
tahlishments are to get theirs in free.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out ithe last word.

I am somewhat surprised to find from the remarks of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania that he seems to be laboring under a singular mis-
apprehension with regard to this whole question, and particularly so
ashe comes from a State which manufactures annually in the neighbor-
hood of from two and a half to three million dollars’ worth of glass.

The object sought to be attained by the amendment now pending is
to put a certain class of looking-glass plates upon the free-list. And
if this amendment prevails it will not interfere with a single glass
manufacturer in the United States, and I believe I can demonstrate
that proposition to the satisfaction of the gentleman from Pennsylvania
before I conclude.

This amendment has been solicited by the furniture manufacturers
of the United States, not, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania seems
to suppose, the manufactarers from a Democratic district or any other
district of the State of Michigan; and if I mistake not—I will not be
positive on this point, butI have an impression that there is a concern
engaged in the manufactare of furniture in the city of Pittsburgh whose
name appears appended to the memorial presented to this House ask-
ing the adoption of the amendment now before the committee.

These manufacturersare not all of one political faith. Many of them
are Republicans and believe in the system of taxation advocated by
gentlemen on the other side of the House. .

For about fifteen years we have had a duty on German looking-glass

JUNE 28,
platfi]the object being, as we have been informed, to encourage this
branch of manufacture in the United States. But the effort has not

met with success, for during that whole period not one foot of this glass
has been manufactured here, and it must be remembered that it is not
the price of the glass which interferes, but because nature has not spe-
cially fitted our conntry for this industry, and there are natural condi-
tions which prevail to such an extent that this character of glass can
not be manufactured here. It is not the price of labor that prohibits
it. It is prevented from entirely different causes. And I do not be-
lieve any amount of tariff would have the effect to establish the manu-
facture of these plates here.

Mr. Chairman, the German looking-glass plates to which the amend-
ment refers are highly polished glass plates, utterly unfit for ordinary
use. They are only used in mirrors. In order to produce a fine mir-
ror & cheap plate of glass can not be used, and for the reason that the
moment you put the quicksilver upon the back of the glass every de-
fect in the glass is at once developed.

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvaniaseems to fear that if German
looking-glass plates were put upon the free-list the silver on the back
might be scraped off and the glass used for domestic purposes as or-
dinary window-glass, coming in competition with window-glass manu-
factured in the United States. Why, Mr. Chairman, that idea will
scarcely be pressed, I imagine. Itisnot worthy of consideration. The
amount of silver is exceedingly small on a plate of glass. ‘Take, for in-
stance, an ordinary German looking glass plate of the average size, say
30 by 24 inches. The price paid in the city of New York, including
the duty, i3 $3.02; deducting the tariff, which would be about 50 cents,
it would leave the price of the glass plate a little over $2.50 each if there
were no tariff on them. Now, let us assume that the silver is scraped
off. That will add an expense of from 15 to 25 cents, probably. Put
it at 25 cents, and it would leave the cost of the glass plate $2.25.
What is the market value of an Ameriean window-glass of that size
to-day? Itis exactly 47 cents. It is manifest, therefore, that there
can be no competition in this respect.

[Here the hammer fell.

Mr. HIRES. Mr. Chairman, I understand the object of this amend-
ment, although I was not present when it was read, is to permit the
intreduction of German silver looking-glass plates free of duty. I
wounld like to call attention to the fact that under the operation of the
present law all cylinder and ground glass, polished, not exceeding 10
by 15 inches square, pays a duty of 2% cents per square foot, and all
glass above that, and not exceeding 16 by 24 inches, pays 4 cents a
square foot.

This is the identical glass which is termed looking-glass plates; and
if I am correctly informed the moment you remove the duty from this
kind of glass it will be imported free of duty and will be the substi-
tute for the American plate-glass which is now being largely made in
this country; and also of the American manufacture of blown glass,
I will admit there is a great difference in the price, as my friend from
Michigan [Mr, ForD] says; but notwithstanding the price, the supe-
rior quality of this glass, which, when it is polished, is the finest glass
u;ada, would cause it to be largely substituted for our own American
glass,

Mr. FORD. Does the gentleman mean window glass ?

Mr. HIRES., Yes.

Mr. FORD. Do you suppose a man who could buy window glass
for 47 cents would discard it and pay $2.50 ?

Mr. HIRES. I will only say as a dealer in this article that often-
times people will get quotations, and where the difference is no greater
than it would be here they wounld take this polished cylinder glass in
preference to American double-thick. Not but what the price is greater,
but that the difference in quality would be an inducement to use that
kind of glass.

I think, Mr. Chairman, this amendment if passed would be very det-
rimental to the mannfacturer and also to the honest importer. I sin-
cerely hope it will not pass.

The Chair put the question on the amendment, and was in doubt as
to the result.

Mr. BAYNE. I call for a division.

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 62, noes 31,

So the amendment was adopted.

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I rise to make a parliamentary in-

quiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. |

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I have received a couple of telegrams
calling my attention to certain articles, which I wish to add at this
point—pressed and ornamental brick. I wish to know if I can offer
an amendment at this time? There was a similar amendment made
yesterday to embrace several kinds of briﬂx. I now want to move an
amendment at the end of line 132 to that effect, in the same place
where the present 2mendment ocecurs.

Mr. MILLS. We have passed that point. I

The CHAIRMAN. The line has been .

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Then I ask unanimous consent to re-
turn to that line.

Mr. MILLS. I object.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Acornsand dandelion root, raw or prepared, and all other articlea used, or
intended to be used, as coffee or substftutes therefor, not speclally enumerated
or provided for.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that
graph. I do it for the reasons which I stated as applying to the pre-
ceding paragraph. Iwill onlysay in addition to what I said then that
here the fraud becomes still more apparent. I would ask any member
of this House if he ever knew a person to go to a grocery store and ask
for a pound of acorns. I would ask any member of this House if any
groceryman ever sold acorns as acorns; if he ever sold dandelion root
mixed with coffee as anything but pure coffee. These things are not
substitutes for coffee; they are frands on coffee and frauds on the coffee
buyers. The amendment by which I attempted to strike out the other
fraud was rejected by a unanimous vote upon the other side against
striking it out and a unanimons vote on this side in favor of striking it
out.

Now, I want to know whether the gentlemen upon the other side can
afford to stand up here with united front and say to the buyers of coifee
in this country: *'Sirs, we will allow these gentlemen who adulterate
the article which you buy as coffee and at coffee prices the free run of
the American market.”” TInstead of putting these adulterations on the
free-list they shounld be prohibited or put at such a high rate of duty
as would be practical prohibition. If this has not been done in the
past it ought to be done now. Talk about these being substitutes for
coffee; they are never sold for anything but coffee. It may be the bill
is consistent in putting these things upon the free-list. It may be that
the operation of this bill if it became a law would be such as to reduce
the American laborer to the dire alternative of drinking a decoction of
acorns and dandelions or living upon acorn-juice instead of taking
healthful and nutritious coffee.

But I want to say to the gentlemen on the other side that this bill
in theshape it stands will not become a law. Thank God, if American
industries can not be protected in one end of this Capitol they will re-
ceive protection at the other end. The American workman asks for
coffee; you offer him acorn-juice and dandelion-root goup; but, sirs, he
spurns your offer and will insist npon having his cofiee.

To return to the exact proposition before us, here is a proposition to
favor the introduction into this country of substitutes for coffee which
are never sold as substitutes, but are sold as coffee and at coffee rates.
It ought to be struck out.

Mr. MILLS. I call for a vote.

Mr. JosgrH D. TAYLOR rose.

The CHAIRMAN. If no one desires to oppose the amendment the
Chair will have to recognize the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JOSEPH
D. TAYLOR].

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, since the line concern-
ing brick was

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman offer a pro forma amend-
ment ?

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Yes, I move to strike out the last
word.

Since the line concerning brick was passed I have received two tele-
grams from the city of Zanesville, Ohio, 25 miles from where I reside,
calling my attention to the fact that there are in that city two firms—
and I know both of them very well, and have dealt with both of them—
who are engaﬁed in manufacturing and shipping brick.

They ship largely to the North and Northwest, where they wonld
come in competition with Canada brick in case brick are placed on the
free-list. They manufacture the best quality of pressed, ornamental,
and front brick, and are entitled to some consideration at your hands.
They manufacture 30,000,000 brick a year, worth at the place where
they are manufactured $200,000.

These two firms, T. B. Townsend & Co. and W. B. Harris & Bro.,
have built up this large industry, which now yields an annuoal product
of $200,000 a year, at great expense, and shounld not be subjected to a
foreign competition which may destroy some of their best markets,
especially those bordering on Canada, where cheaper labor can be had.

This $200,000 is substantially all labor. Asthe gentleman from New
Jersey [ Mr. BUCHANAN ] stated last evening, the manufacture of brick
is mainly done by hand labor. Very little machinery is used. The
only material of any considerable value is pure clay. Hence this $200,-
000 is substantially all labor, and you can estimate for yourselves how

. many persons are probably employed in a business like this which
amounts to$200,000 a year. They make pressed and ornamental brick,
and sell them at Cleveland, Toledo, Chicago, and other Northwestern
cities. I remember very well that when this business was first started
they negotiated with the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company for
cheap freights.

They said it was a new business, a mere experiment; there was no
considerable demand for this kind of brick in Zanesville, and hence
when they entered into the business they expected to ship their brick
to distant cities, and thei secured an arrangement by which they got
very cheap freights for the first year or two. They havein this way
built up an immense business, and are now making thirty million brick

a year, and of course they have a large amount of money invested in
their busimess. They manufacture the very best quality of expensive
brick, and many of the largest and best blocks in Toledo, Chicago, St.
Louis, Cincinnati, and other cities are built of Zanesville brick.

These befck are widely known in the market as being of good quality;
but if this bill should become a law the industry would be stricken
down, because they could not make and sell their brick on the Cana-
dian border in competition with brick made on the other side of the
line, where labor costs not more than one-half or two-thirds as much
as it does in Ohio. And, in this connection, I wish to say a word in
reply to a remark made last evening, to the effect that the Western
brick-yards do not pay as much wages as are paid for other kinds of
1abor.

In my town, in my county, in my district, and wherever I have
known brick to be made in Ohio, the brick-yards pay the same wages
that are paid in other like kinds of work. I can not understand why
a man would consent to go into a brick-yard and work for one-half or
two-thirds of the compensation that he would getinsome other similar
kind of-work, and I think the gentleman who made the statement was
mistaken. Let me add, that where I live machines are not employed
in this business to any considerable extent. The work is done by
hand, and there are thousands of men in Ohio en in making
brick, and 1 can not understand why they are not as much entitled to
protection as any other class of men; but they will not be protected in
case this bill becomes a law.

The manufacture of the best quality of pressed, ornamental, and
other front brick which has grown upin this country to such large pro-
portions, should not be imperiled by opening the doors of importation
as is done by this bill. It means to destroy this industry in some locali-
ties, and to endanger it in others; it means to turn thousands of men
out of employment, to send large sums of money out of the country
for no other purpose than to let foreigners import into this country free
of duty. This amendment has already been voted down as is every
amendment made by this side, but I desired to present these facts.

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my pro forma amendment. - d

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. |

Mr. MILLS. Does the gentleman withdraw that amendment ?

Mr. BUCHANAN. No, Idenot. Of course I do not withdraw it.

The amendment was rejected—ayes 47, noes 63.

The Clerk read as follows:

Cocoa prepared or manufactured

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I desired a while ago to obtain the floor
to answer the gentleman from Texas, and I now move to strike out
the line which the Clerk has just read. The gentleman from Texas
[Mr. MILLs] accused this side of the House of being in favor of free
whisky.

Mr. MILLS rose.

Mr. KERR (to Mr. Miris). Do you wish to say anything ?

Mr. MILLS. Isimply wish to remark that what I said was that
your party was in favor of freeing whisky of the internal-revenue tax.

Mr. KERR. That is a different proposition.

Mr, MILLS. That is what I said at the time,

Mr. KERR. Oh, no. Iam veryglad that you have made the mod-
ification.

Mr. MILLS. That is what I said all the time, and I referred to your
platform.

Mr. KERR. If that is the gentleman’s position, I am willing fo con-
cede that his statement is true in so far as I am concerned. [Applause
on the Republican side.] I do not believe that this Government can
safely pursue a policy that was repudiated by the great fathers of the
Republican party and by the early Democratic party of this country.
I believe that all the taxes necessary to carry on our Government eco-
nomically administered can be raised by a revenue tariff so adjusted as
toafford protection to every American industry. That was the position
of the Republican party in 1860, and that is the position of the Repub-
lican party to-day. The Democratic party held that position until this
Congress, and in 18384 they declared that sufficient revenue to carry on
the Government economically administered, including pensions and in-
terest and principal of the public debt, could be raised by such a tariff.
The gentleman from Michigan [ Mr, TARSNEY ], who was on that plat-
form committec in 1884, made the statement in this House on the 24th
of last April that that proposition adopted at Chicago was un
to leave no room for the internal system of taxation in this Government,
and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WisE] upon this floor has em-
phasized that position.

That is the position of the Democratic party of North Carolina as re-
peated in all of its State platforms for years, and it is the position of
every Democrat who stands by the early teachers of his party. Now,
Mr, Chairman, the first divergence from that theory was by the present
President of the United States, who was elected upon that platform,
and who declared at the opening of this session that no one was in favor
of repealing any portion of the internal-revenue taxes. :

That position has been indorsed by the Democratic party. The Mills
bill, which repudiates that position and takes the tax off tobacco, has
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been indorsed. In addition to that, they indorse the position of the
party in 1884, which repudiates both positions, and embodies what I
now assert to be the trne position.

[Here the hammer fell.

Mr. KERR. I wonld like two or three minutes more.

Mr. MILLS. I hope we shall adjourn this political discussion.

Mr. KERR. IfI canbe allowed two or three minutes more I shall
be done with it

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous con-
sent to occupy two minutes.

Mr. MILLS. I take the floor and yield two minutes to the gentle-

man,

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]
was the leading exponent of the prohibition sentiment of our State ten
years ago, and as a man in favor of that sentiment I sympathized
with that gentleman when he was at that time a leading candidate for
governor. Unfortunately for the party—possibly unfortunately for
the gentleman, though I do not know as to that—ihe majority of the
people of my State did not agree with that portion of the people who
wanted to make him governor, and since that time he has not been
with us upon that question. - [ Launghter on the Republican side.] He
stands up here the unanimous sentiment of the Pro-
hibitionists of this country, repudiating the doctrine that they have
asserted North and South, in favor of divorcing the Government from
this system of taxation which seeks to make permanent in our Govern-
ment a policy which puts the main portion of the tax upon the poor
people, who are least able to pay it.

[Here ithe hammer fell. ] .

Mr. WEAVER. If my colleague [Mr. KErR] will give me his at-
tention, I want to ask him a question or two.

Mr. KERR. Yes, sir.

Mr. WEAVER. Do yon stand on the Republican platform of 1833
or the Prohibition platform of 1838 ?

Mr. KERR. Istand on the Prohibition platform and the Repub-
licaa platform, both. [Laughter and applause.] They are identical.

M:ilr. WEAVER. Behold the Colossus of Rhodes! [Renewed laugh-
ter.

Mr. MILLS. I now ask for a vote. I mustappeal to gentlemen to
stop makin ¥ speeches.

The CHA AN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted.

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, I move fo amend by striking out
lines 141 and 142, which read as follows:

‘Cocon, prepared or manufactured.
Dates, plums, and prunes.

The CHATRMAN. Line 142 has not yet been reached.

Mr. VANDEVER. Then I move to strike out line 141.

The CHAIEMAN, That motion is now pending.

Mr. VANDEVER. I move, then, pro forma, to strike out the last
word. <

Mr. Chairman, the cocoa bean is, as T understand, a product of South
America. The present duty upon it is 2 cents a pound. When im-
ported it is the gasis of a growing manufacture. In the part of the
country from which I come the cocoa bean is coming into very con-
siderable use in the manufacture of chocolate. I do not understand,
therefore, the propriety of putting the manufactured products of cocoa
upon the fl‘ee-ﬁfl: If this proposition be persisted in, the manufacture
of such products in this country—an industry which, as I have said,
is of growing importance on the Pacific coast, and Ithink especially in
the district of my colleague in front of me—will be entirely and irrep-
arably broken down.

This branch of indusiry now gives employment to a considerable
amount of capital and a large number of persons on the Pacific coast.
The rates of freight, as a matter of course, enter into this question.
The raw ncﬁming manufactured upon the Pacific side, the heavy
railroad his are escaped, and thus great advantage is enjoyed in
the supply of that product to our portion of the country. I suggest to
the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee and to the Commit-
tee of the Whole whether under existing circumstances it wounld not
be just to except the manufactured article from the operation of this
clause of the free-list.

The value of the import of cocoa bean into this country is put down
at $126,543; the duty collected is $9,020. Here is a feeble industry
just coming into importance, struggling for life. It may employ ulti-
mately a large amount of American capital and American labor. It
will be no detriment to the revenue to admit the crude cocoa free, and
no detriment to the public interest to continue the duty npon the manu-
factured article.

On the Pacific coast, as everywhere else, people are affected very
much by their private interests, Touch a man’s pocket and you are
very apt to touch hisjudgment. I think our fricnds on the other side
have had recently a practical illustration of this matter in the election
in Oregon. The pending bill struck a blow at some of the most im-
portant industries of that State. The people of Oregon recognized this
measure as affecting injurionsly theirinterests, What was the result?
A verdict against the Democratic party, which may have carried some
little consternation into their camp.= I would remark to the chairman

of the committee in connection with this item, and other items which
affect in a very material degree the interests of California, that if they
be i in California will follow in the same direction in the ap-
proaching November election.

[Here the hammer fell.]

Mr. MILLS. Let us have a vote on this question.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KErr] has
moved to strike ont line 141. Does the gentleman {rom California
[Mr. VANDEVER] desire to submit a substantial amendment?

Mr. VANDEVER, I move to amend by striking out in line 141
the words *‘ prepared or manufactured.’’

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. VANDEVER, it
was rejected, there being—ayes 47, noes 55.

The CHAIRMAN,. The question now recurs on the motion of the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KXERR] to strike out the whole line.

Mr. KERR. I withdraw that motion.

The Clerk read the next line, as follows:

Dates, plums, and prunes.

Mr. MILLS. I move to strike out the words **plums and prones.’’

The motion was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ourrants, Zante or olher.

Figs.

Mr. McKENNA. I move to strike out the line just read, *‘figs.”
Myr. Chairman, I wounld not have auch hope of carrying this amend-
ment if the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and
Means had not voluntarily moved a moment ago to strike out ** plams
and prunes.”’ I do not see any legislative or economic distinction be-
tween plums and prunes on the one hand and figs on the other. The
gentleman’s action has ‘‘ set me up in hope.””

Mr. BUCHANAN. Whose district do the figs grow in?

Mr. McKENNA. The isothermal line mentioned by the gentleman
frem Maine [Mr. REED], in its various course touching a Republican
and Democratic distriet and discriminating products by politics, ought
not to apply to this case. I am left in confusion and puzzled to know
how discrimination against figs can be justified. I am inclined to
think the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means will urge
the Democratic members of the House to vote for this amendment.

There is no reason nnder the sun, and no Democrat and nobody else,
be he from California or be he from Texas, can explain why prunes
and plums should be struck from the free-list and figs retained upon
the free-list. They are all three California induastries; three young
California industries. Figs to-day are so cheap it is clear that their
price is little affected by the tariff. It scarcely pays now in the State
of California to dry the black fizs. =~ We are resorting, with great suc-
cess, to the white Smyrna fig. If Congress will stop meddling, if it
will keep off its hands for a little while, we will develop the industry
toagreatsuccess. I hope the gentleman will recommend to his side of
the House to vote for this amendment.

Mr. FELTON. Mr, Chairman, I indorse what has been said by my
colleagne who has just taken his seat. I desire to congratulate the
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means and the constitnency
I represent for putting prunes and plums where they ought to be—on
the tariff-list. I can assure him it is a wise measure. It will not be
many years when what is now a luxury will be produced in such quan-
tities as to supply everybody at a reasonable rate, and will no longer
need any protection.

Dut I did not rise for the purpose of discussing this matter, but for
another purpose. I have attempted on two or three occasions to sub-
mit resolutions by the State board of horticulture of California,
and requesting their being printed in the REcorp, but I have invaria-
bly run against some one of the rules and miserably failed. I now
submit them as a part of my remarks, as they are germane to the
item under discussion, and I understand I have the right.

The CHATRMAN. That is the gentleman’s right.

Mr. FELTON. I submit these resolutions, and ask for them the at-
tention of the House.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolutions of State Board of Horticnlture of California.

Whereas there are 20,000,000 invested in fruit culture in this State; and

Whereas this may indefinitely increase if given the proper conditions ; and

‘Whereas the white seale bug (It purchasi) threatens the very existence of
the citrus fruits in this State, as well as numbers of other fruit trees; and

Whereas it stands to reason that there are parasites for these different seale

bugs in the of their nativity : Therefore,
}‘f: 4L r by the Fruit Growers of California in convention assembled, That
the United States Omiﬁr:aa be petitioned for an appropriation of not less than
£50,000, to be used by Department of culture for the purpose of sendin{,:
experts to those countries where the baneful insects are known to have origi-
nated, to discover if possible their natural enemies, the parasites, and introduce
them to this wunt;f; also, that the Department of Agriculture be enabled to
make actual experimenta here in the field to, if possible, overcome these in-
jurious insecis, ele.

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I donot know whether there is a trust
controlling the fruit market or not, but I ask the Clerk to read this
morceau which I have clipped from the Critic of this city.

"The Clerk read as follows:

Tywelve th d crates of the choicest Southern fruits were dumped into the
Atlantie outside of Sandy Hook last week to prevent breaking down prices in
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the New York markets. With as miany people going hungry as there are in
New York, this sort of thing should be permitted to occur only once,

[Laughter. ]

The question recurred on Mr. McKENNA’S amendment.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 58.

So the amendment was rejected. .

The Clerk read as follows:
Meats, game, and poultry.

Mr, WEBER. I move to atrike out thatline 145. Now, Mr. Chair-

man, I do not know the amount of revenue put into the Treasury on

the importation of the items embraced in line 145.

A MEMBER. One hundred and ten thousand dollars.

Mr, WEBER. Whatever the amount may be it is purely a tribute
paid by the Canadians for trading in our markets. It will not affect
the price of meat in our market a particle. It will fall into that cate-
gory of articles some of which we have passed in this bill whose im-
portationinto this country is so insignificant compared with theamounts
consumed that the price is not affected. The fact of placing thisitem
on the free-list will be simply to enhance the prosperity of our Cana-
dian friends without benefiting the consumers in any degree whatever
on our side.

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that before this is voted upon, and I have no
desire to occugy any of the time of the committee, that some reasons
will be given by the other side for the action the committee have taken
in placing this item upon the free-list; and I will not occupy the floor
at present for the time allotted to me under the rule, but ask that a
reason be given as to the propriety of the action sought to be taken
here by the committee.

Mr. MILLS. I will give the gentleman a reason that I think will
be satisfactory. In the first place it is admitted on all hands that we
have got to reduce taxation to some extent; and in the second place,
acting in that view, we thought it better to reduce that taxation upon
meats, upon the absolute necessaries of life, and things of that charac-
ter, rather than Epon other atath.icles which are to acert;in eltht. not
s0 necessary; and consequently we put mea and pen upon
the free-list in order t?%haape{: thepfood of :;&hm!e of E&s to?'l':ln%.

Now I ask a vote.

The qhestion being taken on the amendment of Mr. WEBER, it was
rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

146, Milk, fresh.

Mr. LYMAN. I move to strike out that line.

Mr. Chairman, I have thus far taken no part in the debate upon the
pending bill. The manufacturing industries of the district which I
represent are yet in their youngest infancy, and I do not assume to be
as well informed nupon the details of what is a just protective tariff on
articles the product of the various manufactories which our people (and
by that I mean the people of the United States) are endeavoring to
build up; and hence, I gave left the discussion of those details to gen-
tlemen upon this floor who represent districts where these manufactories
are sitnated, and who are better, much better, qualified than I to cast
light upon those items of the bill now pending.

The district I have the honor to represent on this floor is largely, and,
indeed, almost exclusively agricultural, and a large majority of my
constituents are farmers. In my course upon the tariff I endeavor to
divest myself of all purely local prejudices and interests, and to act in
a way to best promote the material interests of our entire country and
enhance the prosperity and happiness of all the people of the United
States, whether they live upon the Atlantic seaboard, in the new South,
in the great Mjmiz-jppi Valley, among the Rocky Monntains, or upon
the golden Pacific coast. I am in favor of the protection of American
industries and American labor from principle, and not for the purpose
of aiding the local interests of myown district alone. But by so doing
I believe I am, in the best and strongest manner possible, advocating
and advancing the interests of the farmers of my section. What my
people want is the best market for the products of the soil they can
possibly get, and, too, they want that market at the very shortest pos-
sible distance from their own doors. I shall be rejoiced if it shall be
vouchsafed to me to live long enough to see a manufacturing establish-
ment planted in every township in the fertile Ninth district of Iowa,
as well as in every township of that great agricultural State, of which
its sons are all proud.

I would like to see these hives of industry planted and flourishing,
with their dozens, scores, and hundreds of happy, well-paid, prospex-
ousoperatives, there to buyand eat the productofthe fertileacres around
them, and not subject o the free competition of Canada and other for-
eigncountries. I want toseeamarketat the verydoors of the farmers of
Towa, in order that they may save the immense cost of transportation
to which they are now subjected, the waste and loss of transportation,
the commissions of middlemen, and all annoyances and cost of reach-
ing the *‘ markets of the world.”” Hence, I say, I believe thatif I were
not a protectionist for protection’s sake, my present position on thisbill
would but ref)maent- the local interests of my immediate constituents,
I say, all hail to the day when these things shall be. ButIam bound
to say that if Democratic principles and methodsare to continue to pre-

vail in this country, neither I nor the youngest gentleman on this floor
can hope to live to see it.

But we are now considering a portion of the bill which makes a di-
rect attack upon the farmers of my section and upon the farmersof this

entire country. It is proposed by the Mills bill now under consider-

ation to retain a tariff upon, and to protect sugar, rice, and other prod-
ucts of the soil of limited and local production only, and which can
never be produced in our country in sufficient quantity to meet the de-
mands of our people, they being articles of universal consumption by
the masses of our country, and to place upon the free-list those articles
the produet of agrienltural industry of almost universal production,
and of which we may produce a surplus and be in great want of a
market for,

In 1884 the people of this country made a lamentable mistake when
they put the Democratic party in power. They are fast waking up to
that error. The awakening began to manifest itself in Oregon a few
days ago, aut on the Pacific, and it will roll on and on, until in Novem-
ber next it will reach the Atlantic and the Gulf, and the real and true
ﬁ!;iwhdsl of the people, of free, independent government will be again at
the helm.

It is claimed that one of the ohjects of this bill is to reduce the sur-

plus in the Treasury. It will not do it. It provides for a tariff for -
revenue, and our revenues thereunder will be increased. However,the

surplus does not worry me greatly. 'When we pay our just debts, and
provide for our dependent veteran soldiers as humanity, honor, and
justice demand we shall have no surplus.

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell,

Mr. McCKENNA was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. LYMAX,
who resumed and concluded his remarks as above.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Egg yelks,
Beans, pease, and split pease,

Mr, JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, on this side of the House we have
repeatedly charged that this bill is framed in the interest of foreign
nations, and that it would work great injury to our own people. We
have asked, as we have passed over article by article and section by
section of this bill, that gentlemen upon the other side wounld give us
some reason why the various articles were placed upon the free-list.
Our inquiries have as a rule met with no satisfactory and in
most cazes no reason has been attempted to be given, and the other side
have acted asif none can be given. I think myself that no good reason
can be given.

But, Mr. Chairman, I think there is a reason for the introduetion
of this hill not avowed by its advocates. I avail myself of this
opportunity to tell you what seems to me to be one of the reasons
why the passage of this bill is urged in its present form, and so far
as I have noticed it is one to which the attention of the country and
the House has not been as yet directed. I do not claim any originality
in the discovery; but it has not been called to the attention of the
committee, and possibly not to the people of the conntry for a reason
which I will try to make manifest. We had some time since a dis-
tingnished body sitting in this city engaged in negotiating a fishery
treaty between this country and our neighbors governing the country
on our Northern boundary. .

I have here before me the oflicial report made by one of the members
of that commission, Hon. Sir Charles Tupper, who represented Canada
and Her Britannic Majesty on that conference. The report was made
in the House of Commons of the Canadian Parliament, and will be found
in the House of Commons debates, second session Sixth Parliament, 51
Vic., of 10th of April, 1883, 8ir Charles is evidently undertaking %o
explain to the Canadian people that whilst he had given the United
States something in the treaty that was negotiated with our eounh{,
he wanted to call their attention to the much more valuable
things which they had secured in return for it. And whilst, Mr.
Chairman, we do not think he gave away anything that propeﬂy
belonged to Canada and Great Britain, and that on the face of the
treaty it is unjust to the United States, and concedes little or nothing
that is not ours by right, yet I want 1o call the attention of the House
and the country to what is now apparent, that this treaty was agreed to
because therepresentativesof the British Government have had somepri
vate understanding with the Democraticmajority in this Hounse in regard
to legislation to be hereafter had in Congress in the interest of Canada;
that the small concessions made to the rights of our people in that
trealy were obtained through promises from Americans that something
that would be of great advantage to the Dominion of Canada on our

north should be done by the Congress of the United States. Thisisat .
+least one of the reasons why the industries of our country are being at-

tacked by the Mills bill. As an argument for this free-trade bill we
have been often told in this debate that tariff duties are a tax on the
people of the country laying the tariff; that our tariff duties are paid
by the people of this country exclusively. Sir Charles Tupper daes
not so wunderstand if, and I propose to have read now from his
official report made in Parliament on the 10th day of April, 1888,
and the House can then judge for itself as to the meaning of his re-
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marks, and also whether the Democratic Administration has not been
promising Canada free trade.

After he had stated to the House of Commons that his arguments
would no doubt be used against the treaty and quoted against him
in the Senate of the United States, he goes on to say:

The only wq%wn Canadians can obtain any benefits from the reciprocal rela-
tions with the United States is by legislation. '

I read from pages 11, 21, and 22. Speaking of the non-intercounrse
act of our Congress, he says:

That expressed the sentimenis and the feeling in the United States of Amer-
ica, and our friends the plenipotentiaries representing the United States, said:
“If we make a trealty with you aflecting the lantg , however nmitll ‘g’.m in-

fishermen, but the agriculturist, the lnmberman, every man in this country, in
a better relation wi

o the United States than he was before. What is the ro-
sul "

As I have said, Mr. Bayard told us, the American plenipotentiaries told us
that there was but one way of obtaining what we wished. ** You want greater
freedom of cial int rse. You want relaxation in our tariff arrange-
ments with respect to natural ﬁ:-oducts in which you are so rich and abundant. '
There®is but one way to obtain it. Let us by common concession be able to
meet on common ground and remove this irritating cause of difficulty between
the two countries out of the way, and you will find that the policy of this Gov-
ernment, the policy of the President and of the House of Re resentatives, the
poliey of the t Democratic party of the United States, will at once take an
onward march in the direction you propose, and Mcomp!is‘h steadily that which
you would desire, is the only way by which it can ever be attained.”

Those were not empty words, those were the sober utterances of distinguished
siat who pointed to the avowed poliey of the Government of the United

ducement you might be willing to accept, it is certain of absolute rej by
the Senate, because the Congress of the United States have stated their position
firmly, and they will not permit any interference on the part of the Adminis-
tration of the United States by treaty with anything that involves a change in
fiscal laws of the United States.”

It will be observed that Sir Charles is very cautions in making pub-
lic the promises he had received, but he continues: .

Now, sir, I am in somewhatasimilar position in explaining this treaty,which
I have now reached, to that in-which I was in 1871 when defending the treaty
of my right honorable friend under somewhat different circnmstances. Then
he said: * Every that you force us to say in support of this treaty will be
used against us at Halifax in diminution of the payment that we are entitled to
for the greater value of our fisheries.”” To-day I am in a somewhat similar
position. For every word that I say in defense of the treaty to which I have

ut my hand and to which I ask the sanction of this House wilh the utmost con-
gdenee, every word that I say in support of it may be used to-morrow in the
Benate of the United States,where support to the treaty may be more difficult to
obtain than it is in the House of Commons of Canada.

The House will therefore understand that on this ocecasion it can not be ex-
pected from me that I shall point out very elaborately the advan maruing
to Canada under the treaty to which we have placed our hands, hat I say
this: I say, sir, that the course that has been adopted in reference to this treaty
has n adopted with a view to secure in the only way that was found prac-
ticable the best interests of Canada.

- . - - s » ®

As I have already informed the House, the plenipotentiaries of the United
Slates stated they were quite unable to put anything in the treaty that would
necessarily touch the fiscal policy of their country. They said that to do so
would be simply to invite rejection of the treaty on the_Ugmund that they had
infringed the jurisdiction which Congress possessed, the United States Congress
having, as I have shown the House, adopted, in the most emphatic form, the
ﬁ:&ﬁy not to allow any changes in their tariff except by the act of Congress

‘We therefore put this in the contingent clause. 'We provide absolutely for the
concessions that have been made reference to delimitation, and with ref-
erence to the treatment of United States fishing vessels, when compelled to re-

to our in distress or in need of mn&{ supplies or for a homeward voy-
T' All were made absolute by the treaty; but when it came to that
which is of great value to the United States fishermen, when it came to that
which enables the United Statea fishermen to make Canada a basis of supplies
for the pu of better competing with our own fishermen, we then felt that
we had a ht to take our stand, and if Her Majesty's plenipotentiaries have
not been able to support the extreme contention of the Canadian Govern-
ment, honorable gentlemen will find that, on the other hand, the plenipotentia-
ries of the United States, who had, as a matter of diplomaticintercourse, taken n
very strong ground as to the indefeasible rlﬁl;ts of American fishing vessels to
obtain in our ports as commercial vessels whatever sup&iu they required for
carrying on their fishing—to be able to purchase bait, to be able to purchase sup-
lies of every kind, and to be able to transship their fish—they will find thatour
R'!o'nds on the other side had, in the same way, to concede a great deal as com-
pared with the extreme contention that they made,

Here it is provided, as a just and pm;:.er security to the interests of the fisher-
men of Can who have the right, while excluded by heavy duties from the
markets of the United States, to such protection as the treaty of 1818 has pro-
vided for them, that whenever a g,ueatmn arises as to Canada being made the
basis of supply for the American deep-sea fishing vessels—b the t
of fishing is not in controversy at all, the Americans having g:ven up the right
to catch in the inshore waters of Canada—that only can be done for a suffi-
clent pro . We have, therefore, provided in article 15:

“When the United States 11 remove the duty from fish-oil, whale-oil, seal-
oil, and fish of all ktndsé:xnept flshrrmwed in oil), being the produce of fish-
eries carried on by the fishermen of Canada and of Newfoundland, includin

Labrador, as wellas from the usualand n casks, , kegs, cans, an

other usual necessary coverings containing the )grnduv.-es above ment!uned. the
like products, being the produce of fisheries carried on by the fishermen of the
United States, as well as the usual and necessary coverings of thesame, asabove
gomg;ed&s}l’mﬂ be admitted free of duty into the Dominion of Canada and New-

undland. .

And upon such removal of duties, and while the aforesaid articles are allowed
to be brought into the United States by British subjects, without duty being re-
imposed thereon, the privilege of entering the ports, bays, and harbors of the
aforesaid coasts of Canada and of Newfoundland shall be accorded to United
States ﬁshinf vessels by annual licenses, free of charge, for the following pur-

namely :

Pposcs, y:

':ll. Ttl&fg)urchaae of provisions, bait, ice, seines, lines, and all other supplies
and ou

“2. Transshipment of eatch, for transport by any means of conveyance,

"3, Bhi?pinn' of crews, : -

“Suapplies shall not be obtained by barter, but bait may be so obtained.

“The like privileges shall be continued or given to fishing vessels of Canada
and of Newfoundland on the Atlantic coasts of the United States.”

I think that is a measure which will meet with the hearty approval of the
House. I think that will be as & fair and reasonable proposition, that
if fishing vessels of the United States are allowed to make Canada a for
obtaining their supplies and furnishing all the materials necessary for the out~
fit of a fishi ugmge, for the transshipment of their cateh, and making our har-
bors and ports the means of carrying on their industry, the fishermen of Can-
ada, with whom they are in that case better able to compete than they could
otherwise, are entitled to have their fish entered free in the ports of the United

States,

‘While the plenipotentiaries of the United States were not able to make this
an absolute provision, I do not hesitate to say that I look confidently to the pe-
riod in the not remote future when fish will be made free and the fishermen of
the United States will be able to obtain all the advantages in our ports which are
here given to them. I hold we have accomplished that without !nf‘u:ing in the
slightest degree the ies of Canada, without injuring Canad interests
1o any extent whatever. We have made concessions, as I have said, but we
have made them with the avawed object of placing all our people, not only the

States as the best evidence of the sincerity of what they said. What has haj
pened already ? Already we have action by the financial exponent of the Ad-
ministration of the United States, I mean Mr. MiLLs—the gentleman who in the
United States Congress represents the Government of the day, and stands in the
ition most analogous in the United States to the finance minister in this
ouse, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, who propounds the
policy of the Administration in the House.

How is he selected? The Democratie Farty sustaining the Government se-
lects a man as S r of the House of Representatives who is in accord with
the oy of the Administration for the time being,and Mr. CArvLisLE, the
Spea of the House of Representatives, nominates the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means and all the members of the committee, and there-
fore the chairman of that committee occupies the position of representing the
Government in bringing forward such bills as will represent the views and sen-
:i:‘?nta of the Democratic party in the United States supporting the Adminis-

on., ;

What have we seen? The ink is barely dry upon this treaty before he,asthe
representative of the Government and chairman of the Committee of Waysand
Means, brings forward a measure to do what? Why, to make free articles that
Cnnadalsen into the United States, and upon which last year §1,5800,000 of duty
was paid.

Some Hon. MEMBERS, We paid?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I ask, sir, if that is nothing?

Some Hon. MEMeERS. Who paid?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not intend to insult both the great politieal parties
of this country who have since 1834 and long before, maintained that the inter-
ests of Canada, the interests of British North America. were intimately bound
up inobtaining free intercourse with the United States for our natural products;
1 do not intend to insult the two ﬁrent garﬂu of this country by telling them
that they were fools; that they did not know what they were doing.

Down to the present hour we have adopted the policy on both sides of the
House, and we have ple ourselves to the people to do everything that lay
in our power to obtain a market for the natural products of our country
with the United States, and I say you must answer me the question as to
whether that was an act of supreme folly or whether it was wise statesman-
ship on the part of both parties in this country to adopt that policy, before you
ask me such a question as ** Who pays the duoty? "

I say that under this bill which been introduced and which, I believe, will

, for it does not require two-thirds of the Senate where the Republican ma-
lorll.y is only one in the whole House to pass this bill, it requires a majority of
one only,and I am very sanguine that this bill will pass during the present
session. Modified it may be, but I am inclined to think the amendments will
be still more in the interests of Canada than as the bill stands to-day.

If this is the case Ithink we may congratulats ourselves upon securing the
free admission of our lumber, upon which was paid during the last year no less
than $1,315,450. On copper ore, made free by the Mills bill, we paid, or there
was paid—to make it meet the views of the honorable gentlemen opposite more

eorreq;ll{ 945, .
On salt $21,992 duty was paid. This is rendered free by the Mills bill. Tam
sorry to find, as I hoped would be the case from the first eoply of the bill that
came to me, that potatoes were not included in vegetabl am sorry to find
there is a doubt as Lo whether the term ** vegmb]en" not ially enumerated
will not exclude potatoes. In x'mppiingwl this poliey of making the natural
products of the two countries free, you do not expect any person who wants to
oan'i; & bill to put a heavier load upon his shoulders than he is able to carry,
lest he may break down and do nothing. You expect him to take it in detail,
and, as I believe, you will find the policy contained in this bill of making those
natural products of Canada free carried out untllg:au have perfect freedom of
intercourse between the natural products of Canada and the United States, Of
wool we sent last year 1,319,309 pounds of one kind and a variety of other kinds,
n which a duty was pni(i to the extent of §183,852. Now, as [ say, on articles
of prime importance and interest to Canada the removal of duty by the Mills
bill amounts to no less than $1,800,193.

In the measure I submit I believe will be found a bill of vilal importance to
Canada to pass.

1 believe, sir, that we owe it to the Empire as well as to ourselves steadily to
keep in view every measure that will conduce to the rapid progress of Canada,
the development of our inexhaustible resources, and the building up of a great
and erful British Dominion on this side of the Atlantic. 1 say, sir, that in
the discharge of mg duty I have steadily kept that conviction in view, and I be-
lieve the course which been pursued will not only commend itself to the

judgment and the su rt of the great majority in this use, but that the great
inqroﬂty of the peoplgﬁ this country willfeel that in the adoption of this treaty
we are taking a ste the progress and greatness

that is caleulated to conduce to
and best interests of Cana

And, Mr. Chairman, we have the very best assurance of the fact that
Canada was promised free trade in the legislation which is now pro-
posed for the adoption of this House. Well might Sir Charles say
that—

The ink is barely dry upon the trealy before the chairman of the Committee
on Ways and Means brings forward a measure to that eifect.

To do what? Why,

To make free articles that Canada sends into the United States, and upon
which last year §1,800,000 of duty was paid.

Yes, that is how much gain the Canadians obtain by this legislation.
That is why the honorable gentleman introduced this bill.- We need
have no misunderstanding about it. It is not in the interest of the
United States. It is the bonus they propose to give Canada and Great
Britain for having yielded up something in the matter of the fisheries.
This Administration can not negotiate treaties upon a fair level with
Great Britain. Our country has fallen so low that it has to buy any
rights-it obtains by throwing up and giving away what we ourselves
are entitled to.
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Let it be known, then, that this bill is not for our advantage or for the
advantage of the people of the United States, that the charge is true
that it is in the interest of foreigners. It is to give to Canada $1,800,-
000 annually and far more. That it is to be given by an attack on our
own industries. That our own laborers are to bé thrown out of employ-
mentand our factories closed that Canada may thrive, The Canadians
have no doubt but that our tariff duties are paid by them. They know
very well they do not come off the people of the United States.

They know very well who pays the duty, and Sir Charles, in getting
a promise that it shall be repealed, has a good reason why Canada
might yield a little something upon the fisheries question. And in
return for this confidence on the part of therepresentative of the British
Government we see the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means
introdueing this bill and doing all he can to return the Canadians
something not in kind, but of much more value. He says further:

You will observe that on salt §21,902 duty was paid last year. This is ren-
dered free by the Mills bill.

Twenty-one thonsand dollars bonus to Canada.

Sir Charles grows pathetic and can not conceal his disappointment
when he adds— :

I am sorry to find, as I hoped would be the case from the first copy of the bill
that came to me, that potatoes were not included amongst vegetables,

Hence gentlemen on the other side have the Canadian authority for
it that potatoes will not come in under that clause. I can now under-
stand why the honorable chairman was so certain this morning that
potatoes wonld not be free, The parties most interested admit it. He
says that in grappling with this policy of making the natural products of
the two countries free, which is the English for free trade, he does not
expect any person who wants to a bill throngh the United States
Congress to put a heavier load upon his shoulders than he is able to
carry. How considerate he is of our free-trade friends. Alas, I fear
they have already shouldered more than they will be able to carry far.

This gives a new meaning to the expression often repeated here by
the friends of this bill, that itis only a step in the right direction; that
we are to go further and earry bigger loads for our Canadian brethren
hereafter.

One provision of the treaty is only to go into effect, it says on its face,
when we give Canada free trade in certain enumerated articles. I
would ask the chairman of the Ways and Means to explain to Con-
gress and the country whether Sir Charles had authority for the
use he makes of alleged assurances of free-trade legislation. If we
get valuable concessions from Canada for free trade, I would also
like to know whether anything is promised us from other countries that
will gain by the passage of the Millsbill. If our own people must suffer
by this legislation, let us know whether we are even promised any-
thing from the countries of Europe and Asia. Gentlemen of the major-
ity, explain yourselves. Are you working in the interest of American
or of foreign countries?

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. Chairman, I will print the extract I have quoted in connection
with my remarks.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen-
tleman a question, to come out of my time, if the gentleman will
kindly give me his attention. The gentleman referred to a tax on salt
that Sir Charles Tupper said would be released. He referred to it in
connection with a question as to who pays the tax. Does not that tax
relate to American salt imported into Canada?

Mr, JACKSON. I do not guite catch the gentleman’s question.
Will he please repeat it?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Bir Charles Tupper was re-
féa’er{ing to a tax paid by the Canadians on American saltimported into

ada.

Mr. JACKSON. Oh, no; he was referring fo the duty paid by the
Canadians to bring their salt into our market. Heenumerates a num-
ber of other things, and goes right on, He comes to the wool after
awhile, and to the ores and a great number of things, and shows just
how much is to be given to them by this bill.

Mr. GROUT. Seven or eight millions.

Mr. JACKSON. In the te, yes.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I understood the gentleman
to say this: That Sir Charles Tupper takes the position that the Cana-
dians will be relieved of some $23,000 tax that they pay for Canadian
galt coming into America. :

Mr, JACKSON. To bring it into our market. They have been
paying that much for the liberty of coming into our market and sell-
ing on equality with our own people. This they will be relieved of
if the Mills bill passes, for then they can come in free.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am only asking for the fact.

Mr. JACKSON. That is the way I understand the argument. In
fact it can not be understood any other way. Itis plainly so stated.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Sir Charles Tupper takes the
position that it is a release of so much tax to the Canadians.

Mr. JACKSON. Yes.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I only wanted to know what
the fact was.

Mr, PARKER, Mr, Chairman, a New York house (Messrs. Miles

& Holman) handling pearl barley, oat-meal, and pease and split pease,
makes the following statement: » :

In reference to split pease, we can not compete with Canada, The duty on

%Iit- is only 20 per cent., and the barrel they are packed in comes in free.
The &nty should be taken off the round or whole pea and the duty lefl on the
split , thus giving manufacturers here an opportunity to make split y
and thus reduce the revenue, and our people wou‘l’d have their pea soup}usr.u
cheap, with the satisfaction of eating their own facture and not Ag-
ing our Canadian neighbors. You will see that the importation of split pease
can thus be sto J‘Led and revenue reduced without increasing the cost to our
people, and building up their manufactures to the detriment of our own.

Yet, as to garden seeds, and beans, pease, and split pease, this hill
offers Canadians free the markets of 62,000,000 people, while they, rais-
ing far more than they can consume, have no reciprocal market to offer
us.
Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not quite understand theattitude occupied
by the members of the committee who are responsible for this bill. It
would seem that a committee proposing to make great changes affect-
ing manufacturers and dealers and producers throughout the country
would be willing to tell us what was the theory upon which they had
acted. Men upon this side of the House rise and show how their lo-
calities will be injured, how their constituents will be harmed, how
great interests will be damaged or destroyed, but the gentlemen upon
the other side sit still without making any response as to why they
seek to make these changes, and when the time comes stolidly—I do
not use the word in an offensive sense—bnt in effect, I say, they stolidly
vote us down. I would like to have gentlemen tell us, for example,
why it is that they propose to make fresh and salted vegetables free of
duty while they require protection on their own rice.

1 would like to have them tell us upon thisitem under consideration
why it is that they make beans, pease, and split free, while they
provide for protection upon items that benefit themselves? I would
like to have the attention of the chairman of the committee while I
ask him to inform the House how it is that split pease, which every one
who knows anything about the subject knows are a manufactured ar-
ticle, should be put in the same free-trade class with whole pease and
beans. I wonld like some explanation of that. It is well known that
split pease are a manufactured article, and that there are houses with
large capital employed in the business of gathering pease, splitting them
by machinery, and selling them for culinary purposes, and yet these
gentlemen put them in the same free-trade category with beans and
whole pease. 1 wish also to protest, in the interestand upon the judg-
ment and complaint of a farming community, against this proposition
which comes to us from the other side of the House that the products
of the farm are raw materials.

The granges, the farmers’ societies, the husbandmen’s newspapers,
the rural organizations everywhere are denouncing that assertion npon
which this legislation is based as an assertion utterly false, and, to
them, ruinously false; and yet gentlemen on the other side go on act-
ing npon the theory that pease and beans and vegetables, fresh, or in
salt or brine, and tallow, and fresh milk, and wool, and meat, and
poultry, and all such products are *‘raw material.”’ Although they
contain in their amount and volume the results of much of the labor of
the greatest body of workers upon the American continent, yet these
Democratic legislators have the effrontery to face the farmers and tell
them that the products which take their inception under their care,
and become articles of commerce under their supervision, are raw mate-
tials, like the ore in the earth and the nunquarried rock, etc., and, there-
fore, for the benefit of workmen whose work is protected, and of man-
ufacturers whose ontput is protected, these products of the farmer’s toil
shall be made free. I think the farmers will make an answer to this
proposition which the gentlemen in charge of this bill will, by and by,
understand. .

Mr. MILLS. I hope we shall now have a vote on this line.

The question was taken on the motion to strike out the line, and it
was rejected—ayes 45, noes 59.

Mr, VANDEVER. I move to strike out the last word.

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, is that in order?

The CHAIRMAN. It isin order,

Mr, VANDEVER. I move to strike out the last word, and in that
connection I desire to say that one of the chief staple products of my
country is beans. The probability is that we raise beans enough in
that section to feed two or three States. We load vessel after vessel
with them in the fall of the year, and send them away; and although
there is but 10 per cent. duty upon beans under existing law, yet the
pmtgmition to put them npon the free-list comes directly in conflict
with the interests of that portion of the country.

It does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, following up the items of this
bill one after another, as though the blows were rained more di-
rectly and frequently than anywhere else npon the interests of the
Pacific side of the country, and especially against California. I am

{ very willing, however, to accord some credit to the chairman of the

Committee on Ways and Means for the concession he has made to-day
in consenting to strike from the free-list plums and prunes, which also
are products of very great value in that part of the country. Another
product of the California coast is raisins. I have already referred to
other products of that Southern California country, which has been
called the Italy of America, and whose products come directly in com-
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petition with those ot old Italy, and I can not but recur to the fact that
immediately preceding the assembling of this Congress, when it was
given out by the leaders of the Democratic party that one of the chief
measures of policy in this Congress would be the modification of the
tariff law, there were poured in appeals to members of from
these foreign interests to put raisins and plums and other products of
that kind upon the free-list; and in deference to such appeals various
provisions have been put into this bill at the expense of our owninter-
ests in America, especially the interests of the southren part of Cali-
fornia, that favored land to which so many people are now turning
their faces, as they did in the early history of the settlement of that
country. These things are making their impression; and although
there has been accorded to us to-day by the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means a small erumb of comfort, it will not turn aside
the people of that country in theircondemnation of a policy which lends
a willing ear to appeals from abroad and at the same time sacrifices our
home interests. FApplause.}

[ Here the hammer fell. ]

1 withdraw the pro forma amendment.

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word.
In what I have to say upon this line, 148, I do not wish to speak of
politics at all. The district which I represent is very largely inter-
ested in the growth of beans, some of our farmers raising as much as
2,000 bushels of this one article. In reading this bill, I have been at
a loss to understand upon what principle this product is selected for a
place on the free-list. I asked this guestion of one member of the
committee, and he could give me no reason. I really wish I could be
enlightened as to the reason why this particular agricultural product
should have been selected for a place on the free-list.

If the answer be made that the intention is to make food cheap for
the laboring people, why is not every agricultural productsuitable for
food placed on the free-list? Why not flour, or meal, or rice, or wheat,
or cheese, or butter? I cannotimagine or conceive of any good reason.
None has been given. '

This bill should be based upon some consistent principle. No one
article should be taken off or put on the free-list unless there be some
good reason for it. Rice is necessary for the poor man and the invalid;
beans are also necessary for the poor man; why should not these two
articles be placed upon an equality? It seems to me that a sense of
justice would dictate that the farmers in one locality should be treated
with the same fairness as the farmers of another locality.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment of the
gentleman from New York will be considered as withdrawn.

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strik-
ing out the last word. This question of beans is one with which I am
somewhat familiar; I have dealt in the article for a good many years.

Mr. MILLS. I appeal to gentlemen on the other side to let us make
some progress with the bill. There have been three or four speeches
over there on this question.

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I will not take more than a few minutes,
I wish to state to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means,
who is a warm advocate of the farmers and the protection of their in-
terests, that he is making a great mistake in proposing to place beans
on the free-list. Beans constitute one of the greatestarticles of produe-
tion of the farmers in some sections of our country, especially in New
York State, and also, as has been said, in California. Even with the
present tariff on beans, it should be remembered the Germans supply
a great portion of our country with this product.

What, then, will be the effect of taking off the duty? Will it not
simply result in the Germans furnishing the whole supply to our peo-
ple? The effect will be to drive our American farmers into raising
more extensively wheat and corn and those products for which, as the
gentleman from Texas says, they are now underpaid. If they do not
now get enough for these products, why should the gentléman from
Texas drive them into raising still larger quantities of them, in conse-
quence of beans being placed on the free-list? Inspite of the duty, as
1 have already suggested, German beans are toa large extent supplant-
ing those of American growth. If the duty be taken off, of course the
importation will be increased. The farmers in Germany and other for-
eign countries are not paid so well as the farmers in this country; con-
sequently our market will be deluged with their product, and our farm-
ers, the very men whom the gentleman from Texas claims to be so
desirous of protecting, will be injured.

The gentleman has remarked that the price of wheat is controlled to
a great extent by the tariff, because, as he says, Europe, in consequence
of the tariff, does not take wheat enough from us. He is greatly mis-
taken in that assertion. The truth is, Europe takes the surplus which
we have to spare every year. The gentleman’s other idea, that Europe
regulates the price, is also a great mistake. Europe has nomore to do
with regulating the price of wheat in this country than with regulat-
ing the price of hickory-nuts. The price of wheat is not ated in
Europe, but in Chicago, and it is not regulated by supply demand,
but simply by the gambling—

[Here the fell. ] ;

Mr. MILLS. I now ask for a vote.

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I withdraw the pro forma amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Palp, for paper-makers’ use.

Mr. BYNUM. I move to amend by striking out the line just read.
Mr. REED. What isthe objection to that line?

The motion of Mr. BYNUM was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Bibles, books, and pamphlets, printed in other languages than English, and
books and pamphlets and all publications of foreign governments, and publica-
:{:aﬂ of foreign socicties, historieal or seientific, printed for gratuitons distribu-

n.
Bristles,
Bulbs and bulbous roots, not medicinal.

During the reading of the lines Mr. FARQUHAR ross,

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman——

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have an amendment fo offer tp line 155.

The Clerk read as follows:

Add to line 155 the words * not edible.”

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to strike out the last word.

I sought the recognition of the Chair while these lines were being
read to call attention to the propriety of striking out the words ** books
and pamphlets,’’ in line 150.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had recognized the gentleman from
New Jersey. :

Mr. FARQUHAR.

Mr. BUCHANAN.
for the present.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will then recognize the gentleman
from New York if there be no ohjection. But the Clerk had read
down to line 155.

Mr.-FARQUHAR. I sought the attention of the Chair and tried to
get his recognition to offer an amendment to the line I have indicated.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman to offer
an amendment if there be no objection.

Mr. FARQUHAR. I simply submit that while the IHouse has on
its Calendar an international copyright bill, which will probably meet
the views of the House and become a law, it is nnfair to the American
publisher and the American printer and book-sellers and book-binders,
and to all persons engaged in the manufacture of books, to have such
a broad provision as is embraced in the words in line 150, ‘* books and
pamphlets,”” placed upon the free-list, whereby the country may be
flooded with foreign-made books. In the admission of Bibles printed
in foreign languages free therd is manifest propriety, and no one can
find fanlt with that. Nor can there be any objection to admitting
books, pamphlets, and publications of foreign Governments and of for-
eign scientific associations. But the words I have quoted are highly
ohjectionable as opening the door to admit all classes of publications,
or all kinds of books made by foreign publishers and foreign printers,

Mr. MILLS. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order that the
gentleman is not discussing the line before the House.

The CHATRMAN. But the Chair entertained the amendment ot
the gentleman from New York. There was some confusionat the time
the lines were read——

Mr, MILLS. I do not want to be going back all the time; we will
never get on with this bill. I object to it.

Mr. REED. The trouble seems to be that the Chairman of the com-
mittee and the Clerk failed to catch the voice of the gentleman from
Ne\;r York, who addressed the Chair while that paragraph was being
read.

Mr, MILLS. I was listening to the reading of every word of the
bill, and I know that line 155 was read.

Mr. REED. That may be very true; but I also know that I heard
the gentleman from New York call the attention of the Chair to the
paragraph to which he has been addressing his remarks.

Mr. MILLS. And line 155 had been read.

Mr. REED. I do not deny that; but these lines are so short that
when the Clerk puts on steam enough of course he can run considerably
ahead of any member who desires to attract the attention of the Chair.
The fact is, the Chairman did not hear the gentleman from New York.

Mr. MILLS. I was paying attention to my business here; and I
know that we had passed beyond that paragraph.

Mr. REED. Well, I am very glad to hear that the gentleman has
been paying attention to his business hete, for it is more than he has
been doing for the business of the country.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I object to being taken off the
floor by these personal allusions.

Mr, MILLS. How did the gentleman get the floor?

Mr. REED. By the recognition of the Chair,

The CHAIRMAN., The Chair stated that the lines down to 155 had
been read; but as the gentleman sought recognition of the Chair, and
so stated, when the preceding lines were being read, the Chair recog-
nized him to offer an amendment.

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from New York ought to deliver his
lecture to his colleague on that side of the House, who owes an apology
to the House—

Mr. REED. But the gentleman from Texas is the only one who
did not seem to have heard the gentleman from New York,

Dut the amendment I wish to offer is first.
Very well. I will withdraw my amendment
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Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia- Did not the gentleman from New
Jersey offer an amendment to line 1552

The CHAIRMAN.
gentleman from New York stated that he was on the floor trying to get
the attention of the Chair to offer an amendment to the preceding line,
and the Chair recognized him, the gentleman from New Jersey with-
holiding his amendment.

Mr, REED. Therefore, so far from owing an apology to the House,
the Chairman of the committee has himself justified all that I said.
But, Mr, Chairman, it is the rule of parlinmentary law, that whenever
" a gentleman rises in his place and states that he has endeavored to at-
tract the attention of the Chair whena line or a paragraph was being
read, to receive that statement as absolutely true and to act upon it
It is well known to all—

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from Maine did not say that when he
commented upon my action a moment ago.

Mr. REED. The House so understood it.

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman said that the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means had not been attending to his business.

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas having an apprehension in
his own mind jumps at a conclusion and so interprels words that did
not have that meaning. [Laughter.]

Mr. MILLS. That is what the gentleman said himself. ’

Mr. REED. What I said was that the Chairman of this Committee
of the Whole, the gentleman from Illinois, and the Clerk perhaps had
not caught the voice of the gentleman from New York. It was respect-
ful to the Chairman of the committee,and had nothing to do with the
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Doesthe gentleman from New
York himself state that he sought recognition while this paragraph was
being read ?

Mr. REED. The gentleman from New York has already so stated.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Letthe gentleman from New
York speak for himself. He is of age.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr, Chairman,I made the interruption as quickly
as ible and called attention to this paragraph of the bill. I waited
and stood patiently until the paragraph was read and assoon as I counld
be recognized I called attention to it to make a motion.

Now, on this question——

Mr. KELLEY addressed the Chair.

YT}]:? CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from New
or!

Mr. KELLEY. I wish to state in this connection that I have col-
Jected information on this very paragraph, and hastened to my seat for
the pu of taking exception to it.

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to say that this paragraph, this proposi-
tion to put Bibles printed in other languages than English, and books
and pamphlets and all publications of foreign governments, and pub-
lications of foreign societies, historical or scientifie, printed for gratni-
tous distribution, upon the free-list, is strictly in the line of enlight-
ened publie intelligence, and is proper and correct in all respeets. I
am very glad indeed that the committee has seen proper to put it in
that shape. But what Idoobject most strenuously against isthat part
of line 150, “‘books and pamphlets,’”’ whereby you permit free trade
in books and pamphlets that are exclusive of Bibles, as they appear in
this paragraph, and I simply submit to the committee that with the
international copyright bill on the Calendar we are going a little too
bastily until we settle that matter.

There is no need of opening the door more than propriety might ad-
mit. Being an old member of the Printing Committee of this House,
I know the existent comity between the American and European asso-
ciations and the interchange the United States of America has made
with European societies. Such favors, I think, are very proper indeed.
But free trade in other books than Bibles and scientific publications I
think radically wrong.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand the amendment to take from
the free-list will cover books printed in German and other foreign lan-
gnages than the English. Is that the intention ?

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It isa well-known fact that no German edu-
cational books are published in this country; none whatever. School-
books in the German langnage are not published in this conniry. By
placing them upon the dutiable-list you are simply levying a tax upon
education. -

Mr. BRUMM. You are mistaken,

Mr. FARQUHAR. Totally mistaken.

Mr. BRUMM. There are publishing houses in Philadelphia that
issue those books.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ' I am informed by an eminent German scholar,
who is very well informed on the subject, that there are no German
text-books published in this conntry.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman permit a question ?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Certainly.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does he not know there are such books pub-
lished in New York to-day ?

The gentleman did offer an amendment, butthe.

Mr. TOWNSHEND.,
confidence in— -

Mr. BUCHANAN.  Iam told by a student who sits here and who
studies them that they are published in New York.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Indeed they are.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not speak from personal knowledge, but
only from what I have been told by a very intelligent editor of one of
the leading German newspapers published in this conntry.

Mr. FARQUHAR. I have printed French text-books myself,

Mr. TOWNSHEND. All I have to say, then, is, if you are correct,
that by keeping these books upon the dutiable-list you are simply levy-
ing a tax upon education, which is wrong. . :

Mr. BRUMM. Oh, no.

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is a sample of their reasoning.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It does seem to me that this
step which the Committee on Ways and Means propose to take is as
short a step as the American Congress ought to be willing to take, and
that instead of striking out books and pamphlets from this provision it
would be better to add to the provision and make all literature free.
I shall not now enter into any discussion abont the copyright law, to
which my friend from New York referred, becanse it does not touch
this question at all.

This question stands upon an entirely different principle and is an
entirely diflferent question. I am a very strong friend of the inter-
national copyright law—not so much a friend of all the provisions of
the proposed measnre as of the prineiple which underlies it. 1 hope
this House, before it adjonrns, will pass the bill which has been passed
by the Senate. We can all agree on that bill, however we differ on the
principles of tarifl legislation; and this can be easily demonstrated ab
the proper time.

But such discussion is not germane to this provision. Thisissimply
a provision by which Bibles, books, and pamphlets printed in another
langnage than our own may be bronght in by the scholars of the ceun-
try, by persons who are interested in larger research, in advancing the
domain of knowledge, and in giving to us the benefit of the investiga-
tions made by learned men in all conntries; that books may come in
without having to pay nnnecessary duty to a country whose Treasury
is overflowing; that persons who immigrate to our country to make
homes in our midst, speaking foreign languages, most generally poor
persons seeking wider and better homes among us, may have an oppor-
tunity to import books printed in their own langunage at as low a cost
as possible. -

Therefore, in all the aspects of the ease it seems to me to be one of
those questions upon which both sides may agree without regard to our
differences of opinion upon economiec questions. Surely no one will go
to the extent of saying that taxes and duties onght to be levied on
learning simply for the purpose of protection. Protection ought not
to go so far as to make the means of knowledge more expensive merely
for the purpose of taxation, and that, too, at a time when there is no
necessity for the tax and when we are removing taxation. In the effort
to eliminate subjects of taxation, in trying to reduce the revenne by
assorting the subjects upon which the taxes are laid, what better sub-
ject for release from duty can possibly be found thau good books ?

From what can we possibly take the burden better than from a tool
for education? From what could we inthis nineteenth century better
take taxation off than knowledze?

Petitions from not less than sixteen States, from over a score of the
leading universities and colleges of the Union, and from many private
citizens have prayed that this change be made, Petitions from these
making private gain by means of our tarifi’ duties are reverently re-
ceived, carefully obeyed, and jealously filed by gentlemen; but peti-
tions from men who are only scholars, teachers, and thinkers carry no
weight and are set aside carelessly.

I regret that we do not see our way clear to go further than we have
in this provision. I wish that we thought we were able to make all
books, all art, all productions of human genius, in print or picture or
sculpture, free.

Milton plead for unlicensed printing; and in a freer and richer
country literary and scholarly gentlemen,. who would feel hurt if any
one doubted their love for learning or friendship for culture, plead for
taxed books—a demonstration of the tyranny of party discipline and
of the cowardice which political ambition creates. .

I do not believe America less worthy than England of Milton’s com-
pliment.

Lords and Commons of England! consider what nation it is whereof ye are
and whereof ye are governors. A nation not slow and dull, but of a quick, in-
genious, and piercing spirit; acule to invent, subtle and sinewy to discourse,
not beneath the reach of any point the highest that human eapacity can soar to,

And it is scarcely less a crime to excludefrom ourpeople these books
than it would be to murder them; and—

books are not absolutely dead things, but do contain a progeny of life in them
to be as active as that soul was whose progeny they are; nay, they do preserve
asin a vial the purest efficacy and extraction of that living intellect that bred
them. Iknow they are as lively and as vigorously productive as those fabu-
lous dragon’s teeth, and being sown up and down may chance to spring H
armed men. And yet, on the other hand, unless wariness be used, as good al-
most kill o man as kill a good book.

I am told by a gentleman I have the highest

-
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Whokillsa m an kills a reasonable ereature, God's}:we ; but he who destroys
a book kills reason itself, kills the image of , as it were, in the eye.
ny a man lives a burden to the earth; but a good book is the precious life-
bloog of a master spirit, embalmed and treasured up on purpose toa life be-
ond life. It is true,no age canrestore a life whereof, perhaps, there isno great
oss; and revolutions of ages do not oft recover the loss of a rejected truth, for
the want of which whole nations fare the worse,

‘We should be wary, therefore, what persecution we wage against the livin
labors of public men, how we spill that seasoned life of man preserved an
stored up in books, since we see a kind of homicide ma{ be thus committed,
sometimes a martyrdom; and if it extends to the whole impression, a kind of
IAsSSacTe, whereog the execution ends not in the slayinxofp an elemental life,
but strikes at the mthereal and fifth essence,the breath of reason itsell; slays
an immortality rather than a life.

The effdrt to strike ont this provision is protection gone mad. Itis
of a piece with the effort to keep books from the slave or the Bible
from the people. The demands of the system require this subserviency,
and no a 1 can break the stubborn array around every “ protected *’
interest, so that all within the trenches shall be defended by the united
power of all. But the defense will be fruitless.

As much has been said to-day concerning the platforms recently
adopted by the two parties, I desire to say that the bill reported is in
exact accordance with the platform adopted by the Democratic conven-
tioa at Chicago, upon which the victory of 1884 was achieved.

““All taxation shall be limited to the requirements of economical
government.”” ‘‘Unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation.”” ‘‘The
Democracy pledges itself * * * {0 reduce taxation to the lowest
limit consistent with due regard to the preservation of the faith of the
nation toits creditors and pensioners.’” Thiswas the declaration by the
Democratic party of the true limitation on the power to levy and collect
taxes of every sort, and its pledge, if given power, to reduce taxation
tothat limit. It recognized that ‘‘ many industries have come to rely
upon legislation for successful continuance,’’ and therefore ‘‘that any
change of law must be at every step regardful of the labor and capital
involved;” that ‘‘the process of reform must be subject to this plain
dictate of justice.”’

The reform must be accomplished, but *‘ knowing full well, how-
ever, that legislation affecting the occupations of the people should be
cautious and conservative in method, not in advance of public opinion
but responsive to its demands,’’ it pledged itself to ‘‘ revise the tariff,”’
cautiously and with conservatism, ‘‘in a spirit of fairness to all inter-

? and with frequent ap to an enlightened public opinion. So,
too, it pledged itself ** to reduce taxation,’’ ‘‘but in making reduction
in taxes it is not p to injure any domestic industry, but rather
to promote their healthy growth;’’ and it declared its belief and purpose
that ‘‘the necessary reduction in taxation can and must be effected
withont depriving American labor of the ability to compete success-
fully with foreign labor, and without imposing lower rates of duty than
will be ample to cover any increased cost of production which may exist
in consequence of the higher rate of wages prevailing in this country.”

The pledge was, therefore, ‘‘ to reduce taxation to the lowest limit
consistent’’ with our national obligations, and *‘to revise the tariff;”’
these are the objects to be accomplished, and the whole power in-
trusted to a party put in control of the Government was pledged to
their ‘‘execntion.’’

The mode of the revision of the tariff was with equal clearness
pointed out. It is to obtain the revenues ‘‘from custom-house taxes
on fewer im articles, bearing heaviest on articles of luxury and
bearing lightest on articles of necessity,”” and *‘ by freeing American
manufacturers from a hopeless competition with manufacturing na-
tions”’ by removing taxes from off ‘‘ raw materials.”’

The amount of revenue to be raised is to be so curtailed that not one
dollar shall be raised except *‘exclusively for public purposes,’” and
then not to exceed, even *‘for public purposes,’”” *‘the needs of the Gov-
ernment economically administered.’” As this reduction, cantiously
made, ‘‘in a spirit of fairness,’”” will gradually render a smaller and
smaller sum necessary to be raised, the revision of the tariff shallalso,
in *‘ the process of reform, be subject in its execution to the same eaun-
tious spirit of fairness.”” But revision and reduction shall not cease,
nor be delayed; both shall be at once commenced.

**The fewer imported articles’’ on which custom-house taxes are to
remain can only be selected by elimination, by taking from the dutia-
ble list those which are not to be taxed and placing them on the free-
list. Thiselimination must be gradual; and in thisselection two rales
are laid down:

First. The American manufacturer must be given free raw materials.
It will not do to say that there is no pledge to do this. We denounced
the Republican party for not doing this; and no gentleman or honest
man will consent to say that he denounced another for that which he
approves, and if given power would continue. The declaration is elo-
quent and ringing. “

It (the Republican party) fmfesses the protection of American manufactures,

It has subjected them to an increased flood of manu ods and a hope-

less competition with manufacturing nations, not one of which taxes raw ma-

Second. By putting on the free-list ‘‘ articles of necessity."’

But this was not all the revision pledged; for ‘‘ the inequalities ot
the tariff’’ were to be removed, and that with the object kept steadily
in view that the revenues produced by tariff taxes should be ‘‘ exclu-
gively for public purposes;’’ and therefore every rate imposed for any

other purpose was gradually and cantiously to be changed until that
purpose was accomplished.

Every limitation imposed in this platform, but one, on these pledgm
is as to the time of the execution of the *‘ process of reform.” ‘‘It
shall be done wisely, gradually, regardful of the labor and capital in-
volved.”’

There is one limitation imposed as to the nature of reform; it is that
‘‘the necessary reduction in taxation must be effected without depriv-
ing American labor of the ability to compete successfully with foreign
labor;”’ so that the pledge was given thatso much of ‘* any increased cost
of production’’ in those ‘‘fewer imported articles,”” which are *‘arti-
cles of 1 ,’! and not “*articles of necessity,’”’ or ‘‘raw materials’
as is caused by ‘‘the higher rate of wages prevailing in this country ?
may be protected by the ratesimposed. Thisis theonly item to which
protection can be given. As to all other items, we are pledged against
protection. Let us recognize in good faith this limitation, but let us,
like wise men, be honest in applying it.

It is not to be disregarded, nor is it to be used as a cover for every
sort of inequality and favoritism; a pretecse to be taken advantage of
for improper ends and to excuse every form of class legislation and the
prostitution of governmental power to private gain.

“‘Free raw materials,”’” *‘custom-house taxes on fewer imported ar-
ticles,”” “Federal taxation exclusively for publie purposes,’’ in order
that American manufacturers may compete successfully with foreign
manufacturers; that ‘‘all American industries,”” of which ‘‘the many
have been impoverished to subsidize the few,’’ may flourish; that Amer-
ican labor may find constant and profitable employment; that the prod-
uects of American soil may find ready sale, and the husbandman receive
fair return from his harvest—this was our solemn pledge. To reduce
expenses and taxation so that the public debt may be paid; the pen-
sioner receive the evidence of a nation’s gratitude; and industry be fol-
lowed by comfort and rewarded by competence—this is what we plighted
our faith to accomplish.

But if there had been no pledge, no platform, that would have been
our bounden duty. It isanaungusttrust to beintrusted with the power
to manage the affairs of this great Republic, and the acceptance of the
trust imposes an obligation we can not avoid.

This platform meant only that the revision of the tariff should be
fairly and cauntiously carried on until a revenue system was substituted
for the present unjust and iniguitous congeries of legislative exactions.
The present bill was prepared in the precise spirit of that platform.

But two constructions had been placed upon its language, and the
St. Louis convention has adjudicated as between those who placed these
diverse constructions upon it, by declaring that **it indorses the views
expressed by President Cleveland in his last annunal message as the cor-
rect interpretation of that platform upon the issne of tariff reductions.”’

I quote from that message:

The difficulty attending a wise and fair revision of our tariff laws is not un-
derestimated. It will require on the part of the Co:fcreaa great labor and care,
and especially a broad and national contemplation of the subject, and a patriotic
disregard of such local and selfish claims as are unreasonable and reckless of
the welfare of the entire country.

Under our present laws more than four thousand articles are aubgect. to duty.
Many of these do not in any way compete with our own man ures and
many are hardly worth attention as subjeets of r . A iderable re-
duetion can be made in the aggregate, by addingthem to the free-list. The tax-
ation of luxuries presents no features of bardship; but the necessaries of life
uzed and consumed by all the people, the duty upon which adds to the cost of
living in every home, shonld be grenl:]y cheapened,

The radical reduction of the duties impmegenpon raw material used in man-
ufactures, or its free importation, is of course an important factor in any effort
to reduce the price of these necessaries; it would not only relieve them from
the increased cost caused by the tariff on such material, but the manufactured
product being thus cheapened that part of the tariff now laid upon such product,
a8 a compensation to our manufacturers for the present price of raw material,
could be accordingly modified. Suchreduction or free importation would serve
beside to largely reduce the revenue.

1t is not apparent how such o change can have any injurious effect upon our
manufacturers. On the contrary, it would appear to give them a better chance
in foreign markets with the manufacturers of other countries, who cheapen
their wares by free material. Thus our people might have the opportunity of
extending their sales beyond the limits of home consumption—saving them
epression, interruption in business, and loss caused by a glutted do-
mestic market, and affording their employés more certain and steady labor,

with its resulting quiet and contentment.
s * . . & » *

Our progresa toward a wise conclusion will not be improved by dwelling upon
the theories of protection and free-trade. Thissavors toomuch of bandying epi-
thets. It is a condition which confronts us—not a theory. Relief from this con-
dition may involve a slight reduction of the advantages which we award our
home productions, but the entire withdrawal of such advantages should not be
contemplated. The question of free trade isabsolutely irrelevant; and the per-
sistent claim made in certain aunrtarl. that all efflorts to relieve Umwple from
unjust and unnecessary taxation are schemes of so-called free- ers, is mis-
chievous and far removed from an ideration for the public good.

The simple and plain duty which we owe the tPeoplB is to reduce taxation to
the Y exp of an ical operation of the Government, and to
restore to the busi of the try the money which we hold in the Treas-
ury through the perversion of governmental powers.

It was, indeed, consistent to follow the indorsement of the message
of the President with it ‘‘also indorses the efforts of our Democratic
Representatives in Congress to secure a reduction in taxation,”” and
to make a distinct approval of the pending bill. This bill, p
to meet a condition and not to fit a theory, has met the approval of the
Democratic party, because it is moderate, conservative, and compromis-
ing; avoiding extremes we have in good faith sought practical results,
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that would be of good to every class of our citizens., It has gained
strength every day since we reported it; it will more and more com-
mngedd itself to the thoughtful as it is better understood and more dis-
(¢ .

It is a partial remedy for our present condition; it is the only practi-
cable remedy justnow. Letouropponents fairly face this alternative—
this bill in substance or no remedy, and they must take the responsi-
bility of its defeat in the Senate, where they have the majority. A
reduction of revenue will be never ‘‘needed”’ if the Republican party
is given power, as more than the present income will be *‘ needed’” for
the appropriations, ‘“‘needed’ ‘‘for the early rebuilding of our Navy,
for the construction of coast fortifications and modern ordnance and
other approved modern means of defense for the protection of our de-
fenseless harbors and the channels of internal, coastwise, and foreign
commerce; for the encouragement of the shipping interests of the At-
lantie, Gulf, and Pacific States;’’ for *‘free schools’’ and “‘pensions.’’

In each of these schemes, to which unlimited governmental aid is
promised, there are contingent ‘‘jobs”’ of huge proportions, and the
American people might as well realize that Republican victory means
no reduction of revenue; but the proposed remedy is, first, by the re-
peal of the tax on tobacco; second, tax on aleohol used in the arts and
for mechanical purposes; third, such revision of the tariff as will tend
to check imports—that is, an increase of duties on such articles as are
produced by our people, the production of which gives employment
to ourlabor; fourth, the release from import duties of articles of foreign
Emdnction {excspt. luxuries) the like of which can not be prodnecsd at

ome; fifth, the repeal, if necessary, of the internal taxes.

This is an impossible and wholly impracticable policy; it is a delu-
sion and a snare, and can never be made permanenf. It means per-

tual agitation and instability. The present bundle of sections

nown a8 our tariff law can not be permanently maintained, and an
attempt to enact higher duties will fail. The rival private interests
will not be able to agree on another revision that will tend to check
. imports.

1f it were possible, it is iniquitous. The proffer really made by the
party at Chicago is large expenditures of public money to be raised by
increased duties, so that the burdens of taxation shall be increased in
both modes—by increased expenditures and increased cost of living.
The tax-payer must pay tribute to those in whose interest the duties
are increased and to those to whom these new expedituresshall be paid.
This means that power shall be obtained by the contributions and ex-
ertions of those who are to receive pecuniary and private gain from the
Government.

The issue is fairly made—strict economy, decreased expenditures,
redunced taxation by removal of burdens from the neces:aries of life;
against increased expenditures, larger appropriations, higher taxation,
and continued legislation for those who can combine and control the
party machinery.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. FARQUHAR rose,

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am very well satisfied that upon inquiry the
gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] will find that none of the
school-books used in the teaching of German are published in this coun-
try. I hope, thérefore, the gentleman will withdraw his amendment,
or that it will be defeated and these hooks, ete., be placed on the free-
list.

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] and the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. TowNsHEND] to the fact that they have entirely missed thescope
of this paragraph. All of these books are for gratuitous distribution.
‘We are not discussing universal knowledge at all; all of these books
are for gratuitous distribution.

[Cries of *‘ Vote!?? “Vote!”’ on the Democratic side. ]

The amendment was rejected—ayes 53, noes 70. ’

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a misunderstand-
ing on the part of some of us here as to the true meaning of this para-

_gm'l?ha CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman submit an amendment?

Mr. KELLEY. Yes; I move to strike out the last word. As I
read this paragraph, Bibles and books or pamphlets printed in other
languages than English are to come in free.

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. That is right.

Mr. KELLEY. Thatis your interpretation of it?

®  Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir.

Mr, KELLEY. Then, in addition to that, *‘ books, pamphlets, and
all publications of foreign governments, and publications of foreign so-
cieties, historical or scientific, printed for gratuitous distribution.”’
That would let in those valuable documents issued annually after a
big dinner by the Cobden Club, which callsitselfscientific. [Laughter.]
But, Mr. Chairman, I want to speak seriously to the mistakes of fact
of the gentlemen on the other side. Had the Ways and Means Com-
mittee been accessible to information, or had the five Republican mem-
bers of that committee had extended to them. in this connection the
ordinary courtesies of that and other committees of the House, I would
have had before them Mr. Ignatius Kohler, the head of one of the old-
est publishing houses in Philadelphia, with the heads of large publish-
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ing houses of foreign books in New York, Cincinnati, St. Louis, Mil-
waukee, and other cities in which there is a large population of the
poor people spoken of by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECK-
INRIDGE] who want reading in their own languages, and among whom
are to be found printers, type-founders, paper-makers, book-binders,
and workers in all the manifold industries which are involved in pro-
ducing books.

There are in the United States large establishments engaged wholly
in the production of books and pamphlets in foreign languages, and I
can see no reason in the world why we shall not give the same protec-
tion to the American paper-maker, type-founder, press-builder, and
book-binder, and to those engaged in all the various branches of the
book-making indunstry, whether the books are printed in the English
language or in any other.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Can the gentleman tell us the name of any
firm kiin the United States engaged in publishing German educational
works?

Mr. KELLEY. Scribner & Co.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do they publish German educational works ?

Mr. KELLEY. I think they do. There isin this countryone very
large firm, not that of Scribner & Co., which prints nothing but books
in foreign languages. I made inquiry on the subject when I supposed
the information would be useful before the Ways and Means Commit~
tee, and I had arranged with Mr. Kohler that he should have notice
when the committee came to determine these questions; but I had to
write to him that I had overestimated my influence with my colleagnes
on that committee, and could not get him or his associates, the other
printers and publishers to whom I have referred, a hearing before the
committee.

“Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to ask my friend whether he is willing
to put a tax upon knowledge just to benefit two or three large firms ?

Mr. KELLEY. I stand by the American paper-maker, printer, type-
founder, book-binder, whether he is engaged in printing and binding
bocks in English or in a foreign langnage, and I tell the gentleman
there are other large American establishments engaged exclusively in
the production of books in foreign langnages.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. At theexpense of the dissemination of knowl-
edge? :

Mr. KELLEY. No; not at the expense of anybody.

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I will say to the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], in relation to a subject which he does not
appear to understand, that there are over twenty firms in this country
engaged in reprinting foreign works in the foreign languages, prinei-
pally German and French. Many of those works are brought out in
sheets and rebound. If you adopt this paragraph you will put out of
employment 5,000 men in the city of New York alone.

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Oh, no!

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. The gentleman doesnotlive in New
York and does not know anything about this. The result will be to
send the hinding of all these works to Germany and France, while, if
they come to us simply in printed form, employment is given to a
number of establishments in different cities of this country.
ta!l:fr' TOWNSHEND. I think the gentleman will find he is mis-

zen.

| Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I think that a bill to put on the
free-list books in foreign langnages was introduced by a gentleman on
the other side of the Honse and referred to the Committee on Ways
and Means, by which it was considered.

Mr. KELLEY, It is guite possible that some gentleman on this
side of the House may have had such a measure su, to him, and
may have made the mistake of presenting it. But I say to the gentle-
man that the publication of books in foreign langnages is a very large
branch of business in New York, Phi#ladelphia, Cincinnati, Chicago,
and Milwaukee. The gentleman from New York [Mr. HopRINs] and
another gentleman assure me that it is also a very considerable busi-
ness in Baltimore. :

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I ask the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. TowNsHEND] to state how many men are employed in the city
of New York in reprinting, binding, and preparing for our market
publications in foreign languages.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My understanding, obtained from a very emi-
nent German scholar, the editor of a German paper published in this
country, is that there is not a single establishment in the United States
engaged in publishing German school-books.

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. The gentleman’s information is en-
tirely wrong.

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Illinois is utterly mistaken.

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I ask my friend from Illinois to
name the gentleman from whom he has obtained his information.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. T have no hesitation in naming him. I refer
to Dr. Preus, the editor of a very prominent German paper published
in 8t. Louis. I know the gentleman I speak of to be one of the most
eminent scholars who has come to this country from Germany. Inmy
judgment he is well informed in reference to this matter.

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I repeat that the effect of this meas~




5698

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JUNE 28,

ure will be to throw out of employment thousands of men in New York
City alone, and to deal a fatal blow &t a most important industry.

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the proforma amendmentisexhausted.
If there be no objection, it will be considered as withdrawn.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, we have again
heard from the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] the old
story about the lack of opportunity for introducing evidence and defi-
cient courtesy in the Committee on Ways and Means, not a word of
which, I wish to say, with no desire to be personal to the gentleman, is
in accordance with the facts.

Mr. KELLEY. It is according fo the facts as I found them.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not mean to raise any

nal issue with the gentleman.

I wish to file a positive and emphatic denial of every statement and
every insinuation of the character to which I have referred, both from the
gentleman ahd from his associates. Fora month we consulted only the
convenience of gentlemen of the minority. They were considered by
us competent representatives of the interests for which they pretended
especially to speak. The pefitions and arguments laid before the com-
mittee were alwaystbere, welcome to be brought up.

Mr. Chairman, I wish to have read a short extract to show in what
sharp contrast our conduet was to that of the Republican majority of
the same committee in a previous Congress. This was when they were
trying to do what we are now trying to do—to reduce tariff taxes as
they promised to do. They occupy new ground now.

The Clerk read as follows:

[From the Philadelphia Inquirer, January 20, 1853.]
APPLICATION OF THE GAG IN THE TARIFF DEBATE.
To the Editor of the Inquirer:

Sir: The Committee on Ways and Means huvinf. after the manner of the
famous and tyrannical Council of Ten of Venice, which tried and eonvicted men
without permitting them to appear before it, refused to hear any one in defense
of the thousands of industries which are imperiled byegropmed tariff’ legisla-
tion, it was eminently pro that Judge KrLLEY, the chairman, should offera
resolution in the House of Representatives in which it was proposed that " gen-
eral debate upon the pending bill (H. K. 7313) reported from the Committee on
Waysand Means be limited to one day, to be equally divided between the friends
and opponents of the bilL.” Indeed,itseemsa greatpiece of condescension that
he or his committes should val:mtsri.l:r propose to permit any general debate

upon the measureatall, * =
HENRY CAREY BAIRD.

PHILADELPEIA, January 19, 1853,

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I ask the Clerk fo read, also,
an extract [ have marked from the remarks of the gentleman from
. Pennsylvania on the 22d of April, 1872,

The Clerk read as follows:

Ar. Krrixy. Hereis a bill for thereduction of taxesand duties coveringsixty-
three in which there areitemssometimes of only a line, on which a whole
day of debate would be spent under the five-minute rule. If we adjourn on
the 29th of May we shall have repealed no tax or duty, and the people will ask
us in every paper and at every corner why we have continued the system of tax-
ation, so largely in excess of the demands of the Government and the reduction
of the publie debt, at the rate of §50,000,000 annuin outside of what isalready

rovided by law. On neither side of the House can justification be found, nor
SD I believe apologies, for having hastily adopted a resolution of adjournment
which will prove entirely satisfactory to the tax-payers, who areloaded at every
poin:- and whose profits are abzorbed in the excessive Treasury of the Govern-
men

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. When the gentlemen them-
selves sought to keep some of their pledges to the people, they found
themselves obliged to shut out of the committee-room the lobbyists and
those who clamored around them. Having done nothing and yielded
to the clamor of monopoly, they now invoke the lobby without limit.
Sir, we did not limit time to the official representatives of any interest
in this country to speak for the people, or for the interests that they
had at heart. After we have thus given the amplest opportunity of
that kind—aftér all these days and weeks of debate, it comes with a
poor grace for gentlemen to get up here with the miserable insinua-
tions and misstatements that shey make abhout this question. I say to
the gentleman now, as he said when he had some regard for his pledges,
in 1872, that if you donot reduce the taxes and lessen the surplus rev-
enue flowing into the Treasury, you will not be able, when you con-
front a justly indignant people, to find any adequate excuse for such a
breach of public faith.

Mr. EELLEY, I had as much regard for my word in 15872 as the

tleman has had for his at any time from the time he learned to lisp
ﬁworda, and as much now as I had in 1872,

He sends to the desk to have read a communication from a fanatie,
who, if somebody telegraphed him over a responsible name that I had
Deen stricken dumb in a tariff debate, and although alive and appar-
ently well, had become black and my hair had become curly like that
of a negro, he would jump up and exclaim, ‘‘I knew hell wonld over-
take him for refusing me a hearing four years becanse I refused to
go before the Tariff Commission.”” [Laughter.

That is the whole case. I say again, and I say it veraciously, this
bill in this paragraph proposes to close several large publishing houses
in New York, perhaps one of the largest there, unless it be Scribner’s,
and one I have known from my boyhood, from father to son, that of
Ignatius G. Kohler, in Philadelphia, and I had from Mr. Kohler the
address of other houses, several in other cities, and had made arrange-
¢ ment they should be heard. So far as I supposed a hearing would be

granted; but I had to write—and the correspondence exists—to these
gentlemen that no Republican member ot the Committee on Ways and
Means, I nor my four associateson that committee, could get an oppor-
tunity to tell them of the extent and character of their business, I
say that without fear of actual contradiction on that subject, and am
confident of the support of my Republican associates, who suffered the
same way on other subjects,

The CHAIRMAN. Debate isexhausted, and the Chair hears no ob-
jection to the withdrawal of formal amendments.

Mr. FARQUHAR. As my statement in relation to the publication
of foreign text-books in this couniry has been measurably called in
question, I have just returned from the Congressional Library, after
consultation with Mr. Spofford, the librarian. He has shown me a
large list of such publications,

Mr. BUCHANAN. Here are three of the identical books.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Spofford cites the publication of German
and French text-books by D. Appleton & Co., New York, and Ginn &
Co., Boston.

Mr, TOWNSHEND. What class of books do they publish?

Mr. FARQUHALR. They have o large catalogue of German and
French text-books.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me ask the gentleman this, whether they
are not known as school-books. I would like to have the gentleman
tell me how it is that school-books published in the protective-tariff
country of Germany can be published there and brought into this eoun-
try to compete with the Books published here. There is a higher pro-
tective tariff in Germany than there is in this conntry. How can they
publish books in Germany and import them into this country and be
successful in competition with ours? It seems to me, Mr. Chairman,
there is an effort here to put a tax on knowledge in this country.

Mr. FARQUHAR, I am making no attempt to put atax on knowl-
edge. Iam frying to protect the manunfacturer of books in this eoun-
try. The question is whether the last clause means what it seems to
mean. I contend you are opening free trade to European publishers.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. BUCHANAN. Read line 155.

The Clerk read as follows: .

Bulbs and bulbous roots, not medicinal.

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move toadd the word ‘‘ non-edible.”’

Mr. MILLS. In the lines 104 to 111 we have already passed that.

Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the amendment to gnard against the pos-
sibility of some customs officials ruling that bulbs and bulbous roots
include edible vegetables. Idoitforthisreason: The growers of Ameri-
can onions are competing with the growers of onions in Egypt. Gen-
tlemen may smile. It is news to them; but it is not news to tha
market-gardeners of the Atlantic coast, who are already feeling this
competition with the fellaheen labor of Egypt.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to ask the gentleman a gnestion.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do I understand the gentleman to say these
are German text-books printed in the United States? Some, I know,
g!: pE‘nted abroad and brought into this country, but they are not

T :

Mr. BUCHANAN. I am talking about onions [liughter], and my
information upon that subject is far more accurate than the informa-
tion of the gentleman from Illinois upon the subject of German text-
books, as I gather from what he said to-day. That discussion has

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ButI wantto find outfrom the gentleman——

Mr. BUCHANAN. Now the gentleman is simply frittering away
valuable time. [Renewed laughter. ] )

I have stated that I offered this amendment in the interest of the
agricultural classes. During the discussion of this question we have
heard the condition of the farmrers bewailed, upon the other side from
time to time; and I stand here to-day to say that their econdition is de-
plorable, and to resist any attempt to make that condition worse than
it is, The importation of agricultural produets into this couniry has
grown to an enormous and alarming extent within the last few years.
Ido not know that it was the design of the committee fo increase that
burdened condition which now prevails among our farmers, but the
provisions of this bill certainly contribnte largely to that end, and in
order to gnard against one blow at least at their interests I ask that
the lines be amended in the manner I have su ted. =

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I ask the attention of the gentle-
;nan from New Jersey for a moment. The existinglaw provides as fol-

0WS:
Bulbs and bulbous roots, not medicinal, and not specially enumerated or pro-
vided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem.

The proposed amendment takes out from that taxable classification
“‘bulbs and bulbous roots not medicinal,’’ leaving all others not spe-
cially enumerated at 20 per cent. ad valorem, the t rate.

Mr. BUCHANAN. I do not so understand it. I do not think it
will have that effect at all. The provision in this list in the bill under
consideration is that the importation free shall be allowed of ‘‘bulbs
and bulbhous roots not medicinal.’’ Now onions may be held to come
under that class; and hence I desire to add the words “‘not edible ”’ to
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keep them out of this bill, and in the law as it now stands at the pres-
ent rate.

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. But they are excluded under the
Jaw.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Whatlaw?

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The existing law.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes, but I desire to put it beyond question that
they are not in this bill. By implication this bill takes them out of
the old law, and I want to prevent that. In fact this bill destroys the
provision in the old law.

Mr, WILSON, of West Virginia. The law now provides that bulbs
or bulbous roots not specially enumerated shall pay this duty.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, I want to have it emphatic and not sub-
ject to any misconstruction, and I want them by express words kept
out of this proposed free-list, and so, beyond cavil, left in the old law.

But the gentleman from Illinois has mixed his German text-books up
with my onions. Now I want to mix my onions up with his German
text-books. I have before mea German grammar written by a professor
in Wellesley College in this country, and another by a professor of the
Ruel-Browne School in New York, both printed and published by Henry
Holt & Co., and copyrighted by them,

Buot, Mr. Chairman, while upon my feef and apon this subject I de-
sire to call attention to o marked feature of this bill. It dealsin the
most severe manner with the farmers, and especially the farmers who
raise varied crops. The present rates of duty upon farm produets can
not be said to be high. The chief of these are:

Wool at 80 cents a pound or less, 10 cents; at over 50 cenis o pound, 12 cents,
Beef and pork, 1 cent a pound. Hams and bacon, 2 cents a pound. Butter, 4
cents & pound. Larl, 2 cents n pound. Cheese, 4 cents & pound. Grapes, 20

r cent. ad valorem. YWheat, 20 cents a bushel. Oats, 10 cents a bushel. Corn,

0 cents a bushel. Rye, 15 cents a bushel. Barley, 15cents a bushel. Potatoes,
15 contsa bushel. 1lay,$2a ton. Live animals, 20 per cent. ad valorem. Bees-
wax, 20 per. cent, ad valorem. Vinegar, 10 cents a gallon, Honey, 20 cents a

llon. Fruit, shade, and ornamental trees, shrubs, ete., 20 per cent, ad va-
orem, All vegetables, not’'octherwise provided for, 10 per cent. ad valorem.
Rice, cleaned, 2} cents d]}i‘.'r ound. Wheat-flour, 20 pev cent, ad valorem. To-
baecco (nunmanufactured), 35 cents per pound. Sugar, 1} to 3} cents per pound.
Rice-flour and rice-meal, 20 per cent, nd valorem. Extract of meat, 20 per cent.
ad valorem. » Barley, pearled or hulled, § cent per pound, Ilar'lcy malt, 20
cents per bushel. Corn-meal, 10 cents per bushel, Oat-meal, { cent per pound.
Rye-flour, § cent per pound. Potato and corn starch, 2 cents per pound.
Pickles and sauncesnot otherwise provided for, 35 per cent. ad valorem. den
seeds, 20 per cent. ad valorem, Hemp seed, { cent per pound. Currants, 1
cent per pound. Apples, 10 per cent. ad valorem. IHops, 8 cents per pound.
Milk, preserved or condensed, 20 per cent. ad valorem. Flax-straw, £ a ton.
Flax, not dressed, 820 a ton. Flax, dreased, $10 a ton. Tow of flax or hemp,
§10 a ton. Bristles, 15 cents & pound. Tallow, 1 cent a pound. Flaxseed or
linseed, 20 cents per bushel,

These rates, as I have.once before had the honor of stating, have not

revented importations, and, as already remarked, such importations
Eave increased recently to an enormous extent. The products of the
goil imported last year figure up as follows: J

.S, 1T T e ——— ) B T T 81,674,304
B 1stufls. 6, 540, 228 i-lu{at and molasses......... w  T4,219, 607
Flax, hemp, etc., YAW.......... 12,812,833 | T TAW, 704, 50
Fruits . 810,827 | Vegetabl 2,830, 351
Hay 700,381 | WoOOl, TAW...cocimanrrmespmssmssnnsns 16,424,479
Hops. 3,404, 659 e
Barley, malk. ..o ciiain 153, 363 Total... nnsssinnanenss 140, 254, T84
Provislons ....ceewissssmmsaassa 1, 806G, 239

Since these statistics were collected the importations of potatoes and
onions has continued to grow enormously, and our own farmers have
felt this new competition keenly. Since January 1, 1888, over 3,000,-
000 bushels of potatoes have reached the portof New York alone. The
president of the New Jersey State Board of Agriculture, in his last an-
nual address, said, in view of these facts: ;

The tariff on beans, pease, and other leguminous seeds should be raised from
10 per cent to 25 per cent. ; on split beans, from 20 per cent, to 25 per cent.; gar-
den seeds, from 20 per cent. to 25 per cent.; on ha{. from $2 per ton to §3; hops,
from 8 cents per pound to 10 cents per pound ; pickles and sanced, from 35 per
cent. to 40 per cent.; potatoes, from 15 cents per bushel to 25 cents.; on eabbage
the duty should be h per hundred ; on onions, 25 cents per hnsheﬁ; and on all
other vegetables it should be not less than 25 per cent. These duties are im-

rative, and should be demanded by every farmer and farmers' organization
?:thu land. - We are abundantly able and willing to feed all our people at prices
bntéil:l& if anything, higher than are now paid for vast quantities of imported
Pprodu

How does this bill meet this condition? On looking over it I find
that the Eastern farmer, driven from the raising of corn and wheat by
the lower priced fertile lands of the West and low rates of rta-
tion, and compelled to turn his attention to the production of vege-
tables, fruits, and other products which will not bear long transporta-
tion, is dealt a blow that must seriously cripple him. I find on this
proposed free-list the following (I take them in the-order given):

Flax straw; flax, not hackled or dressed; flax, hackled, known as dressed
lint; tow of flax or hemp; hemp, manila, and other like substitutes for hemp;
jute butts, jute; sunn, s , and other vegetable fibers; beeswax; glue;
gelatine ; soap stocks ; soap, and goft; hemp-seed and rape-seed oil; cot-
ton-seed oil; wood tar; vegetables,in their natural state or in salt or brine, not
gpecially enumerated or provided for; dates, plums, and prunes; currents; figs;
meats, game, and poultry ; milk, fresh; egg-yellks; beans, pease, and split pease ;
bristles, bulbs and bulbous roots; feathers of all kinds; grease; hempand rape
seed; garden seeds; flaxseed; broom-corn; tallow, and wool.

As the consideration of this bill has progressed all effort to amend in
the interest of the agricultural classes has been defeated. If this be
friendship for the farmer he may well pray tobe delivered from his friends.

I have received protest after protest against this feature of the bill [rom
farmers, granges, and agricultural societies, and I wounld be derelictin
my dunty did I not here use my ntmost efforts to change this obnoxious
feature, even though I may know that the majority of this House means
to vote all such efforts down. As a test of your friendship for
the farmer, I call on you to vote to protect his prodnets.

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BUCHANAN, the
committee divided, and there were—ayes 58, noes 70.
~ So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

L]
Feathers of all kinds, erude or not dressed, eolored, or manufactured.
Finishing powder.

Grenase.
Grindstones, finished or unfinished,

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move to strike out line 160.

This isnot an industry, Mr. Chairman, in which my constituents are
specially interested, but the State of Ohio is largely interested in it,
and I desire to have read a sentence or two from the testimony that
was taken before the commission in 1883. There has been no cppor-
tunity of getting information since.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Worthington, president Berea and Huron Stone Company, and others tes-

he bulk of grindstones imported into this country are made in Nova Seotin
and New Brunswick and used mostly in New England and altho
there may be some steel works near Philadelphia which use English stones,
fully three-fourths of the manufacturers in this country use Ohio grindstones,
No class of grinding for which stones found in Ohio and Michigan will not do.

If grindstones are put upon the free-list we must either cut down quarry-
men'’s wages or abandon the market of the Eastern o

Price of grindstones to-day is lower than ever before, which proves that the
present duty does not foster monopoly,

Thousands of home labor find employment in this industry.
dul‘r;porls of grindstones are not needed, but if they come they should pay

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It wassaid in 1848 that Ohio was an abo-
lition Stateanyway, and I suppose that becanse she is a protection State
now I have no right here.

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I must confess that I
am surprised at the effort made here to place grindstones npon the free-
list when this material is abundant and inexhaustible in this country,
All through the Northern part of the State of Ohio and over almost
the entire State, as well as perhaps over many parts of other States,
stone suitable for making grindstones is found in great ahundance, and,
as has just been stated, there is no complaint that they are expensive.
They are cheap, they are manunfactured inexpensively, and the product
of this industry is very large. The present ad valorem duty on grind-
stones is 14.73 per cent., or nearly 15 per cent. ad valorem, and yet
with this duty there were imported last year 3,159.75 tons of grind-

1 stones, valued at $37,548.75, and the duty paid to the Government

was $5,620.54. It is now proposed to remove the duty entirely by
placing grindstones on the free-list. :

I am unable to understand why this duty shounld be removed, and
certainly no reason has been given. Only the day before yesterday, in
coming along the railroad between here and Chicago, we passed large
quarries where this kind of stone is found in the greatest abundance.
We passed over thousands of acres of it, and thousands of men are em-
ployed in quarrying the stone and in manufacturing the grindstones.
Railroads are employed in transporting them, and they are being sent
all over the country., Nothing can be more abundant in this country,
and very few things are less expensive.

The proposition is to let grindstones come in free of duty. I donot
see the object of such legislation. It means that the men who are now
employed in this industry are to be turned out of employment, or their
Emg:; are to be reduced, and eventually the business must be aban-

oned. :

It will be impossible to carry on this industry as it is now carried
on if the duty is removed; and the men who are employed in the guar-
ries and in the factories where the stone is dressed and in hauling the
stone will be thrown out of employment, and this industry will be lost
to the country, and money fo the extent of many thonsands of dollars
will be carried out of the country.

No grindstones are made in my district, while very many of them
are used; but Iam in favor of protecting every American industry, and
wish to enter my protest against placing grindstones on the free-list
when stone is so abundant in this country and so suitable, and when
labor will suffer a loss and business a misfortune by such a course.

I can not understand, Mr. Chairman, why it is that the gentlemen
on the other side are so fearfully concerned inregard to hoarding up a
few thousand dollars in the Treasury of the United States while they
are not at all concerned in reference to sending money out of the conn-
try where it will be hoarded up in the treasuries of Europe. I would
like to know if it is not just as harmful to the industries of this coun-
try to have a million dollars earried to London, to Liverpool, or to Man-
chester as it is to have that money locked up in the Treasury of the
TUnited States. Itis justas much withdrawn from the channels of trade
and the business of the conntry in the one case as it is in the other.

[ Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. MILLS. The revenue from grindstones amounts to $5,520.54.
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I do not think the admission of grindstones free of duty will make any
especial difference here. I have not a doubt butwhat the grindstones
from Ohio, of which my friend speaks, can be made cheaper there than
anywhere else. I expect he will be able to send them everywhere
thronghout the United States. He need not have any fears that grind-
stones will come from anywhere else to erowd his grindstones out of
the market. I hope we will have a vote on this proposition.

Mr. FARQUHAR. In the testimony taken before the last Morrison
committee the Berea and Huron Stone Company of Ohio furnished,
through My ForAN, the Representative from Cleveland, quite an ex-
tended letter. By that letter I desire tocall the attention of the House
to a few paragraphs that cover this whole question of grindstones and
also the export duty that is against American grindstones. I desire
the Clerk to read the paragraphs I have marked, so that the House may
have an intelligent idea of the grindstone trade.

The Clerk read as follows:

In the interest of the quarry owners of Ohio and the hundreds of workingmen
::;&lo:ed in the quarries we desire to draw your attention to the following

1, That there is essentially but little difference between a finished and unfin-
ished grindstone, The latter are generally, toall intents and purposes, grind-
stones ready for use. All they lack is the eye through the center or a little
smoothing oft to finish them, which costs but a trifle. They were formerly
shipped to this country in that shape simply for the purpose of evading the
duty. There is no doubt that if unfinished grindstones are put upon the free-
list no finished stones will ever be imported.

2. The bulk of the grindstones imported into this cotmtg are made in Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick, and are used principally in the New England States.
Even with the present duty upon them our rail rates are so high and the dis-
tance so great Lhat we are obliged to make very low prices upon our siones to
compete with those products.

3. The quantity of grindstones annually imported into this country from Eng-
land is but a trifle. Nine-tenths of the imported stones come from the maritime
gmvinaee, as before stated. There are more grindstones consumed in the New

Zngland States than in all the balance of the country. Foreign grindstones be-
ing produced by cheap labor and brought there b{ water at low rates of freignt,
z:dum by the aid of present tariff only enabled to get a fair share of that

e

4. If grindstones are put upon the free-list the manufacturers of Ohio must
abandon all the Eastern States to foreign stone, thus cutting off an annual ship-
ment from here of many thousands of tons.

5. Nova Scotiaand New Brunswick grindstones are of course free in theirown
country, but on every ton we ship into Canada we have to pay a duty of 2.

6. Mr. Mitchell elaimed, when before the Ways and Means Committee, that
foreign grindstones are absolutely required in large steel works. This is not
correct. There may be, in the vicinity of Philadelphia, some steel works that
use English stones, but we are positive that fully three-fourths of the steel manu-
facturers in the United States use Ohio grindstones. In fact, there is no class of
grinding for which the various grits found in Ohio or Michigan are not adapted.

In conclusion, we wish to say that if grindstones of any kind are put upon
the free-list the manufacturers of this State must either cut down quarrymen's
wages sufficiently to offset the present duty or abandon the business in the
Eastern States entirely.

The price of grindstones wdur is lower than was ever before known, which
shuulld satisfy the most skeptical that the present duty does not foster any mo-
nopoly.

Trusting that this matter will receive at your hands the attention which it
deserves, we are,

Very truly, yours,
: TaE BEREA AND HuroN SToNE COMPAXY.
GEO. H. WORTHINGTON, President.

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be considered withdrawn.

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, I renew the pro
forma amendment. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. JosEpH D. TAYLOR] who spoke last to the fact that it ap-
pears from the evidence that has just been read that the grindstones
that are imported into this country are bronght from the maritime
provinces of Canada for use in the New England States. Very few in-
deed are brought from England. The reason why those stones of great
weight are brought from the maritime provinces is not because they
are cheaper, not because they are water-borne, and the freights are
long, but becanse there is no other grindstone that has a grit that is
suited for the manufacturers of New England. The, grindstones of
Ohio have a sharper and harder grit. They are entirely of a different
quality. They may be used in steel-works or in iron-works, but they
are not snitable for the cutlery manufacturers of Massachusetts and
Connecticut. They have never been used there. The duty upon grind-
stones imported from Nova Scotia and New Brunswick is merely a tax
upon the manufacturers of Connecticut and Massachusetts in the ent-
lery interest.

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, Iwish to say that some
of the stone in the northern part of Ohio is very soft, so soft that it
can be used to hone a razor. It is a very superior quality of stone.

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Yes; but where it is soft it is of
uneven quality. Iam glad the gentleman made the remark he did,
because it reminds me to say that one of the necessities of the cutlery
industry in these great grindstones that weigha thousand pounds and
upwards is equality of grit, and the difficulty with those Ohio stones
is that while they are soft they have hard spots, so that they do not
wear equally or run evenly upon the arbors upon which they are hung.
The softstones of Nova Scotia are the only ones that are fitted for the
use of the cutlery manufacturers of New England, and in the interest
of those manufacturers I ask that grindstones be put on the free-list,
as they are not in competition with the industry of Ohio.

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Imove to strike out the last word. Mr.
Chairman, the testimony taken before the so-called Morrison committee

and the testimony taken before the Tariff Commission in 1883 shows that
the Berean grindstones will accomplish every purpose that the Nova
Scotia or New Brunswick grindstones will accomplish, and that they
are in every respect adequate to every task that can be put upon them.
Therefore the statement of the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr.
RUsSELL] is a mistake. That, I say, appears quite clearly, so far as
the evidence is concerned. This is merely a question of whether the
New England States can be benefited by grindstones being put upon
the free-list. Now, that may possibly be. I stand here to-day not in
defense of any local interest. With me the question of a tariff is not
a local issue. I believe in protecting American industry in New Eng-
land, in California, and in every intermediate locality. I find, how-
ever, that local influences do govern in regard to free trade and pro-
tection on the Democratic side. I find that in New England in Dem-
ocratic localities it is demanded that for immediate local advantage
they shall have free trade in this, that, and the other thing, but be-
yond that they want protection.

Now, I have no sort of respect for that intellectual idea, although T
may have great respect for gentlemen who urge it, and as to the item
under consideration, I stand here to-day to say that according to the
best evidence on the subject there is not in the United States any-
where any need or requirement for grindstones that can not be sup-
plied in the United States, and furthermore, let me say that I do not
believe that the adoption of this provision of the bill would cheapen
grindstones to New England. I withdraw the formal amendment.

The motion to strike out was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Curled hair, for beds or mattresses,

Mr. LODGE. I move to strike ont that line. The horse-hair from
which eurled hair for beds and mattresses is made is largely imported
into this couniry. It comes chiefly from South America, and ison the
free-list. The curled hair thatis affected by this clause is the result of
labor applied in this country to the raw horse-hair, and the margin of
profit in this indusiry is extremely narrow.

The wages paid in this country for making curled hair are nearly
double those paid in the same industry abroad. The duty«collected on
curled hair last year amounted to $38.25 So that its removal is no re-
lief to the Treasury. The effect of putting this article on the free-list,
therefore, will be simply to strike a fatal blow at this industry,which is
scattered through many of the Northern States; because, even with a
reduction of w. the domestic article could not probably be fur-
nished at a sufficiently low price to enable it to compete with the im-
ported product.

8ir, there is nothing, except, of course, ‘‘trusts *’ and “‘monopolies,’”
which so much excites the virtuous and stormy eloquence of our
friends on the other side as the guestion of the surplus. In this in-
stance, however, the surplus is only affected to the amount of $38.25,
Yet they propose to strike down a manufactured article which differs
from the raw material purely in the labor which has been applied to it.
The entire additional value of curled hair comes from the labor.

I utterly fail to see for what reason this is proposed. "It is not a re-
lief to the masses of the people; it does not relieve the necessaries fot
life; it does not reduce the surplus. Among the many items which we
have touched in this bill I do not know that I have seen any which
showed more decidedly the absolutely sectional and geographical char-
acter of the bill than this. I know this is a small industry; I know
there is not much capital invested in it; there isno ‘‘ trust’’ connected
with it; but yet it affects a certain number of workingmen and Amer-
ican eapitalists throughont the country and gives them employment
and a reasonable living. The reason that they are selected as victims
is because they are few in number and live for the most part in
Northern States and Republican districts. 1t is all part of this same
insincere and unfair policy which inspires this bill. For example, we
have been told here to-day, with a burst of eloquence from the chair-
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, that it was our duty to put
vegetables on the free-list; yet in that veryspeech he protested against
any interpretation of the clause which would place potatoes on the free-
list. Ifitis right to put vegetables on the free-list, why should there
be a discrimination as to potatoes, a vegetable which enters probably
more largely than any other into general consumption.

Again, a few minutes ago we heard pathetic addresses from the gen-
tleman from Kentucky and other gentlemen on that side about the
enormity of puttinga ‘* tax onknowledge.’”” Why is knowledge sacred
from taxation when embodied in the German, French, Greek, or Latin
langnages, while the taxis continued on Englishbooks? You continue
the ‘* tax on knowledge’! when conveyed in the English language, the
language of our country, but when ‘‘ knowledge’’ comes in the shape
of Greek, Latin, French, or German books you get up here and wail
over the great hardship it wounld be if knowledge should continue to be
taxed. The whole thing is a sham, a shallow device to catch votes,
but you forget that youn are trifling with the industrial life of the coun-
try. As a part of my remarks, I submit the following:

The Curled Hair Manufacturers of the United States, at a meeting held in the
clt;r of New York, on Lhe 8th March, 1888, appointed a committee to pre
table d t to be pr ted to Congress, petitioning against the p! 4
of * curled hair for beds or resses’ on the free-list.
The committee. on behalf of themselves and their fellow manufacturers, de-
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sire to present to your honorable body the following rensons why the present
duty of 20 per cent. on curled hair should be retained as now :

The raw horse hair used in our business is mostly imported from South Amer-
iea, which country is the greatest source of supply for these zoods in the world,
Freights from that point to Europe are somewhat cheaper i .an to this market.
The wages paid by the curled-hair manufacturers in Europe are less than one-
half the rates given in this country, while the freights between Europe and the
United States are so low as to enable the manufacturers abroad to ship goods to
:.g}s marktel. at less rates than we can transport them a few hundred miles in

s country. .

The profits of our business for many years have been exceedingly close, there
being no combination or ** trust’’ among the manufacturers, and the removal of
the present duty would enable the European manufacturers, who pay their la-
boring men so much less than we do, to destroy our industry, and would result
in the closing up of our factories and throwing out of employment of a large
number of men.

The ostensible object of the proposed tariff bill is to reduce the revenue, and
we would respeezfullﬁ:all attention to the fact that the amount of duty received
by the Government last year on the imports of curled hair was only $38.25,

Curled hair is used almost entirely by the wealthier classes, and the abolition
of the duty would not therefore remove any burdens from the mass of the peo-
ple. It would simply benefit the manufacturers of the article in Europe at the
expense of those in our own country.

he free importation of curled hair from Europe would be dangerous to pub

lic health. A certain I)roportion of the raw hair gathered in Europe is of such
character as to be like‘f to cause disease if made into curled hair. lé'll?lm Govern-
ments of Germany and Great Britain have appointed commissioners to inves-
tigate the matter, and their reports show the great danger that exists from this
. Any facturing done in this country is amenable to our laws, but

what is done abroad is not subject to any authority here and can not be pre-
vented hf any means now known to us, i
We feel that your purpose in making laws is to benefit the great body of the

people and at the same time do not.ﬁing to destroy existing industries; we |

would therefore respectfully but earnestly petition that the duty on curled
h'ai&‘l'lbefnulgiw l'e:d wmape::tnﬁs . hl;n?wl;d.
of which is ally submitt
B. F. WEBB, Chairman,
(Of Baeder, Adamson & Co., New York, Philadelphia, and Boston),
LOUIS WILKENS, p
(Of William Wilkens & Co., Baltimore and New York},
W..J. GAMBELL,
(ofr Pomerog & Gambell, New York),
R. W. POWELL, Seeretary,
(Of Delany & Co., Philadelphia and New York),

Commnitiee.
[Here the hammer fell. ]
The question being taken on the amendment of Mr., LODGE, it was
not agreed to.
The Clerk read as follows:

Human hair, raw, uncleaned, and not drawn. ;
Hatters' furs, not on the skin,

Mr. BYNUM. I move to strike ouf the line last read—** hatters’
furs, not on the skin.”’

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman will tell us the reason for this
amendment.

Mr. BYNUM. Gentlemen upon the other side have so repeatedly
informed us of the complete destruction of American industries that
will be wrought by the passage of this bill that we have becomealarmed,
and concluded that we must preserve some in order that manufactur-
ing will not become a lost art. The production of hatters’ furs will
still live. -

A MEMBER. Which district does this cover?

Mr. BYNUM. The entire State of Maine may depend upon it.

Mr. REED. That is as correct an answer as any gentleman on that
side has made on this subject of the tariff. [Laughter.]

The amendment was agreed to. -

The Clerk read as follows:

E’iemp and rape seed, and other oil seeds of like character.
me,

Mr, BYNUM. I move to strike out the line last read—**lime."’

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman will tell us the ground of this
amendment.

Mr. BYNUM. The same ground as the other.

Mr. BRUMM. I would like to know what member you expect to
whipinto voting for the Mills bill by striking this article from the free-
list.

Mr. BYNUM. I would be glad fo enlighten the gentlemen on the
other side as to this change, but the contract is too great; we have not

time.

Mr. REED. I have asked these questions of the gentleman from
Indiana to see whether we should have here a repetition of the pro-
ceedings in the Committee on Ways and Means. This is precisely the
answer which was given—not by him, for I think he maintained total
gilence on all oceasions—but I believe this was the answer given us
regularly. We were either told that they did not know, or we received
some answer which was not true. This is a specimen of the way in
which this bill has been gotten up. Even the modifications which the
gentlemen themselves now make in it, they give us no reasons for, be-
cause the reasons which they have are such as are not suitable for the
light of day.

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman has stated that my answers as to the
changes proposed in the bill are but a repetition of the actions of the
Democratic members of the Committee on Ways and Means when
formulating the measure. I simply desire o say that the conduct of
the gentleman from Maine during the consideration of this measure in
the House is but a repetition of his actions in the committee during

' the consideration of the same. The House can judge as to the pro-
priety of one and the justification of the other.

Mr. REED. Now, I want the House to review this matter with me.
I have asked here the reasons why a certain act was proposed to be
done—a public aet concerning the public business, concerning the busi-
ness interests of the country. This was my manner in the Committee
on Ways and Means; and that it was a good, sevsible, business-like.
manner, it is not necessary for me to say. The gentleman’s manner
was not to reply, orto answer with some trifling jeer. Now, which
manner is most satisfactory upon a business question? The methods
we see exhibited here on the other side, are the methods by which
this bill affecting the business interesis of the country is foisted by
party whip and lash upon the people who are to be affected by it, with-
out giving them any opportunity to discuss the question or to inform
the committee, except by private interviews which these gentlemen do
not dare to expose.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gentle-
man from Indiana.

[Cries of ““Vote!’’ ““Vote!’’ on the Democratic side.]

Mr. REED. That is another of their methods; that is what they
said in committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Garden seeds.
Linseed or flaxseed.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I move to strike out line 167—*¢lin-
seed or flaxseed.”

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move to strike out that line.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota has submitted
the motion to strike out line 167.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That amendment has the ap-
probation of the Committee on Ways and Means.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EzZrA B.
TAYLOR] desire to speak?

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I yield my time to my colleague [Mr.
WILLIAMS].

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention of the
committee to an important and growing industry of this nation that has
received but little attention in the discussion of the Mills bill." I refer
to the linseed or flaxseed oil business. There are now in this conntry
over $5,000,000invested in operating overeighty linseed-oil mills, which
are distributed from New York to Dakota.

In the Third Congressional district of Ohio over §1,000,000 are in-
vested in thisbusiness. The present law protects the linseed-oil indus-
try by a tariff of 25 cents per gallon upon all imported oil, and 20 cents
per bushel on flaxseed. Under that protection the raising of flaxseed
by our farmers has increased from an annunal produce of 700,000 bushels
to over 12,000,000, which crop finds a ready cash market from the lin-
seed-oil mills at prices ranging from $1 to §1.25 per bushel, bringing to
the pockets of the American farmers the sum of from twelve to fifteen
million dollars each year.

The flaxseed crop to the American farmer is one of profit from the
fact that the cost of said crop is comparatively light and the returns
quick. The farmer sows his crop in April or May, and by the last ot
July or the first of August has his erop harvested and marketed, leaving
the ground upon which it is raised in splendid condition for wheat.
The proceeds of the crop come into the pocket of the farmer at a time
when he has no other crop geady for market, and in addition to the sale
of the seed the flax straw commands a ready market from $4 to $6 per
ton. 2

The exports of linseed oil for the fiscal year ending June, 1887, is
only 119,840 gallons, valued at $57,136. Thus it will be observed that
the oil is nearly all consumed in the United States, and that the crop
of flaxseed raised by the farmers of the United States increases in pro-
portion to the demand of oil for home consumption. Now, throw open
this growing industry to the markets of the world by placing flaxseed
or linseed oil on the free-list. What will be the result? I send to
the Clerk’s desk three letters from parties engaged in the manufacture
of linseed oil in Ohio, and request that they be read as a part of my
remarks.

Those letters in clear, terse language tell what will become of over
$5,000,000 of invested capital in mills and machinery for the manu-
facture of linseed oil, and the manufacture of linseed oil will cease to
be an American industry.

Therefore by removing or reducing to a nominal sum the duty on
linseed oil, you render it impossible for our oil-mills to compete with
the oil-milis of England. The result must be the closing out of every
oil-mill in the United States, or if they can continue in business it will
be for the reason that free trade will enable the manufacturers to pur-
chase flaxseed raised in India, where it is the second crop produced
each year from the same ground, by labor that only costs 7 cents per
day, at such a price that under the proposed reduction on oil they can
compete with England; and the sure result will be that the burden and
loss will fall on the farmer, and the heavy burden upon the Western
farmer—the eclass of poor landless men who left their native homes
in the crowded East and endured the hardships of a pioneer life in
order that they might find homes and land for their children; for to
the pioneer farmer of the Western prairies the flaxseed crop is the
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prime factor and chief dependence for success, both in subduing the
isirb%idn soil and in producing a crop quickly made and quickly mar-

Place flaxseed upon the free-list in the name of revenue reform you
will filch from the pockets of the American farmers from twelve to fif-
teen million dollars, What amount of revenue does the Government
derive from the present duty on flaxseed? We now import flaxseed
to the amount in value of $418,031,30, on which the duty is $83,060.81,
and the duty on linseed-oil is $1,319.30; so that the revenue by the
destruction of this industry would only be reduced $84,380.11, and
for that pitiful reduction you will reduce the income of the farmers
$15,000,000. ;

But we are told that the [armers must suffer and the linseed-oil in-
dustry be destroyed in order that the consumers will have cheaper oil.
How stands the record of the past on that subject? In 1862 nearlyall
the linseed oil consumed in this country was imported, and the con-
sumer paid for his oil from 90 cents to $1.20 per gallon, In 1870 the
present tariff of 25 cents per bushel was placed on flaxseed and the
manufacture of linseed oil largely increased, and the raising of flax-
seed grew from 3,000,000 to 12,000,000 bushels. I desire to incorpo-
rate into my remarks a table prepared by the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. Lixp], which shows that the flax crop of the United States in
1876 was 3,750,000 bushels, and that we imported 2,500,000 bushels,
and that for the year 1887 our farmers produced 11,000,000 bushels
and we imported 400,000 bushels.

and unreasonable as this, in view of the simple argument which can not be
gainsaid when the plain facts are considered governing the case. Wehave pre-

ed that you, as a Representative from Ohio, will be willing to have atien-
tion called to this matter in brief, as follows:

We have in this country between 80 and 85 linseed-oil mills, representing a
moneyed investment in machinery for working seed of $5,000, and over.
These mills have :‘%mng up, and ind grown to the extent that
their eapacity is sufficient to consume the entire rroduption of flax grown in
this country; and of late years the home production of seed by the farmer has
inereased along with the needs of the trade, so that little foreign seed is con-

1 here, as refi fo the amount imported will readily show. In this
country the seed is converted into oil and cake, the oil being the princil.v:l or
prime factor, and is all consumed in the United States, and the cake is the
refuse material, nearly all exported to England for feedlng pur . Onthe
other hand, land works only Calcutta seed, raised in the East Indies, and
the situation(is then reversed, the manufacturer producing like products to our
own, but upon an entirely different basis—their prime object heinﬁ to obtain-
Lthe cake for feeding, and the oil becomes the secondary product. It canthere-
fore be readily seen that under the proposed change the entire basis of this
manufacturi ng industry will be transferred to England, thus leaving our mills
powerless an d worthless, with no chance whatever to compete with them, as
the production of seed in America would be entirely cut off, and we could not
import seed and work it in competition with England. We give below the
distribution ‘of the mills by States:

Ohio. 21 | Penusylvani 8
Indiann 7 in t 3
Illinois 12 ! ol e
Town, 3 QIR 870 1T e T e L 1
B 4 | New York 7
Kansas > _
BT L i L WA 1 Total .. . 8l
18 1 S e I 1

How could these mills expect to work seed imported from the East Indies (vir-
tually England), paying freight from the seaboard to their different points, and

| | - export the cake, and at the same time successiully compete with English oil in
| 1875-'76. | 1876-"T7. | 187778, [ 187879, J 1879-'80. ‘ 1880-'81. | this country and cake in their own. Our mills, it would seem, would become
- valueless, and it certainly would appear unjust to our manufacturers to wige
| | | | out their investment of capital for which nothing could be realized. As the
Crop of flaxseed......| 3,750,000 2,509,000 4,000,000 4,500,000 5,750,000, 9,000,000 | matter stands with this ¢ ge, no reduction of revenue, to speak of, would
Importation of lin- | | | 1 come, the only thing it wounld accomplish would be to wipe out completely this
geed..........oieeans| 2,500,000 1,400,000 1,250,000, 1,060,000, 1,500,000, 800,000 | industry. Clearly this should not be done by Congress; at least, it should not
! ; 3 be considered until Congress is pre: d to reimburse the mill owners for the
Motall: i i a,m.uoo[ 3, 900,000, 5, 250,000 5,560,000 7,250,000 9,800, 000 | investments now represented by their machinery and bui]di:igs- that would
Exported ... | | ! ! ! 300, :‘sl};\_re th?daurplus to a considerable extent, while the propos cﬁangu in the
ariff would not.
Total quanti A careful study of this matter will, we feel confident, show you the evil re-
used for crush- sulting, without any good.
ing and seed- Yery respectfully,
INZ e aenrrarananenna| 6, 250,000( 3, 900, 000 -5, 250,000, 5,560,000, 7,230,000 9,500,000 Tne GriswoLp LixsEEp O CoMPARY,
| 2 | : A. P. HOUSE, Vice-President.
—_— = —= Hon. E. 8. Wn.t."mx:_!. M. C.,
yssise, | 1ss2-83, | 1883084 | 18845, | 158508 | 1886067, | v ony DG N
-I Piqgua, Om1o, June 4, 1888,
|
o DEARr Sir: We see by reports from Congress that d tatothe pr d
&?&‘:ﬂm’zﬂ'ﬁ:' 7,500,000 7, m'mi 7,500, 000 a,cm.ooolm,mo,mo.m,soo,wo lﬁihtlieve;mt?lbi_ll;vﬂtrbe_‘{;o ohr_dt;; goon. This I;cding £0, permil. us to%lﬁ!l’yonr
e attention to the industry in which we are engaged as manufacturers of linseed-
e e | i, Undes tho prcacat artf azsond naaa piolostion of 9 conts pes bmshel s
I -0 cents per on. By the ax ree and linseed-of
Total ...ooomeseresend 8,120,000/ 8,120, 001]!10, 2&),000|10, 240, mlf‘?&?‘ %u‘ ﬁ' &?g under pressure from the seaboard crushers) has 10 cents per gallon. The grow-
rted e, o | e e | R i p OO ' of seed in this country, without some protection frem the cheap-labor seed
Total tit of the East Indies, we think would be impossible, for the reason that the man-
0 nantity \ ufacturers find it very difficult to get a supply now, and would be entirely un-
l“”dng ﬂgg‘”‘w“"m_" | gbli to get it 1{‘ it was not the ?cttt that it iswconndheaeﬁ a £ cropiaoer fmsl\»
- roken ground on the prairie of the extreme West orthwest, Older farm-
AR by ke §,120, IJOOI §,120, ooalm. 230,000 10, 240, ME‘IE,M.WIID, 900,000 | ors have almost abandoned it as a profitable crop in competition with wheat,
] corn, oats, barley, ete. Therefore should the duty be removed the American

Average from 15875 to 1886, 7,608,000 bushels.

Linseed oil in 1876 sold in the market at 80 cents pergallon; in 1888
at from 40 cents to 50 cents per gallon.

Therefore the theory of cheap oil to the consumer under free trade
is coutradicted by undisputed facts. I hdve not tried to explain the
fallacy of your theory; I give the resulis of actual experience.

I ask the earnest consideration of the committeeto this subject. The
advocates of the Mills bill profess to be thespecial friends of the Amer-
jean farmers. How can you explain to the farmers of the great and
growing West the necessity of destroying an industry worth §$12,000,-
000 to the farmer in order to reduce the revenue of the Government
$584,380.11? A policy that not only deprives the farmers of $12,000,-
000, but enriches the linseed capitalist of England at the expense of
American citizens. And Iamglad thatthe committee have concluded,
in view of this great and growingindustry, to permit the tariff on flax-
seed to remain.

I append a few letters.

Tnr Woon LisseEp O1nL CoMPANY,
Pigua, Ohio, March 19, 1888,

DEAR S1R: We presume it is hardly necessary to say to yon that if the tariff
was taken off of flaxseed or oil that every oil mill in the West (representing
millions of eapital) wounld be closed up; and that the item of seed raising,
which has been increased in the United States under the present tariff’ from
700,000 bushels to more than 12,000,000 bushels. would be entirely cut off, Our
farmers can not compete with [ree seed. The present tariff barely protects this
great industry ; and we trust you will use every effort in your power to have it
remain as it is. We will forward you petitions before long.

Yours, very truly,
THE WooDp LINSEED OI1L COMPANY.

Hon, EL1 8. WILLIARS,

Washington, D, C.

TirE GRISWoLD LiNsEED O1n COMPAXNY,
213 Superior Street, Cleveland, Ohio, April 13, 1838,

DeAr Sim: We wish (o call your attention to the proposed change made by
the Mills bill affecting import custom duty on linseed or flaxseed and linseed
oil, placing both on the free-list. No change in the tariff could be so radical

man turers would be sacri , and we think without benefit to the con-
sumer, '

The linseed-oil interest occupies an entirely different position in Ameriea
from what it does in England. ' We manufacture oil for ption, the eake
being incidental and having to seek a market abroad for a large per cent. of it.
While in England they manufacture for the cake, which is used lnrei)' for
feeding and fertilizing purposes, oil being incidental. An English manufacturer
buys his seed from the cheap lands of the India possession, manufactures it into
cake and oil, the relative quantity being about 65 per ecent. of the cake and 35

cent. of oil. Forthe 65 per cent. he hasthe market, having to seek a market
?::on!y a portion of his 35 per cent.

In America the manufacturer has a market for the 35 per cent. andhas to seek
a market for a large portion of the 65 per cent. Now, if you take the daty from
seed the American farmers refuse to w-it, and greatly so for the reason that
the English manufacturer can throw his surplus 35 per cent. into the American
market. Knowing full well if he can destroy the American-grown, he will
ultimately have control of the American markets, as it would be impossible for
the A n manufacturers to import seed from India and then pay the in-
creased cost of transportation on the cake, which must go back to Elag and for
a market. Having then effectually ruined the American grower, and through
him the interior manufacturer, competition is virtually destro ed, and the En-
glish manufacturer advances his price on the 35 per cent. which he has to dis-
pose of. and the American consumer has to pay the advance whether he wants
to or not. We, therefore, under the existing facts, ask you to use your influ-
ence to keep the duty on foreign and oil, where it now is. Feeling fully
assured that the price of o1l will always be kept as low as it should be by the
active competition of the American manufacturers,

Yours, respect{ully,

Tue W. P. Ore LixsEEp O1L CONMPANY,

Pigua, Ohio,
Per H. L. POPE & CO.,

Daylon, Ohio.

Hon. E, 8. WILLIAMS,
Washington, D, C.
Mr. KERR. I move to strike out the last word.
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Isitanamendment to the amendment?
The CHAIRMAN. Itis.
Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the effect of it ?
Mr. REED. Theeflectofitistogive him five minutes. [Laughter.]
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is a formal one to strike out the
last word.

Mr. KERR. Thatisit. It is the line in the Mills bill providing

that linseed or flaxseed shall be put npon the free-list. That line is
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indorsed by the Democratic party at the St. Louis convention. [Laugh-
ter.] The Democratic committee and the Democratic side of the House
for some reason have seen proper to go back on that of the Demo-
cratic platform. I do not know why it is, exce'pt it e motion has
been made by a Democratic member from Minnesota, who may ‘Lhmk
it conducive to his interest. [Langhter. ]

I have received numbersof petitions and numbers of letters ﬁ'om my
district in favor of striking out this provision. I am glad Demoecratic
necessity has made it necessary. I withdraw my formal amendment.

Mr. HARMER. I move to strike out the last two words. y

I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read within my fime a protest against
the passage of the Mills bill, signed by over eight hundred manufact-
urers of the city of Philadelphia and vicinity, representing 150,000
employés.

Tha Clerk read as follows:

To the Honorable the House of Representatives, Washingyon, D. C.:
1. In selecting taxes for removal, the direct internal taxes, laid solely upon our
]peoph:, shiould be stricken off, rather than the indirect customs taxes, laid
whol or in part upon foreigners.

3 Tho maimauunoe of two costly methods of eolleeting revenue where but
one is v is Of the methods now employed, the customs
service must be permanenb. The other method should at once be abolished
and the cost of it saved.

8. 'I‘he pm&eeﬁva principle embodied in the laws by the founders of this Gov-

and the votes of the people for nearly one hundred

should include in its benefits every American producer, whether of so-
r% raw material or of manufactured articles. All raw material when ready

for market is, like the completed fabric, the fruit of labor, and labor is the thing

protected.

4. The American market consumes annually more than §7,000,000,000 worth of
articles manufactured at home. In addition, it consumed last year $350,000,000
worth of fabries made abroad which could have been made here, These figures
show it to be the greatest and richest market in the world ; and they prove that
its domestlic manufactures, being still within its capacity to comsume, have
ample room for expansion without seeking foreign markets. To open the

American market further to foreigners, while no foreign market is further’

opened to us, will be to surrender the richest commercial prize in the world
without compensation.

5. Industries which produce §7,000,000,000 & year under a system proved by a
century of experience to be conducive to national pros nt‘{ represent inter-
esis of too vasl importance for employers and empioye«fean for the people at
large, to be made the subjeet of loose experiment. No general reconstruction
of the tariff law, involving disturbance of the ce of the entire country,
should be undertaken, uniess in response to the wish of the people plainly ex-
pressed at the polls, and the people have not expressed snch a wish,

6. Any reconstruction of the tariff law should be based upon a system of spe-
cific rather than ad valorem duties, for the reason that tl\e latter offer greater
facility for the perpetration of the frauds which even now rob the Government
of large sums of money every year.

As the tariff bill prepared by the mujoriiy of the Wegs and Means Committee,
and commonly known as the Mills bill, is constructed in eomplate disregard of
all the conditions of safety, equity, and’ prosperity for the American people in-
dicated by the above propositions, we, the undersigned manufacturers of the
f’it% of Philadelphia and vicinity, do most earnestly protest against its approval

y Congress.

Number of

Name, Business, persons
employed.
Cambria Iron Compaay .| Iron and stee.l 9,
John & James Dobson... 3 turers 4,
Th Dolan & Co h 5
John Bromley & Sons.....cereesees:| Carpet manufacturers... # i
8. B. & B. W. Fleisher.......... .| Braids, worsted, and Wwoolen
yarns.

John T. Bailey & Co .. P oA l?ag and twine manufacturers.)
Marshall & Co.....ccovicisnenisccsesnanns| Flax-spinners...... 1
William Whitaker & Sons. Col.t.on gouds and earpei.s

Firth & Foster Bros.
John J. Glazier, Bro Knit g
Porter & Dickey... (.rﬂ”.Dl'l and woolen guoda
William Sellers & - F lers and

The Allison Manufacturing Com- | Car-builders..

Dyers am; finishers...

pany
AW hitney R DONAL . coa iz iniaianias Car-wheels._..
Thomas Potter, Sons & Co... Oil-cloths ....... ..

Hoopes, Townsend & Co..............| Bolts, nuts, and washers...
Otis l.hm & Co evators
r&e n Hosiery and yarns........cessees
Fl Bros Clothing, 1,
Tt OR BEOR «. oo seritsebemyss prnasystzacs] oaraat do.
Allen B, Rorke. Builder

Excelsior Brick and Stone Com- | Brick

TI‘}: g;‘ideaburg Manufacturing
Company.
I-Iu;zhgs & Patter-nc':‘

William H. Grtmdy &
MeCallum & Sloan
Hastings & CO..cuiesiservens

Hero Fruit Jar Company
Whitney Glass Works.
Enterprise Manufacturing Com-

pany.
Charles Spencer & Co .. .| Cloakings and knit gootls
American B. H. 0. and Scfwing Sewing machines..
Machine Co
Baugh & Bons ....cooesmsisessisssssans Bone!::lmik and chemicals.........

el
&g
5
g3
g
9
e |
£
E
F

8 B8 B8 82d8LESENSE § ZUSU2335E ZSUBHEES ERESS

g
Snnqt:olt. Bilk Manufacturi.ng Silk good
Company. 1

Number of
Name. Business. persons
employed.
The Jessup & Moore Paper Com- | Paper facturers 500
ny.
l.ney Paper Com ¥ A0 s 1,000
Miles J&Cnm Machine tools.........ce.... 600
Southwark Foundry and Ma- Engines and boilers... 500
chine Company.
Pottstown Iron Company .. Tron and steel ... ciuimiisiaraseisas] 1,600
John Mundell & Co. Shoes Wasssen 600
John Lucas & Co........cesesessens serse Paint 256
der, Ad & Co. Glne and curled bair......... ... 453
Bnmhnm,P-.rty Williams & Co... ives 3,100
Bailey, Banks dla ............... Wm-chea. jewelry, ete.... 160
James Doak,]r &Oo vessess| Worsted yarns....oceusees 350
And 750 other manufacturing ns, employing in the aggregate about
150,000 persons.

Mr. HARMER. The signers of this protest are gentlemen who have
made Philadelphia the greatest manufacturing city in the United States,
and also made it the city of homes, largely owned and paid for by the
wage-earners under protection.

Mr. BURROWS. Has line 166 been stricken out?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We have passed it and we are
now on line 167. ‘

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next line, which is line
168.

The Clerk read as follows:

Marble of all kinds, in block, rough or equared.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out that.
Mr. BURROWS. On that motion I desire to he heard. When

lines 165, 166 were reached, the reading was so rapid I lost the oppor--

tunity to make the motion in regard to line 166. I am quite sure if
the committee will listen to what is said on that industry of garden
seeds, they will unanimously agree to return to it and strike that line
out. There was no information furnished to the committee on that
subject we are aware of, but when the Tariff Commission was investi-
gating the subject a large number of witnesses brought before that
commission testified in regard to it. I have a short extract from the
testimony taken and from a large number of witnesses, and only one
suggested garden seeds should be free. I ask the Clerk to read this,
and then I will ask nnanimous consent to return to that Ima with tho
view to strike it out.

The Clerk read as follows:

GARDEN EEEDS,
D Landreth & Sons, Philadelphia, say: ’
** This industry requires use of 30,000 acres of land, gives employment to thou-
sands of people both in fields and in workshops. The pauper labor of Europe
comes in competition. England’shumid climate permits a larger yield, although
the seed has not so mueli power as our own."’

Q. 0. Morse. California, says:

“The seed wing business in California is a new one, not more than eight
yearsold, but this year (18321 wew‘ivphed the Eastern market with not less than
60 tons of garden seeds. protection anyway until we are stronger.
We have not only hu:upean competition against us, but high freights, The
vegetables of to-day are much better than l-hosa of fifty years ago, and improve-
ment in next ten years will be very at.”

Mr. Wells, of Connecticut, said : |2resent the seed farms of New England,
near Wethersfield, where there are at least thirty seed-growing farms. We
have been in this business for some time,and have buildings, ete., for carrying
on this business pmperlg but the influx of!om:gn seeds of an m(’erior quality
is driving us out. We have to compete, for instance, with turnip-seed, which
they bring in at 10 cents a pound, while we can not grow it for less than 20
cents.

Mr. BURROWS. In viewof that statement I ask unanimouns con-
gent to make a motion to strike out the line indicated.

Mr, MILLS. I object.

Mr. BURROWS. BSo I snpposed.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will assumethe pro forma amendment
to be withdrawn.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman offered no
pro forma amendment. My motion was to strike out that line, 168,

Mr. HOUK. I hope the House will agree to the motion of {he gen-
tleman from Kentucky to strike out the line he pro

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the Hounse will.

Mr. HOUK. To keep this item in the bill would destroy an indus-
try which employn several thousand men in my own county; and with
free marble it is a notorious fact that American marble can not com-
pete with foreign. I hope the motion will prevail.

The motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, to strike out the
line was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Osier or willow, prepared for basket-malers' use,

Broom-corn.

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to strike outline 170, “‘ broom-
corn. 1

I am entirely unable to understand, Mr. Chairman, why broom-corn
should be placed upoa the free-list wheu it isa product -of almost all
parts of our country. Wherever corn can be grown broom-corn can be
also. It can be produced in most of the States of the Union.

The Democratic eaucus, or the Ways and Means Committee, has de-
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creed that lime shall be restored to the dutiable-list, when it is not
found in all parts of the country by any means, but is only found in
certain localities. There are some States or parts of States where no
limestone is found, and other States where very little is found. They
have also restored 1o the dutiable-list linseed or flaxseed, which are
only produced in certain localities.

They have also restored to the dutiable-list marble of all kinds in
block, rough, or squared, which is largely a Southern production, and
I am unable to see why there should be this diserimination against
broom-corn. Itis anagricultural product and is produced almost every
place, and can be produced in the greatest abundance in this country,
and can be grown cheaply as well as in abundance, and can be grown
wherever any farm product can be grown, and should be protected.
And yet itis to go on the free-list, while some influence has been brought
to bear to restore the articles which I have just named, though they,
like broom-corn, have been on the free-list until now.

Some Democratic district was imperiled, the return of some Demo-
cratic member was endangered, and the changes were accordingly made;
but broom-corn is to go, as it is not a panacea for the evils feared on
the other side of the House. The fact that it is an agricultural prod-
uct, and the fact that it grows in all parts of the country and is pro-
duced largely by poor people makes no difference in this Honse.

This industry is an extensive one, and if it is to be prejudiced by the
importation of broom-corn from Canada or Cuba, or any other foreign
country, as it will be if placed upon the free-list, many poor people, as
well as those who are not poor, will feel the effects.

I do not understand why it is to be brought here from Canada, or
Cuba, or South Ameriea in competition with our American product,
and I fail to see any reason for it which could possibly justify such
action. Every dollar that is sent out of the country for broom-corn is
so much drawn from the channels of trade unnecessarily, and we are
just that much poorer. I have no interest in this industry beyond the
fact that it is an American industry and shonld be protected. Weare
all interested in every American industry, and should be on the alert
to see that no man or woman or child should be robbed of an oppor-
tunity to labor by giving employment to foreigners which we should
give to our own people.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I wish to inquire of the chair-
man of the Committee on Ways and Means if there ever was before a
duty on broom-corn?

Mr. MILLS. I am inclined to think there was not; but there has
never been any imported.

Mr, FARQUHAR. I can not find it in any official schedule, either
on the free-list, on the list of sundries, or on the dutiable-list.

Mr, MILLS. None is imported. Therefore it ought to be on the
free-list. The committee believed it to be proper to place it there,
and I ask that we have a vote upon the pending proposition.

Mr. CANNON. What is the pending motion?

The CHAIRMAN. To strike out line 170—**broom-corn."

Mr. CANNON. Then, if broom-corn is stricken out, so far as the
action of the committee is concerned, it will not be upon the free-list?

Mr. MILLS. Of course.

The CHATRMAN. That is correct.

Mr. CANNON. Now, Iwould like to ask another question as to the
present tax upon it.

Mr. MILLS. There is none imported.

Mr. CANNON. But what does the law provide that it shall pay if
it is imported ?

Mr. MILLS, It is not enumerated atall.

Mr. DINGLEY. It doubtless has aduaty fixed in the nnenumerated
clanses of the bill—some basket clause.

Mr. MILLS. Yes, in some basket clause.

Mr. CANNON. Then whatis it taxed under some general claunse?

Mr. DINGLEY. Twenty per cent. under the basket clause.

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Maine says 20 per eent.

Mr. MILLS. It would doubtless come under the provision:

There shall be levied, collected, and paid on the importation of all raw or un-
raanufactured articles not herein enumerated or provided for a duty of 10 per
cent, ad valorem,

Mr. CANNON, Ten per cent.?

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir.

Mr. CANNON. And your actionis to leave it as itis under the law ?

Mr. MILLS. No, to put it on the free-list.

Mr. CANNON. The motion then came from that side?

Mr. MILLS., No, the motion came from your side to strike it off the
{rec-list.

Mr. CANNON. I desire to be heard npon that motion.

1 make a pro forma amendment as it may be necessary in order to
obtain the floor. :

From the statement of the gentleman from Texas the tax upon broom-
corn imported is now 10 per cent. ad valorem. He says none is im-
ported. Very well, then, what harm can it do to let it remain as it is
under the law?

I want to state, further, that substantially two-thirds, as I understand
it. from one-half to two-thirds, of all the broom-corn produced here is
produced in the distriet I have the honor to represent, I understand

further that almost all the remainder produced in this country comes
from Kansas, with some small portion from Nebraska.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. A considerable amount is produced in
the State of New York. -

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. And in Ohio.

Mr. CANNON. Anda considerable amount, I am informed, is raised
in New York and also in Ohio. I understand that it can be produced
in Canada.

And yet 10 per cent. is snfficient to prevent the importation of broom-
corn. This is purely an agricultural product. Gentlemen who under-
stand it, understand that great labor has to be expended in its produc-
tion, not only in preparing the ground, in seeding and in the cultivation,
but the labor is enormous in harvesting and preparing for the market.
In fact, so far as that is concerned the product may be said to be rep-
resented by more than four-fifths of labor. So I trust the gentleman
will allow the motion to prevail and let broom-corn stand as it now
does, with a tax of 10 per cent. ad valorem,which he informs usis the tax.,

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, one of the most distingnished Secre-
taries of the Treasury our country ever had, Mr. Walker, lays down
among the principles to gnide in the formation of a tariff bill this:
That where an article bears a very low duty, anil the importation is
very small, or it is not imported at all, the article ought to be trans-
ferred to the free-list. We have put this article on the free-list, find-
ing no importation of it at all even under this nominal duty. Besides
that, we have reduced the duty on the manufactured product. Weall
know enough about the manufacture to know brooms are made out of
broom-corn. We have reduced the duty on brooms and put broom-
corn,on the free-list. My friend says they raise it in his district. I
suppose that is true of almost every district in the country. I know
they raise it in my district. The very fact that none is imported into
the country, I think, ought to be accepted as sufficient proof to all of
us that we produce it cheaper than it can be produced by anybody
abroad and sold in our neighborhood in competition with us.

Mr. CANNON. What will be the effectol leaving the dutyasitis?

Mr, MILLS. There will be no effect at all to your part of the coun-
try, and perhaps to no other part of the country.

Mr. CANNON. Then, as it has been said the farmer has no place
in this bill, we wonld much rather——

Mr. MILLS. The prosperity of the farmer does not depend on broom-

corn. .

Mr. CANNON. As the gentleman says it will do no harm, we would
much rather have the duty remain as it is.

Mr. MILLS. Letus vote. It is too small a matter to talk about.

The Chair put the question, and was in doubt as to the result.

‘Mr. CANNON. Icall for a division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 82,

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I challenge the count.

Mr, JOSEPHD. TAYLOR. I demand tellers.

Tellers were ordered.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appointas tellers the genrﬁaman
;rlom l:lllinoia [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr.

1LLS].

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 60,
noes 83.

2o the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Brush-wood.

Plaster of Paris, when ground or calcined.

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out line 172.

The motion was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Rags, of whatever material composed.

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out that line. I wish to inquire
of the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means if the sole effect
of this line is not simply to admit free of duty woolen rags, which now
pay 10 per cent?

Mr., MILLS. , of whatever material composed.

Mr. DINGLEY. Ithink the sole effect of this line is to admit free
of duty woolen rags, which now pay a duty of 10 per cent.

Mr. BRUMM. To admit woolen rags and yellow fever.

Mr. DINGLEY. Itistobebornein mind that this practically affects
the wool question, because woolen rags imported into this country and
worked here in the form of shoddy take the place of wool to a large
extent, and furnish one of the means by which the price of wool has
been largely crowded down.

Now if'it is proposed to put wool upon the free-list,woolen rags, of
course, shonld follow in the same direction. But if it is not proposed
to put wool upon the free-list,then woolen rags should not be put upon
the free-list but should retain the same duty that they have at present,
competing, as they do in so material an extent, with the use of wool. I
would therefore suggest to the gentleman from Texas that by unani-
mous consent we pass over this line until we shall have reached and
determined the question of wool.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous
consent that this line may be passed for the present.

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not see the chairman of the Waysand Means
Committee present,but I noticed the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
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BRECKINRIDGE], who is on that committee. I will say to that gentle-
man what I said a moment ago, thinking the chairman of the commit-
tee was present, that if wool is put on the free-list, then of eourse
woolen rags ought to be, but if' wool is not put on the free-'ist woolen
rags should not be. My question was whether the committee would
not consent to pass over this line until wool is disposed of.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I heard the gentleman’s re-
mark and consulted with the chairman of the committee (who has
been called out), and he objected to passing over this line.

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I hope that the motion which I have made
that this line be stricken out may be adopted, for this is simply the
E;Jeliminary contest with reference to the question of free wool. My

ief is that one of the most ruinous acts which this Congress counld
perform would be the placing of wool upon the free-list—ruinous not
simply to the farmers who produce wool in this country, but ruinous
in the long run to the consumer, resulting eventually in increasing
rather than decreasing the cost of woolen cloth to the consumer. Now,
as this is the preliminary step in the matter, and the question practi-
cally is to be determined here, for woolen rags should not be put upon
the free-list unless wool is to be, I hope that this House will meet the
question at this point dnd determine whether it is tobe the policy of the

majority to put wool upon the free-list, as this bill proposes, in which-

case, of course, woolen rags wonld follow.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, in 1866 this
question of free woolen rags was under debate in this House in connec-
tion with the question of the making of shoddy. It was not pro
at that time to put wool upon the free-list, and I send to the Clerk’s
desk an extract from the debate giving the remarks of one of the pres-
ent members of the Committee on Ways and Means of this House, the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], from which it will be
seen that even if wool were not to be put upon the free-list, which is
altogether an idle supposition at this time—that even if it were not to
be put upon the free-list, yet very weighty authority upon the other
side of the House then held that nevertheless woolen rags should be
put upon the free-list. I ask the Clerk to read the extract which I
send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows: -

July 28, 1866.

Mr. KeLLEY. Let the raw material come in. Let us make blankets that will
drive out English blankets. Let us make our own " English frieze” and * Pe-
terboro' frosted beaver.” Let us be able to rival England and France and other
representative nations in making these cloths,

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, this was
about woolen rags, and it is true now as then that if anything is raw
material I suppose it is old rags.

And upon the question of raw material I wish to have read an ex-
tract trom the remarks of Mr. DAWES showing how different were the
views entertained by gentlemen upon the other side of the House at
that time from those entertained there now.

The Clerk read as follows:

June 29, 1866.

Mr. Dawes, The duly must be levied on the raw material or on the manu-
factured article. If you levy it on the raw material you discriminate against
American labor,and if you levy iton the manufactured artiele you discriminate
in favor of American labor. You must have either a protective tariff ora tariff
which discriminales against American labor.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I submit, sir, that it is noth-
ing less than mockery for this same class of gentlemen to now claim,
when we are trying to do what they said until the recent past was best
for labor, that we shall lessen wages. Your party has taken a new de-
parture. You are the Chinese party of monopoly.

Mr. ADAMS rose. :

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted.

Mr. ADAMS. The amendment pending is to strike out the line.
1 move to amend the line by striking out the last three words and in-
serting in lien thereof the word ‘‘ cotton.”

A MeMBER. Cotton rags are on the free-list.

Mr. ADAMS. -Well, I make the motion merely for the purpose of
submitting a few remarks. By the existing law I find—

Mr. MILLS, Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman from Illinois to
yield so that I may make a motion that the committee rise, in order
to let the Committee on Appropriations present a bill,

Mr. ADAMS assented.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ApAMS] hav-
ing the floor, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
MiLLs] to make the motion indicated by him.

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee do now rise.

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLOUNT having resumed
the chair as Speaker pro fempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee
of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill
(H. R. 9051) to redunce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to
the collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution thereon.

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the Hounse the legislative,
executive, and judicial appropriation bill, with the action of the Sen-
ate thereon, as follows:

. IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, Junc 26, 1883,
Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments,

Mz. FORNEY. I move thatthe Houseinsist upon its disagreement
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to the amendments of the Senate, and ask for a committee of confer-
ence.

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker pro fempore appointed as
conferees on the part of the House Mr. FORNEY, Mr. RANDALL, and
Mr. CANNON,

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. HATCH. I rise to a privileged motion. I am instructed by
the Committee on Agriculture to move that the House non-concur in
the amendments of the Senate to the agricultural appropriation bill,
and agrese to the conference asked by the Senate. 2
b'ﬁ'he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the title of the

111,

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R.10233) making an appropriation for the Department of Agricult-
ure for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1839, and for other purposes,

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, ought not these amendments to go to
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They must take that course if a point
of order be made. :
Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HaTcn] will

state the purport of these amendments, I shall probably make no
point of order.

Mr. HATCH., There is no necessity that the amendment should go
to the Committee of the Whole. The two principal amendments—the
only ones on which there will be any controversy—will come before
the House at the proper time. One of these proposes to appropriate
$100,000 for additional sngar experiments—a matter that the House
committee considered as closed with the last report, and a matter for
which no appropriation was asked by the Commissioner of Agriculture
in the Book of Estimates. The other of these amendments proposes
an appropriation of $25,000 for an agricultural experiment station,
somewhere outin the Northwest. This is proposed just after we have
established an experiment station in every State and Territory where
there is an agricaltural college.

Mr. ADAMS. May I ask the gentleman whether he is in favor of
concurring or non-concurring, and if so, why ?

Mr. HATCH. My motion is to non-concur in the Senate amend-
ments, and let them go to a conference committee. When the confer-
ence report is presented, the House can take a vote upon the question,
If the gentleman wants my individual opinion, I have no hesitation in
the world in giving it to him.

Mr. ADAMS, That is the only opinion I can get now.

Mr. HATCH. I have voted for every appropriation for these sugar
experiments down to a point where every single man connected with the
matter said that every dollar that was necessary had been appropri-
ated. Not only that, the committee authorized and instrncted me to
say upon the floor on their behalf that they would ask no further
appropriation for this purpose.

I did make that statementa yearago. These experiments have gone
as far as the Commissioner himself can find anything to experiment
upen, except that yon can take $100,000 of the people’s money and
throw it into the pockets of some favored man who happens to have a
sugar manufactory sitnated somewhere in some favored district. That
is all there is in the matter.

Mr. ADAMS. With the exception of those two amendments there
is nothing substantial involved.

Mr. HATCH. The others are small amendments, cutting down or
raising a salary here and there; they amount to nothing substantial.

Mr. ADAMS. I make no point of order.

Mr. HATCH. I demand the previous question on my motion that
the House non-concur in the Senate amendments and agree to the con-
ference asked by the Senate.

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof
the motion of Mr. HATCH was agreed to.

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was
agll;ieed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider belaid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. BELMONT. Irise to make a privileged motion—that the House
agree to the conference report on the disagreeing votes of the Senate
and House upon the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the
diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year
1889. The report is at the desk. I ask that it be laid before the
Hounse. I desire to move that the report be agreed to and that the -
House insist on its disagreement to the amendment numbered 16, and
ask a further conference with the Senate on that amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT,

The committee of conference on the disa

the d ts of the S te to the bill (H. R. 6533) " making appropriations

for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year

1889." having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and
dor end to their pective H

as follows :
‘That the Senate recede from its d t: hered 17, 22, 23, 24, 25, and 31.
That the House recede from itsd ment to the amendments of the Senate

fughemdl,ﬂ,&i.ﬁ,ﬁ.?,ﬁ.w,u.ls.ls, 14,15,19, 20, 21, 26, 27, 28, 29, and 30, and agree
o0 the same, ~
A d t bered 9: That the House recede from its disagreement to

eing votes of the two Houseson ~
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the d t of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amend-
rent as follows: Strike out from said amendment the words ** and consul-gen-
eral;" and the Senate agreeto the same.

Amendment numbe 18: That the House recede from its disagreement to
the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amend-
mant as follows : * trike out the sum named in said amendment and insert in
lieu thereof $378,500; and the Senate agree to the same, S

o (Soin 3 =

Amend 16: As to amendment numb
conlf has been unabl

PERRY BELMONT,
JAMES B. McCREARY,
WM. W, MORROW,

Managers on the part of the House.

- EUGENE HALE,

W. B. ALLISON,
JAS, B. BECK,

Managers on the part of the Senales

The following statement was subsequently furnished to accompany
the report:

The managers on the part of the House submit the following stalement, to
accompany the report:

The prinecipal amendments made by the Senate, in which the House managers
concurred, change the rank of several of the foreign missions, without increasing
the salaries, and provide for two additional secretaries of legation. The con-
ferees have been unable to agree upon the provision for an ex];ed{tton to ex-
plore and report upon the resources of the Congo Basin, and ask for a further

erence.
PERRY BELMONT,
JAS. B. McCREARY,
WAL W. MORROW,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT]
state what the sixteenth amendment is?

Mr. BELMONT. The sixteenth amendment provides for an appro-
priation of $25,000 for a commission to explore the Congo Basin and
report upon its products and commerecial capabilities. The Senate in-
sists upon that amendment; we desire to insist upon our disagreement,
and ask a further conference.

Mr. BURROWS. Is there any statement furnished by the House
conferees in connection with this report?

Mr. BELMONT. 1 can give it verbally.

Mr. BURROWS. But I understood this was a conference report.

Mr. BELMONT. It is the conference report as agreed to by the

ittee of

to agree.

Senate.’

Mr. BURROWS. But there are certain amendments of which we
desire to know the eflect.

Mr. BELMONT. I will state to the House——

AMr. BURROWS. The rules require that a written statement be
submitted by the House conferees to accompany the conference report.

Mr. BELMONT. Dol understand that the gentleman insists npon
a written statement?

Mr. BURROWS. The rules require it. I will, however, waive the
demand if the gentleman will state the matters in issue between the
two Houses.

Mr. RANDALL. Iask that the gentleman from New York have
leave to file that statement hereafter.

Mr. BURROWS. Of course the report as read by the Clerk that
certain amendments designated by number are agreed to, and certain
others disagreed to, does not convey any information.

Mr. BELMONT. I will repeat the statement which I made at the
time of the ordering of the conference. There have been comparatively
few and unimportant changes made by the Senate. The amendments
we have agreed to raise the rank of ministers-residents to that of envoys
without increase of salaries. There are some changes by the Senate in
regard to Mexican consulates. Some of these strongly commended
themselves to the House conferees, particularly the transfer of the con-
sulate-general from Matamoros to Nuevo Laredo. But others conld
not be adopted without doing injustice, and the result of the confer-
ence was that all the proposed changes were abandoned, the Senate
conferees desiring to either have all the changes retained or none. *So,
in this respect, the bill is now as it passed the House.

Mr. ADAMS. Hasthe House considered these amendments, or were
they by unanimous consent sent to conference?

Mr. BELMONT. They were sent to conference by unanimons con-
sent, after a statement such as I have already made in reply to the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLyMAN].

,_ Mr, ADAMS. Did the House consider the Senate amendments?

Mr. BELMONT. After astatement made in the House they were
sent to a conference committee.

Mr. ADAMS. A conference was ordered by unanimous consent, ne-
cording to a practice which the gentleman knows, I suppose.

Mr. SPINOLA. I move by unanimous consent the time of the ses-
sion be extended five minutes, so we may dispose of this matter.

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Michigan in-
gist on the point of order?

Mr. BURROWS. Ido not.

The SPEAKER pro {empore.
of the conference report. .

The conference report was adopted.

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer-
‘ence rt was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider
be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

The question recurs on the adoption

Mr, BELMONT. In accordance with the s
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], I wi
ment to accompany the report.

CONFEREES APPOINTED.

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the disagree-
ing votes of the two Houses on the agricultural bill, Mr. HaTcm, Mr.
DAviDsoN of Alabama, and Mr. CONGER.

The hour of 5 o’clock p. m. having arrived (in accordance with the
previous order), the House adjourned.

PRIVATE BILLS INTEODUCED AND REFERRED.

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced
and referred as imdicated below: .

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R, 10644) granting a pension to
Elizabeth Peterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (H. R. 10645) for the relief of Enoch
Pierce—to the Committee on Pensions. 3

By Mr. MERRIMAN: A bill (H. R. 10646) granting an increase of
pension to Harriet E. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 10647) granting a pension to Sam-
uel J. Wright-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 10648) to correct the mili-
tary record of Cincinatus Condict—to the Committee on Military Af-
fairs.

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 10649) to increase the pension of
Mrs. Sue B. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WOODBURN: A bill (H. R. 10650) removing the charge of
desertion from the military record of Mathew Totten—to the Commit-
tee on Military Affnirs.

By Mr. SENEY: A hill (H. R. 10651) granting a pension to Arminda
H. Tracy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

ion of the gentle-
add a written state-

PETITIONS, ETC.
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk,

‘under the rule, and referred as follows:

By Mr. GEST: Papers in the pension claim of Eliza Richardsou—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HARMER: Joint memorial of the Board of Trade, Commer-
cial, Maritime, and Drug Exchanges of Philadelphia, opposing Senate
bill No. 1448 and House bill No. 4923—to the Committece on Rivers
and Harbors.

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of A. Park and others, of Euclid, Howard
County, Arkansas, for amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to
the Committee on Commerce. 7

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Mrs. Mary L. Behr, of Shelby County,
Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Conrt of Claims—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of W. B. Cooper, and of William
M. Lewman, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

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

By Mr. WALKER: Of 20 citizens of Douglas County, Missouri.

The following petition praying for the enactment of a law provid-
ing temporary aid for common schodls, to be disbursed on the basis of
illiteracy, was referred to the Committee on Education:

By Mr. OSBORNE: Of 390 citizens of the United States.

SENATE.
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLER, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read aud approved.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. STEWART presented a memorial of raisin-growers, citizens of
Fresno County, California, remonstrating against a redunction of the
tariff on raisins; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. VEST. I present petitions of the Merchants’ Exchanges of St.
Louis, Cincinnati, Louisville, Nashville, Chattanooga, Atlanta, and
Tampa, praying that an appropriation be made for improving the har-
bor of Tampa Bay, Florida, at Mango Point. This is one of the items
in the river and harbor bill that is pending, and I suppose the proper
course would be to let the petitions lie on the table and be printed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The petitions will lie on the table
and be printed, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none.

Mr. GEORGE presented the petition of Lounisa Q. Lovell and others,
heirs of General John A. Quitman, praying to have their claim against
the Government for rent of plantation belonging to them, sitnated in
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