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Class 
rank. 

29. 
=~s. 
39. 
40. 
41. 
42. 
43. 
44. 

Attaclted to the Infantry .Arm. 
Cadet William R. Sample to the Fourteenth Infantry. 
Cadet William R. Dashiell to the Eighth Infantry. 
Cadeb Eli A. Helmick to the Eleventh Infantry. 
Cadet Alexander W. Perry to the First Infantry. 
Cadet William T. Littebrant to the Nineteenth Infantry. 
Cadet Charles G. French to the Twentieth Infantry. 
Cadet Capers D. Vance to•the Twenty-first Infantry. 
Cadet 1\latthew C. Butler, jr., to the Fourteenth Infantry. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. -
MONDAY, July 9, 18~8. 

The Honse met at 11 o'clock a . m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN', D. D. 

The .Tournai of Saturday's proceedings was read and approved. 

the matter and report the result of such investigation to the House with such 
recommendations as the said committ-ee might agree upon; and 

' Vherei\S the purpose of said resolution was, among other things, to obtai!' 
information in regard to the so-called sugar trust and enable the House intelh· 
gently to consider a revision of the tariff duties on sugar, and al!o to obtain in
formation in regard to the so-called Standard Oil trust and enable the House 
to consider whether legislation in regard thereto ought to be had during the 
present session of Congress; and . 

WhereRs the broad scope of the resolution as adopted by the House renders it 
impracticable for the Committee on Manufactures to make during the present 
ses ion a final report with recommendations covering all tbe subject-tuatters 
embraced within the terms of said l'csolution: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committ-ee on Manufactures be direct-ed to report imme
diately to the House, with o r without recommendation, aU the evidence here
tofore taken by said committee relating to the so·called sugar trust; and that 
said committee be also directed immediately to make a sep:uate report to the 
House, with or without recommendation, of all the evidence he1·etofore ta.l;:en 
by said committee relating to tbe so-called Standard Oil trust. 

l\Ir. ADAMS. I do not care whether the resolution goes to the Com
mittee on Hules or to the Committee on Manufactures, to which it re
lates. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Rules. 

LEA. VE OF ABSENCE. PUBLIC BUILDING, C.Al\IDEN, N. J. 

~y unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: Mr. HIRES introduced a bill (H. H. 10754) to amend an act entitled 
To Mr. CRISP, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. "An act for the erection of a public building at Camden, N.J.;" which 
To Mr. ROWLAND, for one day, on account of sickness. was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 

E 7ROLLED BILLS SIGNED. I Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
l\Ir. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD, VICKSBURG. 

t~cy hacl examined .n.nd f<?und.truly enroll eel bills and j.oint resolutions Mr. CATCHINGS introduced a bill (H. R. 10755) to provide for the 
of the .House of th.e followmg t1tl~s; when th~ Speaker signed ~he same: repair of the road built by the Government from Vicksburg, M:iss., to 

A b:ll (H. h . 1387) for the .r~hefof certam vo~unteer sol<;Uers; the national cemetery adjacent theteto; which was read n. first and 
T.' !'>-- b1l~ (H. _R. 5096) ~uthonzwg_ \he constructiOn of a bndge across second time, re:ferred to the Committee on l\lilitary .A.:ffairs, and or-
.. •lmt R1ver, m the Staa~ of Georgh't; dm·ed to be printed. 

A bill (H. R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of the 
war of1812; 

A hill (H. R. 9816) to authorize the building of a railmad bridge at 
Fort Smith, Ark.; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 191) .relating to the pages of the House of 
Representatives; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 193) directing the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives to n.mend the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 9397) mak
ing ~ppropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. CONGER.. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit

tee of the Whole-- [Cries of ''Regular order!"] 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call 

of Sta.tes and Territories for the introduction and reference of bills and 
resolutions. 

CONTRACT LABOR. 
Mr. FORD. I offer the resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is alleged that the present immigration to the United States is ex
cessive, artificial, and injurious, and is encouraged to satisfy private greed; 

Whereas it is charged by prominent journals that the law prohil..liting the im
portation of contract labor is being extensi\·ely evaded, owing to a lack of ma
chinery to enforce the provisions of said law; 

Whereas it is claimed that the present indiscriminate immigration is not vol
untary or natural, but is promoted and stimulated by transportation companies 
·and by so-called bankers and padroni in .America.. and that such immigration' 
is having the effect of decreasing the wages of the workingmen in the United 
States: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Speaker shall appointaselectcommitteeoffive, which 
committee is hereby authorized and directed to investigate the subject-matter 
herein referred to, a:qd report their conclusions thereon to the House at the 
earliest practicable moment, by bill or otherwise. Such inves1igation shall be 
conducted at such times and places as the said committee may deem proper, 
and may be continued after the adjournment of the present session of Cpngress 
if necessary. Said committee is hereby authorized to send for and examine per
sons, books, and papers, and administer oaths to witnesses, and to employ a 
messenger and stenographer, and the expenses of said investigation shall 'be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. FORD. I ask that the resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to inquire how it becomes perti-
nent to that committee. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and wa.s in doubt as to the result. 
A division was called for. · 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 56, noes 47. 
So the motion to refer the resolution to the Committee on Military 

Affajra was agreed to. 
SUGAR .AND OIL TRUSTS. 

Mr. ADAMS. I offer a resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk 
and desire to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas on January 25,1888, a resolution was adopt-ed by the House reciting 

that certain individuals and corporations had combined to increase the price of 
some of the necessaries of life, thereby injuriously affecting commerce between 
the States and impairing the revenues of the United States derived from its 
dntiea on. imports, and requiring the Committee on Manufactures to investigate 

XIX-377 

LIFE-SA. VING STATION, L.A.KE ONTARIO. 
Mr. NUTTL G introduced a hill (H. R. 10756) to establish a life

s::tving station on the coast of Lake Ontario. in the county of Oswego; 
which was read n. first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to he printed. 

BLAIR-EDUCATIONAL BILL. 
Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE submitted the following1·esolution; 

wilich was 1·eferred to the Committee on Hules: 
Whereas the people of the United States have largely petitioned Congress for 

the passage of a bill to aid in the establishment and temporary support of com· 
mon schools; and 

1Vherens many of the States, through their legislative assemblies, have urged 
the necessity of such aid, notably that of the State of Virginia, in a joint resolu
tion, as follows: 

Resolved (the House of Delegates concw-ring), That the Senators from Virginia be 
instructed, and the members of the House of Representatives from Virginia be 
requested, to vote for Federal aid to public free schools, and to support the meas
ure commonly known as the Blair bill, or some other bett-er measure; and 

W hereas the Senate, during the early part of the present session of Congress, 
passed Senate bill 371.1 being a bill to aid in the establishment p.nd temporary 
support of common scnools; and 

'.Yhereas said bill has been before the Committee on Education for several 
months; and 

'Vhereas the majority of said committee h:~.ve failed to report said bill and 
have the same placed on the Ca1endar of the House for its action; and 

Whereas tbe majority of the committee have refused to meet to consider said 
bill and have on various occasions Left the committee-room for the purpose of 
breaking a quorum, so as to prevent the consideration of said bill; and 

'Vhereas the r..epublicans in caucus have asked unanimously that said bill be 
reoorted and placed on the Calendar of the House; and 

'.Yhereas it is contrary to the spirit of the Constitution and subversive of free 
government to suppress the will of the people: 

Resol1:ed, That the Committee on Education are hereby relieved from the fur
ther consideration of said bill, and that '.ruesday, the 17th day of July, be Eeb 
apart for the consideration of said bill, that it shall have precedence of all other 
business until disposed of, and that no dilatory motions shall be entertained 
during the consideration of said bill. 

PERSO ... :r.AL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. .Mr. Speaker, I rise to a personal explann.tion. 

I notice in the RECORD of July 7, that my colleague [Mr. GROSVENOR], 
speaking of his pair upon the laud-forfeiture bill, used the following 
language: 

I am announced as being paired with my colleague [Mr. OUTHWAITE]. I un
derstand that if he were present he would vote " no;" I therefore u phold the 
pair and would have voted in the affirmative. 

I do not know whence the gentleman received his understanding. 
If he were present this morning I should have inquired of him, hut 
he is not present. I should have voted ''yea" upon all occasions on 
that bill. I h ave supported the bill as earnestly as I possibly could, 
and, as it was distinctively a Democratic measure, I can not conceive 
bow the gentleman should l1ave supposed that I would have voted 
"no." 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to introduce a bill. 
Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Illi

nois rise? 
Mr. LAWLER. At the end of the roll-call I wish to ask unanimou!J 

consent to have a petition printed. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded by several 

gentlemen, and the Chair i<J executing the regula.J: order. The ~entia-
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man from Mjssouri [Mr. BLAND] is recogmzed to introduce .a bill from .Texas has designated, I will not further urge at this time the busi
rmder the mll . ness of the District of Columbia Committee, as there is an evident ma

STANDARD OF LESGTH1 ETC. jority against its consideration i:o-day. But I would like to say that 
when -we get through mtb. the tariff bill I will, throwing myself upon 
the mercy and kindness of the House, appe:U to it to give us additional 
time for the consideration of our District measures. 

Mr. ?-.IILLS. I yield a moment to the gentleman from Cn.lifornia 
[Mr. BIGGS]. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 10757) to establish public 
standards of length and standard directions for ascertaining the varia
tions of the compass; which was read a first and se~ond time, referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, ~Weights, and Measures, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BIGGS. I ask unanimous consent that the· Committee of the 
CAPITOL, NORTH 0 AND SOUTH WASHINGTON RAILWAY COl\IPANY. Whole be discharged from the further con:.-ideration of the bill which 

Mr. DREWER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 10758) to amend I send to the desk, and that it be put on its passage. 
the charter of the Capitol, North 0 Street and South Washington Rail- 1\fr. BUCHANAN. After our experience of the last two days, I call 
way Company; which was read a fu:st and soeond time, referred to the for the regular order. 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 1\Ir. BIGGS. I hope the gentleman will not object; it is a. bill that 

l'ENSIONS OF SURVIVORS OF WAR OF 1812. be bas agreed to. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 10759) lli. BUCHANAN. I will object until these things are made less 

to increase the pensions of the survivors of the war of 1812; which was one-sided. 
read a. first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, Mr. :MILLS. I move that the House re olve itself into Commit-
and ordered to be print-ed. tee of the Wbole on the state of the Union to resume the consider-

...1..MENDi}IENT OF POSTAL APPROPRIATION ACT. ation of the tariff bill. Before that question is put, I ask con~ent 
Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 10760) to amend section 245, that we close debate on the pending paragraph of the bill at 1 o'clock 

to-day. 
chapter 456, of "An act ma~ng appropriations for the service of the 1!1r. RYAN. .And all amendments? 
Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending J nne 30, 1875, and for Mr. MILLS. And all amendments. .After that you can >ote as 
other purposes;'' which was read a :first and second time, referred to the much as you please. 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. Mr. CANNON. So far as concerns the amendment I have offered, 

lUI·. MILLS. I call for the regular order. and so far aa concerns myself in connection with it, I will say, speak-
coL. JOHN GEORGE RYAN. ing for myself, that I am ready to consent that the debate be closed at 

Mr. LAWLER. I hold in my band a petition ma1..-ing a claim any time. But so far as concerns .closing debate on amendments which 
arrainst the Government for damages for the false imprisonment of Col. are to follow, several of which, of great importance I understand, are 
J~hn George Ryan, who was claimed to be John Surratt, concerned in to be offered in good faith, I can not, for one, assent to closing debate 
the conspiracy a.,o-ainst the life ,of Abraham Lincoln. This is a very in any time short of two days. Perhaps the subject may not take us 
important.mn.tter, damages being claimed to the .amount of $100,000. so long as that, but a number of .gentlemen want to offer amendments 
I do not ask that the petition with theaecompanying a:ffi.da~its be read, in good taith and want an opportunity to discuss them. 
but I desire that it be published in the REcoRD. Mr. MILLS. It seems to me we ought to come to some agreement 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded, and unless to limit debate and finish this whole paragraph to-day. 
that demand be withdrawn the Chair can not entertain the gentleman's Mr. REED. I do not believe there will be any discussion beyond 
request. Does the gentleman from Texas withdraw his demand? what is necessary, and I think the gentleman had better let it run on 

Mr. ~IILLS. Yes, sir. for a while. -
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois.[Mr. LAWLER] asks .Mr. !fiLLS. Very well. Then I mo-vethattheRouseresolveitself 

to have this petition printed in t-he RECO.RD. into Committee of the Whole, a~d let the debate drift. 
Mr. HOL~1AN". 'Vithont the names? The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. LAWLER. There is oruy one name. The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? Mr. SPRIKGER in the chair. 
Mr. STEELE. What is the petition? THE TARIFF. 
The SPEAKER. The gentlem.aniromlllinoissta.tes that it is ape- The CHAIRl\IAN. The Honse is now in Committee of the Whole 

iition of a .certain gentleman who claims that he was falsely arrested for the further consideration of the tariff bill. The question is on the 
and imprisoned by the Government upon the allegation that he was motion of the gentleman from lllinois to strike out and insert what has 
.John Surmtt, and who asks damages to the amount of $100,000. been read. 

Mr. STEELE. I think the petition had better go to the proper [Mr. WILKINSON withholds his remarks for revision. See A.PPE.J.'\-
committee. I object. DIX.] 

1\fr. LAWLER. What objection can the gentleman have to printing Mr. CONGER. ~Ir. Chairman, I believe I owe the Honse no apology 
the petition in the RECORD"? ., for occupying a few moments this morning, this being the first time I 

Mr. STEELE. It is not necessary to lumber up the RECORD with .have intruded myself into the discussion of this question. I learned 
matters which are not pertinent. very :early in the course of this debate that discussion on this question 

ORDER .OF BUSINESS. was of very little use to us here. I -comprehended long since the 
The SPEAKER. This day, being the second Mond.ay of the month, star cbambE:r proceedings of tbe Committee on Ways .and !>leans. I 

is set apart for the consideration of 'business of the Committee on the learned that no discussion, no appeals, no protests from this side of the 
District of Columbia, if claimed by that committee. If not, the ordi- House would a-vail to change one paragraph, sentence, tine, or word of 
nary business of the House will proceed. . this bill. The unalterable fiat had gone forth that their dark-lantern 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- bill must pass just as it came from the committee, with possibly a few 
mitt.ee of the Whole for the purpose of taking up Rouse bill No. 8272. ex.ceptions agreed to in caucus, where a pot of glue or a W?oden screw 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 
1 
Dllgh~ serve to mend~. broken fences of some D.emocrati.c Con.,DTess-

A bill (H. B.. 8272) to provide for the p:1.yment of F. H. Bates as military in- man ln a very close district. [Laughter.] 
siruclo:r at th.c Washington High Sehool, District of Columbia. I do not intend now to enter into a discussion of its merits. Over 

The question being taken on the motion of 1\fr. HEMPHILL, it was three hundred bours of continuous debate here have !fa.il.ed to con~ert 
not agreed to; there being-ayes 15, noes 63. one single member of this House. What, then, is the use of talking? 

Mr. ltllLLS. I now rise for the purpose of moving that the House ! -am not especially Charmed with the sound of my own voice. Nor is 
go into Committee of tbe Whole, but I will yield a moment to the it necessary to inform my constituents how I stand on this question; 
gentleman from California [Mr. BIGGS]. I bave frequently declared to them my position. They understand that 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from So nth Carolina [Mr. liEMP- I am an American; tbati am a protectionist from the crown of my head 
rrrr~T~] desires to call np nnother bill. to the soles of my feet, and that consequently I am a Rep-ublican, and 

.Mr. HEMPHILL. I think it fair to the House to state that we are that I stand upon the platform of the Republican party . 
.Prepared to go on with District business, if the House will sustain us, Gentlemen on the othersideofthisHousew.howereso terribly elated 
and are anxious to do so. But it is not necessary to consume time in by our friendly dialogue here last Saturday need not worry themsel>es 
Jllaking Tepeated motions. I will therefore submit only '()ne other about our family affairs. I desire to say to them that we are not afraid 
motion, with the ~iew of testing the sense of the.House as to whether to discuss this question among ourselves. We may differ as to the ways 
we shall bo permitted to go on with District business to-day. I there- and means which should be used in correcting the irregularities and in
fore move that the Hoose resohe itself into Committee of the Whole equalities of the tariff while preserving the protective principle, yet, 
for the purpose of taking up the bill (H . .R. 9581) to incorporate the Mr. Chairman, as to the principle and its results we are one. The ven-
Ge01·getown Barge., Dock, Ehrrator and Railway Company. -erable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] may not travel in 

Mr. MILLS. I hope that motion will be voted down. the exact line with his more conservative brother, the gentleman from 
The que3tion being tak~n, the motion .of Mr. HEMPHILL was not lllinois [Mr. CANNON], andmyfriend from California [Ur McKENN.A] 

agreed to; there being-ayes 7, noes 76. and the gentleman from KansasfMr. PETERS] maydifferslightlywith 
1\lr. HEMPHILL. In consideration ofthe action just taken by the my colleagues from Iowa and my elf. .And some of ns may even be 

House, indicating its desire to consider the bill which the gentleman in fay-or of free lumber, free salt, free rice, .and free sugar, p.nd be op-
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J?OSed to bounties, yet we may all stand solidly together upon the nar
tional Republican platform, and we all do stand uncompromisingly in 
favor of the prosperity and growth of all our country, and of the ele
vation, the advancement, the peace, and happiness of all our people. 
Oh, gentlemen on the other side, you need not trouble yourselves about 
the Hepublica.n platform. We will take care of that. And right here 
I desire to have the Clerk read, for your information, an epitome of that 
platform, so that you may be more fully conversant with it than you 
seem to be now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Condensed into the form of a short creed, the Republican platform iS some-

thing like this: • 
We believe in a. free ballot and in having every yote counted; 
We believe in protection for protection's sake, and we are not ashamed of it; 
We believe in abolishing internal taxes created for war purposes ; 
We believe in the direct protection of .American labor against cheap foreign 

labor; 
We believe in free internal competition; 
w· e believe in railroad regulation;~ 
We believe in homesteads and good homestead titles for citizens; 
We believe in home rule for big and intelligent Territories; 
We believe in a double monetary sta.ndard ; 
We believe in the utmost facilities for education, as worth all they Clln cost; 
'Ve believe~n a big merchant marine and in .American ship-yards; . 
We believe in a good navy, good coast defenses, and good water routes for 

commerce; _ 
We believe in making other nations respect our rights and pay for all they 

getfrom us; 
We believe in protecting American citizens against foreign interference, not 

only at home, but in any part of the world; 
\Ve believe in ci\-il service reform more than e"'er; .and 
We believe that nothing is too good for the soldiers who risked. their li..-es to 

save the country, and saved it.-New York Press. 

Mr. CONGER. Those are the principles on which the Republican 
party stands. Those are the prindples which the manufacturers of this 
country indorse; those are the principles which the farmers of this 
country indorse ; those are the principles which the minera of this 
country indorse; those are the principles which the wage-earners every
where indorse; and which will receive on the 6th of November next 
so un i versa.! an indorsement that they will thenceforward be recognized 
not only asthecreedoftheRepubli~wpurtybutthe creedofthenation. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

1\Ir. WHITE, of Indiana, addressed the Chair. 
l\Ir. 1\IILLS. I now ask Rnanimous consent that .a vote be taken on 

the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [M:r. CANNON]. We 
can then goon and talkuponsomeotherpropositi.on. [Cries of" Vote!" 
"Vote!"] 

Ur. WHITE, of Indiana.. I would like to speak for five minutes. 
Mr. :MILLS. I move that the committee rise. 
Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman wants only five minutes. 
Mr . .MILLS. Then I will withdraw my motion. 
Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have nad the following 

amenament, to be presented at the proper time: 
Strike out line 32!) down to and including the word" gallon," iri line 355,and 

i nsert the following: "All sugars and molasses shall, on ar.d after .January 1, 
183!>, be admitted free of duty." 

1\Ir. Chairm~ in the levying of impost duties I believe they should 
bo so adjusted as to develop our industries. '];'his has become the set
tled policy of this country and I do not believe any considerable por
tion of our people desire to change it. But when it has been demon
strated by means of a high protective tariff after years of trial that the 
industry is not susceptible of development in this country so as to meet 
the wants of the people, then I believe we should place the article on 
the free-list. Hence I have offered the amendment which has just beeu 
read. 

Sugar, one of the great necessities of life, as made from sugar-cane 
proper, can only be pr{}duced in alimitedareaofthe United States. It 
matters not to what extent we foster this industry by a tariff, we ca-n 
not extend or materially develop it. The amount of the annual pro
duction is less than $20,000,000. A fraction over one-tenth of the 
amount consumed is produced in this country. - Our people pay a 
yearly tax ot over $56,000,1()00 on this on.e article alone. We do not 
produce to-day Iiear as much sugar as we did before the war. In 
1861-'62 we produced 539,830,500 pounds of sugar; in 1885-'86 the 
production was 302,754,.(86 ponnds. While our home consumption js 
increasing at the rate of 10 per cent., {)ur home product :is decreasing. 

During the past ten years we have paid out o-ver ~455,000,000 in duties 
on sugar. It is esti.m.ated that the ordinary-sized family pays not less 
than $5 in duties on the amount of sugar consumed in a year. Eighty
two per cent. ad valorem is the protection given sugar under the pres
ent law. T.his protection has not increased production, but has en
hanced the price. Now, after years of .a high protective tariff of 2 cents 

- a pound on sugar and the production decreasing and equal to-day to 
only one-tenth of onr consumption, is it the part of wisdom, I · ask, or 
of statesmanshlp ro longer continue the duty? Our Democratic friends 
need not longer talk about consistency, for it isn.ot found in .a bill con
taining such a hardship on the people. While this bill may .hav-e some 
merit, yet it will not meet with favor by the people of this country 
when it contains such a manifest injustice. 

But Louisiana must be kept in the Democratic column, even if it 
compels our Democratic friel!_ds to support a measure which is neither 

"fish or fow 1," neither protection or free trade-a bill illogical and 
built on no connected plan, the chief characteristic of which is its ex-
treme sectionalism. _ 

We hear just now of won~rful experiments in the obtaining of a 
large percentage of sugar from sorghum cane. If it should prove to be 
true as stated, illinois, Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, and Nebraska can pro
duce sugar for the world, for we can raise sorghum cane as certain as 
Indian corn. I would make liberal appropriations to continue these 
experiments, not only in Southeastern Kansas but in Iowa, Illinois, 
and other States, and if it proves to be a success, as claimed and hoped, 
it will be a very easy matter to renew the tariff on sugar and assist in 
developing this new industry. 

Some of our friends advocate a bounty. The giving of direct bounties 
or subsidks it seems to me is contrary to the spirit of our form of gov
ernment. It is in the nature of class legislation, which I can not faYor. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 1\Ir. Chairman, when this question was 
first brought forward in the House I was not present, and thinking it 
was a proposition for free sugar, and that the result would be to strike 
down one of the industrial interests of the South, I felt like opposing 
it. I believe that the industries of this country, North, South, East, 
and West, no matter were they are located, deserve to receive the sup
port of every man on this :floor. But as the debate progressed, I ascer
t.'tined that it was proposed to make sugar free, and that it was also pro
posed to pay a bounty to those who are engaged in the production of 
sugar in this country. I decided in my own mind, after reflection, that 
the proposition was a wise one, and that it was a proper one to receive 
the approval of the House. 

Any gentleman on either side who differs in regard to that matter, 
and who opposes the adoption of such an amendment, would do well 
to carefully consider just what the result will be. When they go be
fore their constituents in any district, North or South, East or West, and 
say they lhwe voted against such an amendment, they will find it dif
ficult to convince them that they have acted in behalf of their best in
terests. 

Now, how is this bounty to affect the people of the country? It is 
a qu.estion whether they are to pay six millions of dollars, or sixty mill
ions of dollars 

According to the committee which formulated this bill, this is one of 
the clauses which th£>y ought to have stricken out, instead of asking for 
it the support of the House. If they had done that they would have 
acted in aceordance with the recommendation of the President of the 

-United States, and in favor of the people tax:ed upon the necessaries of 
life. 

Let me ask any gentleman upon this floor the question whether he 
does not consider sugar as one of the necessaries of life. If there is any 
one here who does not think so, let him ask his constituents, and he 
will :find that they are of an entirely different opinion, and he will find 
that they will say unive:r.sally that it is a necessary of life, and that it 
is not <>nly a necessary of life but that it is one of the prime necessaries 
of life. Like :flour in the house, they can not do without it. 

If the amendment making sugar free should pass the House and be
come a law, what will be the result? The poor man who goes to the 
store to buy a dollar's worth of sugar-.5-cent sugar, for that is the 
standard quality in this country-gem 20 pounds for a. dollar. If the 
amendment should pass and become a law the result would lle that in
stead <>f20 pounds he would get 32 pounds. Now, how are you going 
to explain to your people that you .have looked after their interest when 
you. defraud every workingman out of twelve pounds of sugar in every 
dollar's worth? If adopted, your constituents will get twelve pounds 
mora for a dollar than they now get, and if it is not adopted they will 
get only 20 pounds instead of 32 pounds. 

Now, our people do not complain that sugar is too high. They are 
not complaining of any commodity in this country as being too high . 
All they complain of is that at times they are out of employment, and 
at other times when they are employed they do not get sufficient wages. 
From whom, then, does the complaint come? It comes mainly from 
the rich people. It comes from those who brought about the abolition 
of the income tax;. They are always complaining. Governor St. John 
explained that in .his speech which I read this morning in the Sun. I 
have a. suit of clothes for which I paid $75. In Canada I could have 
purchased a similar suit of dothes for $20. By buying that suit here 
I had to pay $50 more. He does not stop to inquire how ill the long 
run the encouragement of each industry reduces prices generally while 
at the same tima all our industrial interests are sustained and encour
aged; but those are the men who areal ways complaining of high prica>, 
the men who are best able to pay them. 

It is just that kind of people who are too nice to use the domestic 
production, but who can afford to pay for theforejgn imports, and they 
ought to have the privilege of paying that duty. But does your work
ingman buy the imported article? He is glad to be able to buy the 
home product, and does not seek to get the imported article. He is 
very well satisfied with the domestic goods. Re is the one, therefore, 
that you ought to think .of in the consideration of your tariff. With 
the rich classes everything they get must come from Europe. [Ap
plause.] 
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Mr. MILLS. I hope now we will have a vote on this question. 
Mr. CANNON. So far as I am concerned, I am 1·eady for a vote on 

my amendment, but I would like :first to be permitted to occupy :five 
minu tes. • 

Mr. MILLS. Very well, with that understanding. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is understood that at the expiFation of the 

:fi ve minutes to be occupied by the gentleman from illinois the vote 
will be taken. 

l\Ir. DOCKERY. That is the agreement. 
Mr. CANNON. I want to say in that :five minutes, in reply to the 

genll'ernen-first in reply to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WILK
INSON J. I hold in my hands a statement taken from the official report 
made to and adopted by an international convention between Great 
Britain, France, and Germany in 1879 touching sugar, from which it 
appears that in many thousands of actual practical experiments in 
France in refining raw sugars there was practically,no loss of saccha
rine matter. In the high grades of sugar the loss was less than 1 per 
cent. , and since that time the business of refining sugar has been im
proved. 

A word in reply to the gentleman from Kentucky [~:1r. BRECKIN
RIDOE], who made that wonderful statement. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I would like to have the opportunity of stating 
to the gcnt1eman--

l\1r. CANNON. I can not yield . 
:Mr. WILKIN 'ON. I yielded to the gentleman's interruptions sev

eral times in the .course of my remarki'l, and hope he will allow me to 
make a single statement. 

Mr. CA.~ NON. I hope this interruption is not to bo taken out of 
my time. I would cheerfully yield to the gentleman if I bad ten or 
fifteen m iu n tes. 

A word; I say in reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, who always, 
when he talks in his &incerity and magnificence and smoothnc·ss, makes 
metecllike I wanted to say, "nowletnspray, brethren" [laughter]-in 
reply to him and his statement wherein he stated that the labor in the 
refinery ruu:st he protected, ana. that we can not cut down any lower 
and have anything left for decre!lse upon other articles than sugar, and 
for that reason did not cut unt 20 per cent, why, my friend, you can 
let raw sugar come in just as provided in the 1\Iills bill-and none other 
is or will be imported-and then if you go to the higher grades above 
No: 13, all of which pass through the refineries and none of which are 
iru ported, and uecrease the amount of the duty upon those higher grades 
one-half, von will just cut off $14,000,000 from the profits of there
finers anu leave them $14,000,000 still, and I say again, you will not 
affect the rcnnues of the Government one cent. '.rhe gentleman knows 
that. I belieY"e he is on the Committee on l\Ianufactnres. I think the 
Committee on Ways and Means know it. I think they knew it when 
they first dr(lW their bill, and first called the attention of the country 
and tlle Honse to it and boasted of this reform they were going to make. 
Bu t, :Mr. Chairman, when the biJt was reported and the refiners pro
te ted, the refinl'rs and the trusts were left in the Mills bill, and tlley 
struck out the reform they put in when it was first drawn up andre
ported to the committee. Why did you do it? I asked that question 
before ancl I ask it nO\Y, and nobody has so far answered it. Again I 
1·cpeat the inqniry, why did you do it? 

.1. ~ow a word in reO'arcl to my own amendment. I think that amend
ment ongh t to be adopted. I suppose it will not be. I apprehend 
that yon are not going to sacrifice the St. Louis platform in this par
ticular by adopting my amendment. True you havA been m::bking 
::.orne little inroads upon the platform by adopting some amendments, 
four or five mall changes, perhaps unimport.:'l.nt ~nes~ the wood·screws 
of Connecticut, for instance, to satisfy some people on the other side; 
hut I suppose you will not do it here, :first, because it would not suit 
Lonisinua. men, and second, it would not snit the sugar trust. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on theamendmentofthegentle-

ruan from Illinois [l\Ir. CANNt>N], which will again be read. 
The Clerk reacl the amendment, as follows: 

Strike out lines 329 to 36l, incl usive, of section 2, and insert as follows: 
''All sugars uot abo,·e No. 16 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups 

of cane juice or beetjnice, melnda, concentrated melada, concrete and conceu
tl·atetl mobs es, nn<.lall molasses tt'sting not above fifty-six degrees by the polari
scope not olhen•i'i. e specially euuruerat ed or provided for in this act shall be 
cxewpt from duty: Prorided, That if an export duty shall hereafter be laid upon 
sugar or molas. es by any country from whence the same may be imported, 
such sugar ot• molasses so imported shnll be subject to duty at tlle rates pro
Yided uy law at Lhe dale of the passage of this act. 

"All sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, three-tenths of 1 cent per 
po11nd. 

"l\lolns es testing above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, 1! cents per gal
lon. 

"l\Iaple sugar, 2 cents per pound of crystallizable sugar contained therein as 
ascertained by the polat·iscope. 

".l\laple sirup or molasses, 4 cents per_gnllon. 
"Glucose or grape sugar, 1 cent per pound. 
"Su!!'Rr candy not colored, 5 cents per pound. All other confectionery not 

specially enume~ated or provided for, made wholly or in part of sugar, and on 
. ugnrs after being refined when tinctured, colored, or in any other way adul
terated nnd on all chocolate confectionery, 10 cents per pound: Provided, That 
if an ex'port duty shall hereafter be laid upon sugar or molasses by any country 
from whence the samo mny be imported, such s ugar or molasses so imported 
shall be subject to duty as provided by In w at the date of the passage of this act: 
Provuudfut·tht1', Tllat for the encouragement of the production of SU&"ar and 

, 

molasses there shall be paid a. bounty to the producers thereof in the United 
. States, when made trom beets, sorghum, impher, or othe r sugar-c:tne raised in 
the United States, as follows : 

''On sugar, 2 cents for each pound of crystallizable sugar contained therein, as 
ascertained by the polariscope. On molasses testing n.boYo fi !ty-six de:.;rce by 
the polariscope, 6 cents per gallon; lestin~ not nboye My-six deg-rc • · by tile 
polariscope, 4 cents per gallon; and the bounties provided for in I his net shall 
be paid out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prcscri\Je." 

Tellers were demanded and ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Illi

nois [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from Texas [Ur. ~!ILLS] as 
tellers. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, I desi re to m · ke a parlittmentary 
inquiry; whether this amendment is not susceptible of dividon 'r 

'.rhe CHAIRMAN. It is a motion to strike out aml il:s ·rt, and is 
not susceptible of division. 

The committee divided; and there were-ayes 37, noes 103. 
So the amena'ment was rejected. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous con. ent that we ruay hnYe a 

yea-and-nay vote on this amendment in t he House. 
The CH.A.IRJI.I.AN. The committee can not make an arrangement of 

that kind that the House will recognize. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 11ir. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I scml 

to the Clerk's desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend in lines 336 and 337 by striking out "1.15 cents" and inscrl lng " seY
cnty one-hundredths of n. cent." 

In line 33:J strike out "thirty-two one-thous~mdths" and insert in t.:n<.l "two 
one-hundredths." 

:Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to occupy a little more than five minutes, 
and in order that I may not be interrupted I ask uoan1mons con'-'ent to 
speak fifteen minutes if I need the time. I probably shall 11ot I(;(l uire 
so much time. 

Therewas no objection. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I Imve of

fered proposes to reduce tlle duty on sugar from the present enormous 
rate oJ 82 per cent. to 41 per cent. or one-half; in other words, tore
duce the present specific mte of 1.40 cents per pound for mw sugar 
polarizing 75 degrees, to seventy one-hundredth cents per ponnd, ~ud 
the present rate of four one-hundredth cent per pound 1or ench addi
tional degree to two one-hnmlr.?dth cents per pound. 

Tlle amendment which I propo e is in harmony with the protccliYe 
lists of the present tariff, and treats sugar, from the protccti ,·e stand
point, as an article which ·may be produced in this country to the ex
tent of our wants, notwith~tanding tbe fact that we now protl w·e lesg 
sugar in the United Stn.tes than we did before the war raises a serions 
don bt as to our ability to overcome climatic dLud vanta~es. I n m will
ing, however, for the prc~ent to continue a policy uaseJ on the Lelief 
that we can develop the production of sugar to the extent of our 
wants. 

\Ye are frequently told by gentlemen upon the other side that then\·
erage duty imposed on imports on the dutiable lists o' the present tariff 
is 47 per cent., and that the Mills hill proposes to reduce that average 
only 7 per cent., leaving still an average of 40 per cent. 

Every gentleman who stop3 to consider the subject appreciates the 
fact that a comparison of two tariffs by their dutiable list"! alone with
out regard to their free-lists, for the purpose of showing tl1e :w rage 
imposed by each, is misleading and worthle-ss. No comparison that is 
ins ~ or instructive can be matle except by tak1ng both thefre and du
tiable lists and estimating the average duties of the hyo united, fot· it 
is only by doing this that any t..1.riff obtains proper allowance for tra!Js
fers from the duti.."tble to the free list. 

E. timated on this proper basis the average duty on all imports un
der the tariff of 182-1 was 47 per cent. ; nuder the tariff or 184G, 2G per 
cent., and under the tariff of 1883, tor the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1834, it was 281 per cent., and for the fiscal year ending June 3tt, 1 ~87 , 
in con equence of the reduction in the invoiced value or gooc1:3 on which 
specific duties "ere imposed-which reduction increased the ad ,-alo
rem equivalent-it was 32 per cent. 

Under the tariff of 1824 the a\er:-~ge duty on duiittble goods wa.s 51 
per cent.; under the tariff of 1846 it was 27 percent.; nuder the tariff 
of 1 72 it was 431" per cent.; and under the :first year of the tariff of 
1 S:~ it -was 41t pei: cent. 

\\bat is it tbat h<t.' incren.sed the averap;e duty on imported, rticles on 
the free-list of the tariff of 1 83 from 41 ~ per cent. for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 188-1, to 47 per cent. for the year ending June 30, 1887, 
without any change in the law? It is the decline of mine of imported 
articles on which a specific duty is fixed; nnd the articlewhich llas had 
the most influence in increasing the average duty is sugar, which, for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, paid a. duty of only 50 pel' cent., 
but for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, paid a duty of 82 per cent. 

In other wonls, if sugar in the last fiscal year had borne a d u ty of 50 
per cent. the average duty of the dutiable lists of the present tariff in 
the last year would have been only 42 per cent. instead of 47; and if 
sugar hn.rl borne a duty of 4.1 per cent., as proposed by my amendment, 
the average duty of the dutiable list<> of the present tariff would bave 
been only 40z per cent. instead of 47. 

.. : . 
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In other words, it is the increase of the ad valorem duty on sugar 

from the 50 per cent. contemplated by the tariff of 18A3 to 82 per cent. 
that ha.s raised the average duty of the dutiable lists from 41~- percent. 
in 1884 to 47 per cent. in 1887. And now gentlemen who are animad
verting on the average duty of 47 per cent.-made so lc'lrge by the 
enormous duty on sugar-are supporting a- bill which imposes a duty 
equivalent to an ad valorem duty of 68 per cent. on sugar, against an 
ad valorem of 50 per cent. as contemplated by the tariff of 1883, and 
are claiming that they have largely reduced the duty on sugar, when, 
as a matter of fact, the ad valorem equivalent of the specific duty which 
they propose on sugar-and our friends on the other side always insist 
on comparing ad valorem equivalents-is 18 per cent. more than the 
ad >alorem equivalent for the first year under the tariff of 1883. 

Mr. Chairman, as I have already intimated, if my amendment should 
be adopted, the average ad valorem duty of the protected lists of the 
present tariff would be 40! per cent., and sugar would have 41 per 
cent., and that, too, specific, which is equivalent to 10 per cent. more 
than a duty of 40 per cent. ad valorem on most manufactured goods 
where undervaluations are the rule. 

Sugar with that reduction would have more than the average duty 
on the protected manufactured products, notwithstanding it is a cruder 
article than advanced manufactU1·es. The average duty on iron in the 
present tariff is 40~ per cent., on cottons 37~ per cent., and on woolen 
goods (excluding the compensatory duty for wool) 38 per cent., and an 
ad valorem duty, too, which in fact is not more than 32 per cent. spe
cific. Therefore my amendment deals witli sugar on the principle of pro
tection and gives that industry the average pr9tection given manufact
uring industries, notwithstanding it is not yet clear that it can be pro
duced in this country to the extent of our wants, ay gives sugar more 
protection than it gives on the average to manufactured products. 

In 1853-'54 Louisiana. produced 368,129,000 pounds of sugar, and 
the remaining Southern Stateg, 18,173,000 pounds, total, 386,302,000 
pounds. In 1861-'62 the total product of sugar in these States was 
539,830,000 pounds. But in no year since the war has the total an
nual product exceeded 320,000,000 pounds. 

In 1886 this country consumed 1,389,125 tons of sugar, or 53.3 
pounds per inhabitant. And of this consumption 1,235',213 tons, or 
nearly 90 per cent., were imported, and 153,912 tons, or 10 per cent., 
produced in this country. Certainly it would seem from onr experi
ence thus far as if our climatic disadvantages are such that we can not 
successfully produce sugar here to the extent of our wants. If not, 
then sugar would not properly be an article to come within the policy 

. of protection, which applies only to articles whose production can be 
developed to the extent of our wants. But in view of the alleged suc
cess during the past year of experiments for the manufacture of sugar 
from beets in California, and from sorghum in Kansas, I am willing to 
treat the sugar industry as one which within a reasonable period can 
be developed to produce sufficient to supply the wants of our country, 
and to give it the samtl protection as manufacturing industries. 

It should be borne in mind that the tariff of 18t6 imposed a duty of 
only 30 per cent. on sugar, and that of 1857 only 24 per cent., both 
only the average of the protection lists. My amendment proposes to 
give sugar 41 per cent. 

If greater protection than this is required to make the sugar industry 
a success, greater than has been required to est..'llblish other industries 
of a more advanced character, the States in which such industries are 
to be carried on will undoubtedly hasten to temporarily aid when satis
fied that sugar can be made here to the extent of our wants without 
climatic disadvantages. 

Mr. Chn.irman, I can not consent by my vote to retain a duty of 68 
per cent. on so indispensable an article of food as sugar, as is proposed by 
the l\Iills bill. I trust that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc
MILLIN], who assured the House that the Mills bill was a bill tore
duce the cost of the food of the people, will listen. If the duty is so 
fixed as a proti->..A!tive policy, I must object to it as entirely unnecessary 

_ and indefensible to protect an industry which has existed in this coun
try for half a century. 

If it is maintained as a revenue duty, as the gentleman from Ken
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] intimated a few days ago. I object to it 
as unjust, in that it is a duty on a necessary article of food, consumed 
by the poor man to nearly the same extent as the rich man; an article 
produced to so small an extent in this country that home competition 
can not fix the price (as it does in the case of manufactured goods which 
can be mad-e here to the extent of our wants), but the price is inevitably 
the foreign cost with the duty added. 

In the case of sugar, therefore, we have an article wJ;lere no one de
nies that the duty is a tax which increases the burden of the consumer 
to the extent of the rate, where the commodity is a necessary article of 
food; where after forty years' trial and with the highest encouragement 
ever given an industry we are unable to supply only one-tenth of our 
wants, an article where every reduction of the duty will certainly re~ 
dnce the revenue which the majority profess to seek to reduce; and yet 
His this article which the Democratic majority insist on maintaining 
at the high rate of 68 per cent. 

And while seeking to retain this high rate of duty on so necessary an 
article of food as sugar, the same Democratic majority place on the free-

list the products of the lumber-manufacturing industry_, of the grain
bag manufa:cturing industry, of the brick-making industry, of the 
rough building-stone industry, and in the original bill as indorsed at 
Sl Louis the lime and wood-pulp industries, and such products of the 
farm as wool, pease, b ::-ans, vegetables, cucumbers, tomatoes, milk, 
meats, and poultry; and seriously reduce the duty on manufactured 
articles, articles such as we can produce in this country to the extent 
of our wants, and on which for that reason the import duty is not a 
tax which increases the burden of our people, but a benefit to all 
classes. 

Gentlemen on the Democratic side protest that their great object is 
to reduce our excessive revenue. If so, why do they reduce t.he duty 
on sngar so little, when by making the 1·eduction one-half they can 
surely cut off $28,000,000 in revenue on one art.icle, and still leave as 
high a duty as the average of the protected lists, and when every cent 
of reduction of duty will surely reduce the cost of a necessary article of 
food? Why, instead of doing this, do they select articles heretofore in
sufficiently protected, where there.dnction of the .duty will increase the 
1·evenue, and injure mther than benefit the people? 

.Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Do I understand the gentleman "to 
say that his amendment cuts down the present duty on sugar one-half· 
and provides for no bonnty? 

Air. DINGLEY. Yes, it cuts down the duty one-half. The duty 
now i~ 82 per cent. ad valorem, and I "J)ropose to make the duty a spe
cific equivalent of 41 cents, without any bounty. 

:Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And still the duty will be above the 
average duty on protected articles? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It will. If sugar bore an ad valorem duty of only 41 
per cent., the average duty of the dutiable lists under the existing tariff 
would have bt;len only 40~ per cent. last year. 

Mr. ~ENDERSON, oflowa. That is a dose which even the free-trade 
Democracy ought to jump at. 

Ur. GEAR. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. Under 
the Mills bill, as I understaud, sugar is left at a duty of 68.per cent.? 

1\Ir. DINGLEY. Sixty-eight per ce.nt. 
Mr. GEAR. And the gentleman proposes to cut the duty in two? 
Mr. DINGLEY. I propose to cut the original 82 per cent. duty in 

two, making the rate 41 per cent., being 27 per cent. lower than the 
rate proposed in the Mills bill. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Will the gentleman from Uaine indicate how 
many votes this bill would receive on the other side if his amendment 
were adopted? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know that that makes any difference. 
Mr. MACDONALD. It makes a difference to me. 
Mr. DINGLEY. We arenowconsideringthequestionofsugar; and 

ii the object is to reduce the- revenue and reduce the burdens of the 
people, here is an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I expect to vote for this bill, because I can not 
get anything better; but I do not propose to vote for any amendment of 
the opposition unless it will secure votes for the bill, instead of weaken- . 
ing it on our side. . 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I have been somewhat surprised 

at the character of the debafe which has taken place during the last 
few days, and which has been continued this morning. The state
ments expressed by the gentlemen on the other side of the House aro 
so ::strangely opposed to the declarations set forth in their platform of 
principles that they would lead one to believe that those pledges have 
been either forgotten or aJ_)andoned; and it adds to our surprise to see 
them, while in such an embarrassing perplexity, venture to charge 
others with lack of consistency and fealty to party promises. ' The lead
ing feature of the Chicago Republican platform, the rule of action 
by which the party proposes to be guided, is expressed in the demand 
for-
such a. revision of the tariff laws a.s will tend to check imports of articles such 
as are produced by our people, the production of which gives employment to 
our labor. 

Mr. Worcester defines the word "check"
To stop, to rept·ess, to restrain. 
Mr. Webster-

To make a stop, to pause. 
Now, if this demand of the Republican platform means anything it 

must be that a product like sugar, coming as it do.es clearly within the 
class of articles which the Republican party pledged itself to protect 
by revising the tariff so as to check and stop its importation from for
eign countries, should be subjected to a high if not prohibitory taritr 
duty. 

Last year we imported sugar to the value of $68,897,102.27, and the 
duties collected on this importation were $56,515,601.67. 

Personally and a-s a friend of the people I am slmngly in favor of 
reducing the tax on sugar, and the bill we are considering makes are
duction of$11,292,087.94, a larger amount than is remitted upon any 
article except those on the woolen schedule. The tariff tax on sugar 
as fixed by a Republican Congress was 82 per cent. , while the bill now 
before us fixes it at 65 per cent. The same Republican gentlemen who 
voted for the bill of March 3, 1883, and fixed the duty on sug~r at 82 

• 
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per cent., which is the exis!ing law, now vote for amendments to 
either remo\""e the duty altogether or make it only nominaL I wish 
those gentlemen would explain how they reconcile such a course with 
their party pledges. Sugar is an article-
such as is produced by our people, and the production of which gives em
ployment to our labor. 

The laborers who are given employment in Louisiana and Florid::~. 
are colored men. The labor employed in Kansas, California, and other 
States are our good white farmers, and I would like to ask how our Re
publican friends reconcile their votes for free sugar with the pledges of 
their party to those citizens who labor in the production of that article. 
Sugar is ·a product of our agricultural industries, and to show how little 
consideration that industry has received from th~ Republican party I 
beg to call the attention of the House to the depre ed condition of our 
farmers as compared with other, and especially with our manufactur
ing industries_ 

The census of 1880 shows th.."tt the value of the farms in the United 
• States was $10,197,096,776. There weTe employed on, these farms 

7,671),493 persons, and the total product of the farms and orchards
including what was consumed by the farmeTS themselves-amounted 
to 2, 264,278,718. 

\'\Te see from this that the gross product in our agricultural industries 
was about 22 per cent. on the capital invested, and the annual value 
of the product per capita was about $300. 

Thjs computationdoesnottakeintotbeaccounttheamountof thecap
ihlinvested in, or the wear and tear of, farming implements, the cost 
of seeds and fertilizers, the amount of capital invested in work-stock, 
nor the cost of their subsistence. Were these items included the profits 
of farming wonld probably be reduced one-half of the amount I have 
indicated; but to be liberal, we will say they would reduce my estimate 
one-third-$200 per capita, instead of $300. 

From the same census we learn that the amount of .capital invested 
in manufacturing industries was $2, 790,223,506; the number of hands 
employed was 2, 738,930, and the total value of the product was 
$5,369,667,706. The value of the product in the manufacturing in
dustries is thus shown to have been about 200 per cent. on the capital 
invested, nine times greater than the per cent. of gross product realized 
in agriculture. The value of the product was about $2,000 for each 
person engaged in manufacturing, q_r seven times as much as the product 
per capita realized in farming. -

Rut I should deduct the value of the materials used in manufactur
ing. Let us see what will be the result. The value of the materials 
usedbytbese253,840manufacturingestablishmentswas$3,394,340,02!:1, 
leaving an excess o.( product over the materials used of $1,975,327,677, 
or about 70 per cent. on the capital invested-more than -three times 
the per cent_ gained in farming-and the annual amount produced per 
capita, less the cost of materials, was about $720, just three and three
fifths times the per capita of the product by farming. 

.As these statistics are highly instructive and very important, as well 
as interesting, I have prepared a. table which will show at a glance the 
marked difference between theconditionofanindustrywhichfor twenty
five years has borne all the burdens and received none of the benefits 
of legislation as contrasted with industries which have been developed 
by partialla.ws into powerful monopolies. 

Table showing the comparative results of our agricztlf:u,ral and manufactur
ing industries. 

FARMING INDUSTRIES. 

Amount of capital inYested, exclusive of imt>lements, cost of 
seeds and fertilizers, work-stock, or cost of their subsistence ... SlO, 197, 096,776 

Number of persons employed ........ ..................... ~......................... 7,670,493 
Value of gross product, including consumption by farmers......... $2,204,278,718 
Value of product for each person engaged in farming, about...... $300 
Per cent. of product on <:apitnl inyested ... .. ............. .. - ............. - .. 22 
Product of each person after deducting cost of seeds, fertilizers, 

feed of work-stock, etc.,............................................... .............. $200 
Per cent. of product on capital invested....................................... 14} 

MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES. 

Amount of capital invested........................................................... $2,790,223,506 
Number of persons employed...................................................... 2, 738,930 
Value of gross product.................................................................. $5,369,667,706 
Value of product for each person ............................. -·-······· .. ··-···· $2,000 
Per cent·. of product on capita.l. invested....................................... 200 
Value of materials used............................................................... 53,394,340,029 
Product after deducting materials used........................... ........... $1,975,327,677 
Product of eacl! person after deducting value of materials used.. $720 
Per cent. of product on capital inYested...... ...... ...... ... ............... ... 70 

We therefore see that after deducting the cost of the materials used 
in the manufacturing industries, and deducting the cost of seeds, fer
tilizers, feed of work-stock, etc., used in agricultural industries, the 
valu~ of the product of one person in manufacturing industries is three 
and three-fifths times as much as the value oftbe product of each per
son .engaged in farming. We also see that for every $100 .capital in
vested in manufacturing a. product is re:1lized of $70, while .tor every 
$100capital invested in farming there is realized a. product of only $14. 

From this comparison of the relative prosperity of our agricultural 
and manufacturing industries it is undeniably evident that, even so far 
back as 1880, the Republi!!an tariff tax had so militated against the in
terests of the farmers that one man engaged i1;1 agriculture could pro
dn0e only about one-fourth of the amount in value which one man 

could produce in manufactures, and that a giveri amount of capital in
vested in f..'Ullling industries produced only one-fifth as much value of 
product as the same amount produced in manufacturing industries. 

I think I have a right, Mr. Chairman, I think I may say it is my 
solemn duty, to -appeal to the Republican party to halt in their mer
cilessly destructive legislation against the interests of the farmers of 
the United States. Lamentable as was the picture in 1880, it is more 
dep1ornble to-day. Palaces and untold wealth concentrated in the 
hanilll of the highly-favored few, while a leaky roof and a mortgaged 
home is .all that is left to the once proud, independent, and happy 
.American farmer. 

As evidence of the fact th::Lt this statement is no exaggerated picture 
of the pitiable extremity to which Republican legislation bas reduced 
the farmeTS of the country, I beg to remind the House that it has been 
repeatedly asserted on this :floor that the farms of the great West are 
almost buried in mortgages, held by the manufacturing capitalists of 
the East. I have no personal knowledge of the accuracy of these as
sertions, but I will give as my authority in one instance an article from 
the Missouri Republican, one of the leading papers of the United States. 
It says: 

WHO OWNS TilE WEST? 

All the advoeo,tes of high pro1ecth·e tariff have one refrain to their songs, 
speeches, magazine essays, and se1·mons-thevastwealthof the country. "\Ve 
are the richest country on the globe," they assert, "and the protective tariff has 
made us so;" and then they present us with a. bewildering Mray of figures 
towe1·ing up into the billiol!S to show how prosperous the land has been under 
the protective policy of the last twenty-six: years. In 1 62 we had only 32,000 
miles of railroad; now we have 150,000. In 1800 we had only ,.:ZOO,OOO,OOO depos
its in savings-banks; now we have 1,100,000,000. In1860)Ve ha.d2,0-14,000farms; 
in 1 the number had increased to 4,008,000, and at the present time it can not 
be less than 5,000,000. All this they tell us bas been brought about by the pro· 
tectivc policy-n.s if the industry, enterprise, and patient. hard work of the peo
ple had nothing to do with the matter. 

It may be admitted that the country is rich. and growing more rapidly in 
wealth than any other country on the globe'. Hut the people hnve made it so, 
not the tariff. It has thri'\'"ed in spite of protectiou. That policy has drawn 
enormous wea.lth from the twenty-nine agricultural State and concentrated it 
in the nine faYored industrial States; and it is in the latter the a.filuenee that 
excites the admiration of the high-tariff ad·vocates is most conspicuously illus· 
trated. 

But, they tell us, the agricultural States rove gl"OWU rich, too. They also 
have prospered nnder protection. See how farms have multiplied in the 'Vest 
and Northwe.et, and see how railroads have been built in lllinois., 1\lichigan, 
and Wisconsin, and the States and Territories west of the 1\Iisaissippi, even to 
the Pacific, and how this vast region has been subdued to settlement. 

All troe. But who owns these farms and railroads in the Western States? In 
one word, who owns the West? The people of the '\Vest, it might be answered. 
But the nnsw~r would not be true, as o. few indisputable figures will sufficiently 
prove. 

First, as to farms. In 1880 there were 138,.000 fnt·ms in Kansas, 256,000 in llli
nois,194,000 in Indiana, 247,000 in Ohio, 185,300 in Iowa, 154,000 in .1\Iichigan, and 
13!,300 in Wisconsin-making a total of 1,309,100 in the seven States named. Re
cent statistics collected by Granger associations and printed in farm joru·n:als 
make the following exhibit of farm mortgages in these same States : 
Kansas ...................................................... ,...................................... $235,000,000 
Illinois ........... ......... ........................... ................. ............................. 1, 000, 000,000 
Indiana ............................... ...... ............ . ................ -........................... 635,000,000 
Ohio ..... .... _ ............................................................... !'.: .................... 1,22:1,000,000 
Iowa.·-···~·--·-· .. ··········•···· ................................. ~. ............................... 567,000,000 

~~~~~~¥;:.: ::·::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::. ·:::::::.::: ::·::. ·.: :·::::::.:::: ·::. ·. ·:::::::.: :~:·.::: :::: ~: ~: ~ 
To tal . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .. .. . . .... ... . . . .. .. . . . . . .. . . . . . .. . . . .. .... . .. .... . .. .. .... ... 4, 521, 000, 000 

These figures are so startling in their enormity as to seem incredible. We do 
not ,·ouch for their accuracy. They present the 1,309,100 farms in seven Western 
States as encumbered with an aggregate of four and a half billion mortgage in
debtedness, m· an average of over $3,400 for each. The 1\!!sessed valuation of 
property in these States in 1SS.5 was as follows: 
Kansas ... ...... .......•. ............ .............. .. ............. .................. ...... ......... ~5,500, 000 
Illinois.............................................................................................. 797,000,000 
Indiana. ..................................... -...................................................... 793,000,000 
Iowa.................................. ..... ......... ... ...... ... ... . . . ...... .. . .. . .. . .... .. .. . ...... 625, 000, 000 
l'lfichigan .................. .•. :.. ... ....... ....... ....... .. .......... .......... ..... ... ... .. . ...... 850,000,000 
Wisconsin ......•.. ....... .. . ...... ... . .. .. . ......... ...... ..... . ...... ...... ...... ... .. . ......... 4%, 000, 000 
Ohio ................. : ..... _ ..... ·-····-·· .......................... - ............................ 1, 671,000,000 

Total .............................. .... ..................................................... 5,507,500, 000 

It will be seen that the reported mort~ge debts cover about four-fifths the 
assessed value of the farms; and the bulk of these nft>rtgages are held in the 
Eastei"n industrial States. 

Next, as to railroads. In the seven Western States named there were, in 1885, 
37,000 miles of railroad, with a. stock and bond account and net earnings as fol
lows: 

States. Stocks and 
bonds. 

Kausas. .. ... .... .... .. .. ........ .. . .... .. ... ..... ... ... .... ...... ............ $195,700, 000 · 
Illinois........................................................................ 740; 000,000 
Indiana............ ......... .................... ......... ............... .... 320,000, 000 
Iowa ..... -.......... ........................................................... 105,000,000 

~ii~~~~·~:::.:.:·::::::::·.:·::: ·~::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::: :~ :::::: ::: 8:: ~ 
Ohio............ ...................................... ......................... 767,000,000 

Net earn· 
ings. 

$9,440,000 
16,000,000 
5,700,000 
2,180,000 
5, 000,000 
6,900,000 

12,300,000 
-----------1---------

Total. ........ _ ........................... ............... ............ 2. 537,700,000 57,520,000 

The e 37,000 miles of railroads, having a nominal value of $2,537,700,000 (oYer 
two and a half billion dollars) and yielding annua.l. net earnings ofa57,520,000, a.re 
put down in the statistics of the day as partofthepropertyofthe Statesjn which • 
they lie. But it is a notorious fu.ct that only a Yery small fraction of their values 
is owned in these States. The lnst report of the Iowa railroad commissioners 
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.states that only one out of forty stockholders in Iowa roads lives in the State, tion industry that gives life and vitality to the Republic . .He would defend a. few 
and only one-seventieth of the capital stock is held in the State. In Illinois a glutted money corporati-ons and capitalists .and strike cown the p1U'est indus
similar condition of things p1:evails. The official report of the railroad commis- try that gives -safety and business prosperity to the n.ation-the great farming 
s10ners does not state what proportion of the aggregate capital stock of the lUi- industry. "' * • I serve notice on Penns:rlv.ania here and now that if there 
lllOis roads is held in Illinois, but the location of the capital stock of the leading is to be no inter-est protected in this Chamber but iron, and if the farmers of 
1·oads will assist us in fo:rming an estimate. Thelllinois Central has $29,000,000 this land and the gTeat, glorious West are to be .sacrificed to protect your iron 
capitnl stock, only $685,000; or less than 3 per cent., of wbicb is owned in illinois. industry, you will get your "eye-teeth" cut before many Congresses come and 
Of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific, about 5 per cent. of the capital stock is go. [.Applause..] * * * The farmer does not often come into our presence de
owned in illinois; of the Ohio and Mississippi stock, only one-half of 1 per cent.; manding protection, but he is here now, and in earnest. In whatever way we 
of the St. Louis, Alton and Terre Haute, less than one-half of 1 percent. Tak- strengthen him we add prosperity to every business pursuit in the land. Each 
iug these figures as a guide we may safely estimate that of the 19,000 miles of owner .of the soil is a. stockholder in the Republic. As you strengthen, enrich, 
railway in lliinois, valued in stock and· bonds at $740,000,000, the people of llli- and protect that element you do add blessings to all the people. 
~f~~E~s~.percent.; theother95_Perc.ent.isownedintherichindustria1States On page 4966, same volume, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, May 26, I 

A.s Dlinois is called the most prosperous and one of the richest agricultural reacl that the gentleman from Pennsylvania. [.Mr. BAYNE] said: 
. States of the "\Vest, it may be inferred that the other States are in no better con- Now, si:r, I believe it to be a high duty to protect the agricultural industries 
dition than it in the .matter of J:ailroad owne:rship, and therefore it may be from unfair rivals from within or from without. * * * Besides, are not the 
broadly asserted that practically all the railroads of the seven States named, dairymen, the farmers, working people? They compose upward of GO per cent. 
valued at $2,537,700,000 (two and a. half billion dollars and over), are owned in of our working people, and no people work harder. 
the industrial states. The industrial States are therefore drawing a pretty 
round sum of money for one thing and another from the seven Westem States On page 4969, May 26, I reacl that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
named every year. The items may be stated as follows: HENDERSON], i:n fUTther reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
In protective taxes .................................................... ~ ........................ 61::0,000,000 [~ir. KELLEY], oaid: . 
In intm·est on mortgages.................................................................... 270• 000• 000 The gentleman assumes here to speak for the people whom I represent, and 
In railroad net earnings ...•. '" ........................... ~···~·· .. ·-·-· · · ······~······~·000• 000 who have plaeed me heTe as the guardian of t-heir interests. I thank him for 

•-J 477 '()()() 000 his kind co-operati-on; but the farmeTS of Iowa. reject the proffered aid. * * * 
To .... ·····························b········ .. ························· .. ····················· ' ' So far as I have made the utterance that the Western country dem.ands and 

.The Western States are, in fact, being bled to death. Western farmers are will have protection-by argument if need be, but by war if necessary-! re
nctually becoming poorer and po-orer every year. As a body they do not mall:e' tract not a wo1:d. On that ground I stand, and -will stand. I insist that tariff 
a li\"ing,und the convincing proofofthisfact is that their farms are fast passing legislation is not tho only medium by which the rights of the people can be pro
under mortgage to the money-lending manufacturing States of the East. tected. 
Twenty-five years ago these mortgages were few in number and small in amount; 
now they number millions and cover an aggregate value of thousands of mill· It seems that two years ago this gentleman was determined to ba>c 

• ions, and all bear 6 to S per cent. interest. war unless the farmers' rights were protected. 
The West does not own itself. !tis owned by the :industrial States. Twenty- B t .h d th t Ch' d f1in th · b t tb 

six years of the malign, sectional, and oppressive policy of high tariff has done u now e an ey go 0- lCago an g eu anner o ~ 
the work: and done it -effectually. The industrial States of the East, enriched breeze, with the inspiring rallying cry to the hosts of protecti<>n that 
beyond estimate by the annual tribute of $600,000,000 exacted.for a. quarter of a. rather than have one iota of protection taken off of iron or other im-
century from the other States under the false pretense of building up home t th ld 1 th h 1 · t 1 +. t' 1 
manutactures, own all Western railroads, telegraph lines, and bridges, and por s, ey wou repea e W 0 e ill erna -revenue ... axa IOn, 0 eomar-
bold mortgages on nearly all farms, their cities, and towns. garine and all. 

This condition of the farmers of the West-results directly from the Rowwillthedairym.en ofthecountryrecei:ve this astounding declam-
legislation of the Republican party, and, it seems to me, gentlemen on tion? 
the other side of the House would feel it to be their duty to aid in find- In the same spirit of disregard for the interests of the farmers theRe
in2: a remedy for so glaring an evil. And yet we see them now resist- publican members of this House, with a few exceptions, have vehe
ing, by eveTy resource at their command, the accomplishment of this mently opposed the effort of the Democratic party to abolishoreYen re
object. - duce the tax on lumber, so as to enable the farmer to build himself a 

The Republican platform recently _promulgated at Chicago -declm-es neat cottage ancl purchase more cheaply the lumber for his fences, 
that !he party will- wagons, and farming implements. 
fayor the entire repeal of tbe .in.ternal taxes rather than the surrender of any ·when the proposition to tax lumber was fust brought before Con-, 
part of our protective system. gress :twenty Yea!'S since, a most distinguished member of the Repub-

Two years ago all the gentlemen were clamorous for tbe protection lican party-he is its dictator and idolized leader to-day-denounced 
of the farmers by the oleomargarine bill. This year they go to Chi- the pr~ject in unmeasured terms. 
cago and, by their platform, demand a repeal af that law rather than I read from the Congressi<>nal Glebe, Fortieth Congress, second ses-
any part of their tariff for protection. sion, page R049, June 10, 1868: 

Not satisfied -with this attack 'On the farmer, the gentleman from Mr. BLAINE. I mo•e to am~nd the amendment by striking out the last word. 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], the gentlemau from Pennsylvania [.Mr. J:desi:re to discuss briefly the amendment which the chairman o§the Committee 

on Ways and Means so vigorously opposes. And in the first place, let me say 
BAYJo.""E], "the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. FuLLER], the gentleman that during the entire war, when we were seeking everything on the earth, 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and many other Republican gentlemen, .and in the skies, and in the waters under the earth, out of which taxation could 

be wrung, it never entered into the conception of Congress to tax breadstuffs
insist upon 'the entire :re'J)eal of the tariff on sugar, a tax w'bich bas never. During the most pressing exigencies of the terrible contest in which 
existed since the first i..'l.ri:ff tax levied by the Government under the we were engaged, neither breadstuffs nor lumber ever became the subject of one 
Constitution, and even anterior to that, to the tariff exacted during penny of taxation. What was the reason of this? Let me tell my friend from 
the period of the Confederation. Now, why are the gentlemen so Ohiot.batitwasnotbecauseoftheinfiuenceoftherichgrain-dealersntCbicago 

or Toledo or Milwaukee. It was because, if anything be universal, breadstuffs 
hostile to the interests of the farmers? are universal; for they constitute literally'' the staff of life." 

Do th~y imagine they can elect anybody to any ofiiee against the votes If you impose on them .a tax ever so small in n.mount it will be made a pre-
o f our honest farmers? text by the very speculators of whom gentlemen talk for adding an appreciable 

amount to the cost of a barrel offiou:r. I do beseech this House not to sanction 
Do they imagine that this kind ·Of Republican legislation will draw the principle of subjecting such an article to t:l.xation for the sake of the paltry 

a-ny votes to their party? · . fi,monnt that is to be gained from this source. 
I cn.n not think it is because thev are really hostile to ou.r aorncnlt- Mr. WELKER. Does the gentl~man expeet to secure an exemption for lumber 

'J by advocating an exemption for breadstuffs? [Laughter.] 
ural interests; but I believe the country is rapidly coming to the con- l\1r. BLATh"E. I am refeu:in-g to breadstuffs because it. illustrates a principle. 
elusion that the Republican party is dominated and controlled by the I besee£h this House not to sanction a ta.:x: on breadstuffs which will simply 
great monopoliesoftheNortheast, and that the :interests of the great mass build up a mountain of prejudice f-or the sake .of a. mole-bill of rev~nue. 
of the people have, with that -party, been subordinated and made a sec- It will be observed from this last 1·emark that, while sp~aking of 
ondary consideration. breadstuffs, Mr. Blaine's real purpose Wa:J to oppose the tax which was 

It was not always t~s. Let us recall some of the utterances of th~e then sought to be imposed on lumber. .And it is 1'ery remarkable that 
distinguished Republicans in the last Congress. his most devoted followers should now strenuously oppose Democrats 

I read from volume 79, page 4895, of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, in their efforts to enact tax laws which, twenty years ago, Mr. Blaine 
May 25, 1886, that the gentleman from Illinois [.M:r. CANNON], speak- insisted was wise and necessary legislation. To show how earnest be 
ing on the oleomargarine bill, said: was in his ad¥ocaey -of free lumber, I will continue to read from l\Ir. 

The agriculturists, who constitute the great foundation of industry-nearly Blaine's remarks on that occasion: 
one-half of our whole populatiiln-ha.ve for nearly a century submitted to ta.:x:- But, sir, I hav-e said enough on that point. Now, as to the article of lumber. 
mien which tended to give a diyersity of industries, and have rar.aly asked for I again remind the House that th~re h.as never been a tax upon this al'ticle. 
taxation which would tend to benefit tb,em directly. * * * It is objected that The gentleman from Ohio maY; talk of this questiou as he pleases, but I say 
the proposed tax is too high, and that we do not need the revenue. that wherever theW estern front1ersmau undertakes to make for h ilnself a home 

Mr. Chairman, in reply I call attention that the proposed tax is not so great to till the soil, to carry on tbe business of life, he needs lumber for his cabin.' 
a-s that upon the product ofeorn when it is made into :whisky, or upon tobacco, he needs lum_ber for his fence; he needs lumberforhiswa.gon ot·eart; he need~ 
or upon many articles imported to this country. * * * If gentlemen think lumber for his plow; he needs lumber for almost every purpose iu his daily 
we ar·e getting too much -revenue, it is perfectly competent to. reduce internal life. 
taxation upon otller articles, or to remove taxes, in whole or in part, upon some 1\Ir. PAI~"E. Does he not need clothing also? 
ofthe articles we import. , lllr. BLAINE. I a k the chairman of the Comm:itteeQu Wavsand Means to tell 

me why it is that these articles ha.Ye never been taxed heretofore? 
The gentleman from Iowa. [Mr. FULLER], who has just struck his Mr. HooPER, of :M:nssacbnsetts. Does the gentleman mean to say they ha•o 

blow at the farmers, two years ~go was equally earnest in his advocacy neYer been taxed? 
Of tb 1 . bilL 1\Ir. BLAINE. I do. 

e 0 eomarganne 1\1r. HooPER, of l\1n.ssachusetts. Were not tbe mn.nafactures of wood tnxe<l? 
On page 4904 of the same volume of the RECORD I read that the Is not lumber wood? 

gentleman from Iowa [M_r. HENDERSON] mid, replying to the gentle- Mr. ~AINE. Not at all; and I am surprised that a gentlem~u who lives so 
-mn.n from Pennsylvania [Jrt:r. KELLEY J: ::.~~~e as the gentJema.n from Massachusetts should be so Ignorant of what 

No man respects the &'entleman more. than I d? anlf.have done for years, .but J 1\1r. HOOPER, of1tf:issa.chusetts. Will my friend allow me to ask: whether the 
I regret that the t-remblrng hand of age lS now berng lrud upon the veryfounda.- tax was not upon lumber, manufactured or unmanufactured? _ 
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1\Ir. BLATNE. I am not answerable for the singular verbiage incorporated in 
the act of 1\Iarch, which excepted the manufacture of lumber and breadstuffs. 

The difference bet ween manufactured and unmanufactured lumber is known 
to everybody, or ought to be known to everybody who attempts to draw the 
net. Boards, joists, wort~ that comes from the saw-mill (for I use the generic 
phrase), is lumber. Where it goes through the planing-mill for finer purposes 
it is not classed as lumber, or if classed at all, as in the reciprocity treaty, it is 
called manufactured lumber, not unmanufactured lumber. '.rheplaning-mill is 
distinct from the saw-mill. 

So we see that, at the threshold of the pending campaign, the Re
publican party i divided, not on sugar alone, but its members are at 
variance with the views of its most prominent leader upon the impor
tant question of the propriety of a tax on lumber. 

l\ir. Chairman, I have done. My sole object in addressing the 
House to-day was to make one more appeal for the farmer. The :fig
ures I ha•o given can not be disputed. They show that, weighted as 
he is in the struggle for life and iortune by the oalamit<lus effects of 
Hepublican legislation, lle can not, under existing law , hope for more 
than oue-:fifth of the prosperi ty which rewards the efforts of his more 
fortnn!:ltte brother who is engaged in avocations which for twenty-seven 
years have enjoyed the fostering care and special favor of tho pa ty by 
who. e laws the country has been ruled during all that period. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 

Alnbamn [Mr. WHEELER] be allowed to proceed. 
Tlle CHAIRMAN. For bow long? -
Mr. nY A.N . Until be concludes his remarks. 
Mr. WHEELER. I do not ask more than five minutes additional. 
1\Ir. STRUBLE. I must object t-o an indefinite extension. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection t<l t:xtending the time of the 

gentleman from Alabama for five minutes? 
Ur. BLAND. I object to all extensions; let us have a vote. 
Mr. WHEELER. I ask but two minutes more. 
J\fr. BLAND. It is too bot to continue these discussions indefinitely. 
Mr. MILLS. I ask ior a vote on the pending proposition. 
Mr. BAYNE. I want to make a remark before the vote is taken. 
.Mr. GEAR. If I can obtain the floor, I will yield to the gentleman 

flom Alabama [Mr. ·WHEELER]. 
1\fr. BLAND. I object. 
l\Ir. HooKER addressed the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. For wllat pnrp<>Se does tho gentleman from Mis

sis ipi [Mr. HooKER] rise? 
.Mi. HOOKER. For the purpose of taking the floor and yielding it 

to the gentleman from Alabama. 
Mr. BLAND. I object to that. 
Mr. HOOKER. If the Chair recognizes me, I have a right to yield 

ruy t ime to any gentleman I ruay designate. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missi~sippi asks unanimous 

consent that" he may be 1·ecognized for :five minutes, and may yield his 
time to the gentleman from Alabama [.Mr. WHEELER]. 

.Mr. BLAND. I object. Let us wait ior cooler weather before in
d n!ging further in this speech-making. I call for a vote. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise t<l aparliamentaryinqniry. I wish to know 
wh:lt is the question before the House--whether we are not discussing 
it under tho :five-minute rule, and whether each member is not enti-
tled to speak for five minutes if he wishes to do so? · 

The CH.A.IRMAN. He is not. The Clerk will read the rule. 
The Clerk read as follows, from clause 5, Rule XXIII: 

G_ When p;eneral debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 
allowed fi,·e minutes to explain any amendment hE'! may offer, after which the 
member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five minutes 
in opposition to it, and there shall be no further debate thereon; but the same 
priv ilege of debate shall be allowed in fuvor of and against any amendment 
that may be offered to an amendment; and neither an amendment nor an 
amendment to an amendment shall be withdrawn by the mover thereof unless 
by the unanimous consent of t.he committee. 

Mr. 1\IILLS. I hope we will now have a vote. I move that the 
committee rise for the purpose of limiting debate. 

I\Ir. BAYNE. I demand n. division. 
The committee divided; :md there were--ayes 66, noes 48. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and Ur. RoGERS having taken the 

chair as Speaker pro temp01·e,· Mr. l;>ocKERY reported that the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having bad 
under consideration the tariff' bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

.M:r. :MILLS. I mbve that the Honse resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the tariff bill; and pending that motion I move that all debate on the 
pendiug paragraph and amendments thereto be limited to :fifteen min
utes; that is, to 2 o'clock. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Nothing will be offered but substantial amend
ments, and I nope gentlemen will not limit the debate upon the para
graph. · 

Mr. BAYNE. I want :five minutes, and that is a.ll I want. and then 
I ain done with SUO'ar. · ' 

Mr. MILLS. What do gentlemen suggest on the other side? 
Mr. REED. Limit be debate to the pending amendments. There 

are some matters of c.Jassification, and it is difficult to say now to what 
extent tlle debate should be limited upon them. 

Ur. MILLS. Very well; then I will move that the debate on the 
pending amendments be limited to ten minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The question Tecnrred on the motion that tbc House resolve itself 

into..Committee of the Whole on the st.."lte of the Union, and it was 
agreed to. 

The Honse accordingly resolved itself into Committee of t,he Wbole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. DOCKERY in the chail-. 

Tlle CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendments has been 
limited by order of the House t<l ten minutes. 

l\Ir. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I trust the proposition of the gentle
man .from Maine [Mr. DlliGLEY] will be acceptable to every Hepub
licanon this floor, withontexception, and! hope itwill beacceptableto 
every Democrat on this floor. The proposition of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] is to reduce the duty on sugar to an equivalent 
to 41 per cent.-a high rate of duty on a necessary of life. The pres
ent law places the duty on sugar at 82 per cent. ad valorem. That is 
w sny, the specific duty is equivalent to that. The Mills bill proposes 
t<l retain the specific duty, but w reduce it t-o 68 per cent. ad valorem, 
putting on this necessaryoflife a high rate of duty. The amendment 
of the gentleman from 1\Iaine proposes to place the duty on sugar at the 
equivalent of 41 per ce11t. ad valorem, which is a high rate of duty on 
a necessary of life. The amendment of the gentleman from :Maine, on 
tho basis of last year's importation, will reduce the revenue $20,000,000 
on a necessary of life. 

With unction and with earnestness and with zeal free salt was ad-• 
vocated on that side of the House. If the whole duty ou salt were 
paid by the consumer it would amount to 1 cent. upon each mnn, 
woman, and child. If the amendment of the gentleman from M:1ine 
be adopted, it will amount to 50 cents on each man, woman, and cb ild, 
which is a tax to that extent. · 

Gentlemen who. have declaimed so much in favor of reducing the 
duties on the nPCCSSaries of life are confronted now with a propo. ilion. 
They are confwnted, to use the language of the President, by a ," con
~ition." [Laughter. J They have the opportunity now by Yoting for 
this amendment t<l reduce the duty on that necessary of life to 41 per 
cent. ad valorem. Will yon do it? You:migbt as well do it, because 
yon will be conft·onted with that condition until yon put yourselves on 
reeord by a yea-and-nay vote for or against that proposition. And if 
yon go to the country this fall voting against that proposition to reduce 
the duty to 41 per cent. ad valorem and attempt to keep the duty up 
to 82 per cent. ad valorem, the country will draw the proper inference 
and arrive at the conclusion that the gentlemen who llave so strongly 
advocated reduction oftaxes-for this is a tax-on the necessaries of 
life did not mean what they said, but that they mf'.ant to protect a 
Louisianian industry and sugar 1·efi.neries, and that they had not the 
courage or the will to strike down the sugar trusts. 

I have heard declamation on that side of the House against trusts. 
I have heard declamation against a high tax on tbe necessaries of life . 
Yon are confronted now with the opportunity of striking down trusts 
and confronted with the opportunity to-day of reducing the tax on a. 
necessary oflife. Will yon do it? We shall see when the -voters pass 
between the tellers on this proposition. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. KELLEY. I desire to ask leaYe to h~n·e printed in the Rccor.n 

an article on "Our sugar innustry_!_shall it be protected?" from n 
pamphlet recently issued by Henry A. Brown, ex-Treasury ageu t. I 
do not ll.Sk to have it read, but that it shall be printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and that will be 
done. 

Mr. KELLEY. In the course of the debate on Saturd:ty I ~:lid if 
the duties on sugar were extraordinary or inordinate, grach:i:1te them: 
but I shall now be found passing through the tellers in favor cf spe
cific dutie!:l equivalent to 41 p~r cent. and a fra-ction ad valorem. [Ap-
plausr.] • 

The article referred to is as follows: 
OUR SUGAR INDUSTRY-3IIALL IT BE PROTECTED? 

\Vith fiyefold sources of sugar production in this c~u ntry-ca.ne, beet, sorg·h um, 
maple, and corn-and climate suitable to each, it is o.bsurd to pretend tha t sugar ' 
producing should be left to tropical climes. Germany, France, Bel;::-iurn, llol
land, Austria., nnd Russia are not tropical climes, yet theh· sugnl· prod twL:s 1loou 
the 1-narkcts and rule the prices of sugar in London and New York_ 

France pays 2 cents per pound bounty on sugar exports, and virtunlly pro
hibits imports of sugar. Germany pays bounty on exports of sugar from 32 
cents to about 63 cents per 100 pounds, according to grades, and >i rt.u nl ly pro· 
hibits the importation of sugar. Germany and Fran<..-e alone pmduce euough 
beet sugar to supply the annual consumption of imported sugars in t he United 
BtMes. 

Duties are levied as follows on sugars imp01·ted into European beet-sugnr 
countries, wl!icb, having gained control of the sugar trade in Englnud throu g h 
her short-sig-hted abolition of sugar duty, now clamor fo1· abolition of sug~1r du
ties in the United States for the same purpose: 
France: Cents . 

On brown sugar, ninety-eight degrees and under .... . ..... .. _.,per pound .. . 4_ 31! 
On brown, above ninety-eight degrees, and on refine<L -.. ..... ....... do .. .... 5. 47 

G ermany: 
On all raw sugars.~ ...... _ ...................................... .... .. .. .......... ....... . . do ... ... 2. 59 
On all refined sugars_ ................. -......... ... .. ......... ...... .. -······· ······-·--·do .. . ... 3. 25 

A us~ ria, etc. : 
On all sugar un<.ler No. 19 Dutch standa.rd . ........... ... -.... . ......... .. ...... do .... .. 3. 27 
On No. 19 Dut-ch standard and over, and on refined .................... _do ..... 4. 3f 
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Itoly: Cents. 

On all i!!Uga.rs No. 20 Dutch standard or less ........................ per pound ... 4. 65 
On all sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard .................................... do ...... 5.81 

Netherlands : 
On raw sugar ninet~·-nine degrees, and on refined ........................ do ...... 4. 91 
On meladn. and on grape sugar ...................................................... do ...... 3.27 

Belgium: 
On class 4, under No.7 Dutch sto.ndard ...................... , ................... do ...... 3.00 
On class 3, Nos. 7 to 10 Dutch standard, exclusive ....................... do ...... 3. 59 
On class 2, Nos. 10 to 15 Dutch standard, exclusive ........................ do ...... 3. 95 
On class 1. Nos. 15 to 18 Dutch standard, inclusive ......................... do ...... 4. 22 
On refined over No. 18 Dutch standard and loaves ........................ do ...... 4. 49 
On refined crystallized .........................................................•........ do ...... 4. 80 

Spain: On sngnr ................... .................... ............... ................... ........ do ...... 5. 20 
Denmark: On all sugar .............................................................. ......... do ...... 3.80 

Duties are levied on sug"ll.rs in all other sugar-producing countries (see C. R., 
'i3t. 188i), ranging from about 2 cents to 7 cents per pound. 

The avera~e duty on dutiable sugars imported into the United States in 1887 
was 2.03 ceuts per pound, or less than one-half the average duty levied on sugar 
in the countl'ies above named, which wai!l 4.17 cents per pound. 

Consul L. G. Reed, at Barbadoes, the largest sugar producer of the West In
dies 10. R. 86, November, 1887) says: '' 1\In.le laborers on sugR.r estat-es are paid 
20 cents per diem; females, 15 cents; children, 8 to 10 cents, with the a.dd[tion 
of a little mohsses every Saturday." . · 

The prices paid for labor in Germany average for men 1.75 mark to 2 marks, 
or 40 to 48 ceuts p~r day without board; for Wllmen, 1.1 mark, or 27 cents a day. 
The price paid for labodn France a.verages1.75 francs to 2francs. or 35to50 cents 
n <lny for men, and 1 franc, or 20 9ents per day for women; as compared with 
prices of labor in this country these facts tell the labor story, without referring 
to the still worse paid labor in China, India. and other countries. 

The above n1·e average examples of wages paid laboreM on sugar estates in 
most foreign-producing countries; while countries that pay a. trifle more for 
lHbor, levy prohibitory duty on sugars, and the sugar industry of this country 
must compete with those countries or be wiped out. American sugar industries 
are entitled to, and require, national protection quite as much as the beet-sugar 
industdcs of Europe, or our own cotton, iron and wool-manufacturing indus
tries. 

1\Ir. BRECKINRIDGE, ofArkausas. l\1r. Chairman, I am glad to 
hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] admit that the 
duty on sugar is a tax. Is this the only tax in the tariff? I am very 
glad, also, to hear the gentleman admit that 41 per cent. is a sufficiently 
protective tax upon thi.s necessary of life, even though its raw material 
is to be taxed. I wonld like for the gentleman, however, to reconcile 
that statement with the position held by himself and held by his as
sociates on that side of the House, that while 41 per cent. on refined 
sngal' is sufficient, even with a high tax on raw sugars, yet the proposed 
40 per cent. duty on woolens with raw wool free is an insufficient tax. 
Here is also a necessary of life and a protected industry. How is it, 
further, that 45 per cent. on steel rails is inadequate as alleged for the 
maintenance of that industry. 

2\fr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman pardon me--
M~. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I really have not the time to 

yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I only wanted to say that that is 40 per cent. ad 

Y::tlorem, while the 41 per cent. on sugar is specific. Now, if you will 
give us on woolens 38 per cent. specific there will be no difficulty in 
the wav. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will be very glad to have 
the gentleman from Maine elaborate the position he occupies at any 
other time, but in the few minutes allotted to me I must decline to yield 
to him. I hope be may t.1.ke an opportunity to reconcile the difference 
whiCh exists on that side in reference to their attitude upon these two 
items of this bill. Steel rails, _at least, are specific, and the protective 
part of the tariff on woolens bas not been and is not specific nor so high 
as proposed in this bilL 

Now, sir, the gentleman has spoken of the sugar trust. The refining 
of sugar, Mr. Chairman, and the prorluction of raw or low-grade sugars
that production which is engaged in by the sorghum producers of the 
West, by the beet-growers of the West, and cane-growers of the South
are two entirely different and distinct pursuits. The refining of sugar 
is done mainly in the East. The chief seats of this industry are found 
in Philadelphia, in New York, and in Boston. 

Now, Ur. Chairman, we find-I have figured a little hastily for the 
purpose of getting at the margins which have been considered neces
sary heretofore in regard to this industry-that the margin allowed for 
rcfini11; preTions to the adoption of the present law, taking the aver
age or u~ars below No. 13, was 1.66 cents a pound as between raw 
sugus and refined sugars. That was then considered necessary by gen-. 
t lemen upon the ·otber side of the Honse. We know that the margin 
that you maintain between the raw sugars and the refined sugars isin
dependent 0f the question of revenue and of the original question ot 
the tax. His one of those business matters that has to be settled in 
:1 business way whatever may be the tax you agree upon to start with. 
But, sir, when gentlem~n of the other political party revised the tarifi 
in 1883 they did not consider that even 1.66 cents a pound was an ade
cp~:1te margin, so they made it 1.68 cents and a fraction over. 

• ·ow, gentlemen, at that time when, as now, you were not dealing 
with an in..,nfficieucy of revenue, when in fact you were confronted by 
a redundancy of revenue, yon deliberately established this as a bnsi
'm ·ss-like nwl proper margin between raw and unrefined sugars, your 
members on the Ways and Means Committee, and many of you here 
011 \be floor, ha,-c said thnt we were destroying this industry. You 
sahl nt _Chic<ttio you _wonld not surrender "any part" of these rates. 
You are in trouble. You are trying to unload. You now say we 

favor a trust. Let us see. If, now, we reduce the raw sugars 20 
points and the higher grades or refined sugars 20 points, we should 
leave the margin for the maintenance of the industry at precisely the 
same figure at which it now stands-that is to say, 1.68! cents per 
pound. 

But, sir, what have we done? We have made the margin, not 1.68}, 
but 1.38i of a cent. We have lowered the margin to the extentof$11,· 
000,000 of the possible profits to the refineries of this country, and we 
consider that a very pronounced step towards brtaking up the abuses 
under the trusts. I think gentlemen on the other side of the House 
should draw a distinction between what is necessary to stop the abuses 
of the trust, and what may be necessary for the maintenance of the in
dustry itself. To escape a general reform of the many abuses of the 
tariff you are now willing to actually kill a selected industry. We want 
reform, not death. Reform will give life, joy, an_d increased prosperity 
to the masses everywhere. Where are your reproaches now? Who 
now is reckless and desperate? 

[Here the hammer fell. J 
Mr. MILLS. I ask that we have a vote on the pending amendment. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The committee informally rose; and 1\Ir. RoGE&S having taken the 

chair as Speaker p1·o tempore, Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on En
rolled Bills, reported that they bad examined and found duly enrolled 
a bill and a joint resolution of the following titles; when the f-5peaker 
signed the same, namely: 

A bill (S. 1669) authorizing the Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge 
and Railroad Company, of Natchez, .Miss., to constl'uct a bridge over 
the Mississippi .River at or near Natchez, Miss.; and 

Joint resolution (S. H. 96) authorizing the District commissioners to 
designate a site for a statue of Benjamin Franklin. 

MESSAGE FROli THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, announced that the President had approYed and 
signed bills of the following titles: ' 

An act (H. R. 7883) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson; 
An act (H. R. 6949) granting a pension to Emeline C. Young ; 
An act (H. R. 9284) granting a pension to Webster C. Webb; 
An act (H. R. 9224) granting a pension to Belle M. Baker; 
An act (H. R. 4831) granting a pension to Delilah VandeTender; 
An act (H. R. 5114) granting a pension to Franklin Long; 
An act (H. R. 5574) grantina a pension to Benjamin F. Byers; 
An act (H. R .. 813) granting\ pension toUrs. Lovina J. Reeves; 
An act (H. R. 888) grunting a pension to John Magber; 
An act (H. H. 469) granting a pension to Maria A. Salisbury and 

Almira Morgan, only children of l\Iaj. Abner M:organ, of the Revolu
tionary A.l'my; 

An act (H. R. 885) to amend chapter 253 of the nets of the second 
session, Forty-fifth Congress, passed June 15, 1878, granting o. pousion 
to J obn Langland; 

A.n act (H. R. 8510) for the relief of Mary Coe1mand; 
A.n act (H. R. 8299) for the relief of William M. Dayton; 
An act (H. R. 3125) for tbe' reliefofSusan Jones; 
An a<:t (H. R. 3568) for the relief of B. S. Van Buren; 
An act (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Franklin White; 
An act (H. R. 7693) granting an increase of pension to Peter C. 

Cheeks; and 
An act (H. R. 9347) granting n.n increase of pension to William H. 

H. Buck. 
THE TARIFF. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
Mr. MILLS. I ask a >ote on the pending amendment. 

,. The CHAIRMAN. The question is on.agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Alaine which bas been rend. 

The question being taken, there were on a division-ayes 79, noes 97. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I ask for tellers. · . 
Tellers were ordered. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported-:lyes 86, 

noes 105. 
So the amendment was rejected. • 
Mr. WEBER. I now offer the amendment notice of which I gave 

on Saturday. ' 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 339 to 3t6, inclusive, nnd insert the following:: 
"All sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in colo1· shall pay duty on their 

pola.riscopic test as follows, namely: 
''All su~~trs not n.bove No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms. sirups 

of canejutce or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete Rml con
centrated molasses, testing by the pohtriscope not .above seventy-five <legl'ees, 
s?:Ul pay a. duty of 1.15 cents .per pound, aud for every additional degt'ee or frac
tiOn of a de~ree not above mnety degrees shown by the polariscopic test they 
shall pay th1rty-two thousandt.hs of a cent per pound additional. 

"All sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, testing by tlw polari
scope alJove ninety degrees nnd not aboYe ninety-one degrees, shall pa y a. duty 
of 1.90 cents per pound, and for every additional degree or fraction of a degree 
not above ninety-seven degrees shown by the polariscopic test they shall pay 
five-hundredths of a. cent per pound additional. 

I 
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"All sugars testing by the polariscope above ninety-seven degrees shall be When JOHN SHERMAN was Secretary of the Treasnrv he became sat-
classified with suga-rs above No.lfi Dutch standard in color. .J 

"All sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the isfied that millions of pounds ofhigh-gradesugars came into this country 
Dlltch standard of color and pay duty as follows, ntm1ely." colored t.oresemble lower grades in order to escape the greater duties 

.M.r. WEBER. Mr. Chairman, as this is a subject of considerable im- imposed upon the higher-colored sugars. He ordered the application of 
portance, I desire to ask consent that I may proceed without the limit the pol.a.riscopic test, in order _to ascertain their tru.e saccharine quality 
required by the rules. . . upon which to rate the dnt,ies. The action of Secretary Sherman was 

Mr. KELLEY. I move the gentleman have time to explain his resisted. The power of the courts was invoked; and in the case of Col-
amendment. lector Merritt vs. Welsh the courts held that the application oithepo-

Air. MILLS. How much time does the gentleman want? lariscope test required by Secretary Sherman to detect the true quality 
M.r. WEBER. I think about thirty minutes. of these sugars was beyond the letter and spirit of the law. From that 
.Mr. ?lULLS. I hope weshallgetthroug.h with this schedule to-day. time until revived in 1883 the polariscope was relegated to the rear. 
Mr. ~.BER. If the gentleman will allow me, I believe the abuses But during that polariscopic period of two or three years the increase 

that have been spoken of by the gentleman from Illinois can be cor- of tho sugar revenues are estimated to be nearly $5,000,000. 
rected by a proper classification of the sugar schedule; and I do not be- This decision of the SU]?reme Court of the United States referred to 
lieve gentlemen on the other side will care to put obstacles in the way w~ rendered ]ate in 1881, and in the tariff revision of 1883 the defee~ 
of preventing the undoubted fradulent importation of sugar. of the old system were sought to be remedied. The remedy was in the 

Mr. MILLS. I am willing to give the gentleman fifteen minutes, i1 right direction, bu-tit did not go far enough. The polariscope test wa~ 
he will accept that. properly required, but only as to sugars grading No. 13 Dutch stnnd-

Mr. CANNON. I hope he will be allowed to proceed thirty minutes. ard in color or under. Up to that time substantially all the sugars im· 
:Mr. MILLS. I will give him :fifteen minutes. ported c..1.me in as of No. 13 in color or under. With such light as that 
1\Ir. REED. This is an importa,nt matter. Congress fixed the polariscopic test to apply to tho sugar such as had UIJ 
1\Ir. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ·wiLKINSON] to that time been import-ed. 

was allowed to proceed almost ad libitum. Now, I invite the attention ofthe committee to a study ofsomeoffi-
Mr. MILLS. I withdraw my objection. cial statistics bearing1 I think, most effecti~ely upon this feature of the 
1\l.r. O'NEALL, of Indiana. I renew. the objection. case. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. Is the objection insisted upon. In 1 79 there came into this country of imported sugar 1, 598,000,000 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentu.cky. The gentleman f1·om Indiana pounds, of which 1,597,000,000 pounds C!l.llle in as of No. 13 or under. 

'Will withdraw his objection. - In 18 0 there came in 1,592,000,000 pounds, of which 1,589,000~000 
Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana. At the earnest request of my friends pounds came in as of No. 13 or under. In 1831 there came in 1,869,

I withdraw the objection. 000,000 pounds, of which 1,867,00D,OOOl>oundscame in as ofNo.13 or 
· The CHAIR"bUN. It is now suggested that the gentleman be al- 'under. In 1882 th~re came in1,913,000,000 pounds, of which 1,911,
lowed to proceed for twenty-five minutes. Is there further objection? 000,000 pounds came in as of No. 13 or under. I skip the year 1883 

There was no further objection. . ior the .reason that in the middle of that year the polariscope appeared 
Mr. WEBER. The amendment proposed by me i.s in the natu.re of legally on the scene and was applied to all sugars of No. 13 Dutch 

a reclassification of the sugar schedule, and is not designed to interfere standard and under commencing with a duty of 1. 4.0 cents per pound 
with the rates proposed by the committee. It is assumed, at least I for sug~s testing not above 75 per cent. mccb::u·ine strength and add
assume, that the m::tjority ofthls House purpose standing by the Com- ing tour-hundredths of a cent perpoq.ndfor each additional degree. 
mittee on Ways and 1\Ieans as to rates, and the reclassification proposed In 1884 there was imported 2,437,000,000 pounds, of which there 
is substantially upon the rates prescribed by the bill of the committee. came ju claiming to be No. 13, but testing over ninety-one degrees, 
The amendment is in the interest of the sugar producers as well as ot 288:000,000 pounds. 
the consumers of this conn-try, and is not inimical to the interests ot Now, the normal or natural color, as it used to be when color de
the refiner so far as the .refining interests, pure and simple, are concerned; tcrmined the quality, and upon which oru· tariff rates are founded, of 
but the amendment does aim to strike, and I believe it will effectively sugars testing ninety-one degrees saccharine strength is No. 13 Dutch 
strike, at the viciousness of the system which is the outgrowth of the stand.ard in color, and up to the date of the legal polariscope, in 1883, · 
existing law, and will result in stamping out practices that have been the highest number of pounds imported of sugars above No. 13 was 
indulged in by some of the sugar refiners and importers whose trade 3,000,000 pounds; but as soon as the polariscope test wa.s applied and 
operations were monopolistic long before they-were combined in a sugar the application of it limited to No. 13 the amount over No. 13, as de
trnst. · termined by the ~olor test, grew from3,000,000 pounds to 288,000,000 

The object of the sugar duty, :Mr. Chairman, no matter what it may pounds, testing by the polariscope ninety-one degrees, and therefore 
have been in the days gone by, whether for revenue or for protection, properly belonging to a~olor grade a.bove No.13, and subject to a duty 
or for both combined, is primarily the protection of the sugar-growers under the law of 2-.75 instead of 2. 04 cents per pound. That wa.S in 
of this country. How far this object falls short in the bill of the com- 1884, and in 1885 the amount of increase had ,grown to 512,000,000 
mittee and in what degree it fails, a careful examination of the exist- pounds. . 
ing law and the practical working of the system under the law will In 1886 the increase in the imports of sugar over No. 13 wa.s 826,
reveal. The proposition of the committee is but a horizontal rednc- 000,000 ponn~, and in 1887 the increase of imported sugar claiming to 
tion of that fraud-inviting and fraud-resulting system. The commit- be N9. 13, and appearing in rolor to be No. 13, but testing ninety-one 
tee-and when I say the committee I mean the Democratic majority degrees or over, and by that test shown to properly belong to the color 
of the committee, for that seems to have been the committee-the class abo>e No.13, was1,389,000,000pounds,nearlyone-halfoftheen
committee seems to have started out with good intentions. 'Theorigi- tire amount of sugars imported into the UnitedStates1 paying 2.04 cents 
nal bill brought into this House fixed the color-line requiring the per pound for ninety-one degrees test because they were classed wilh 
polariscopic test at No. 16 Dutch standard or under, and repealed that No. 13 in color, when they should have paid, according to the color 
provision of existing law requiring the payment of n. drawback on ex- class above, to which th-eir polariscope test consigns them, and which 
ported refined sngar supposed to equal only the amount of the -duty would have required at least 2. 75 cents per pound. Now, either the 
origina.Uy collected, less 1 per cent. retained by the Government. sugar-planters of this country were deprived of the benefit of the pro-

The amended bill, as reported by lli. :MILLs, drops the color line to tection jnvolved between 2.04 (which would be the amount on No. 13 
No. 13, and restores 'the provision paying drawbacks. This amended sugar testing ninety-one degrees) and 2.75, which would be the duty 

_bill, this sudden change of front-on the part-of the committee-always under existing law if they were above 13 in colo1·-either, I say, the 
dangerous in the face of the enemy, so the military anthori ties tell us- planters of this conn try were deprived of the benefit of that protection
this overthrow of sensible intention in the direction of true reform, or this vast sum remained in the pockets of the sugar trust. 
point suspiciously to the fine Italian hand of the sugar trust. Thein- Bnt this is not al1. There is more iniquity in that provision of the 
strument ned to carry out their purposes being the Committee on billrelatingtodrawbacks upon exportedre.finedsugars, which the com
Ways and Mean~ of this Ho'hse; their reliance for success being the mittee intended originaJ.ly to repeal, but which for some reason as yet 
complication of the subject and the general lack of understanding of unex~ed, but as "to which, although expJanation has been repeat
its practical working. edly invited, particularly by my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNONJ, 

I do not charge that this committee was consciously influenced by the committee have maintained a most discreet and commendable 
the agents of the sugar trust; but, sir, the history of the sugar frauds silence. 
upon the revenues of our Government and the sudden conversion of We may well look with suspicion upon the business of exporting re
the Ways and M:eans Committee, a.s is evidenced by the sched nle as it fined sugars from this country to England upon the basis of dmw bacl; s 
now exists in the bill compared with the schedule as it originally came which shallequalonlythe amount of duty originally paid upon th~ im
to the House, seemingly indicates that the controlling sources of infor- portation of raw sugars. When we recall the facta that both countries 
mation upon which their amended action was based were the .agents go to the same sources of supply for the raw material; that the United 
of the sugar trust. , States certainly .has no advantage in respect of cost of capital-employed 

Before the existing schedule went into effect in 1883 sugar dnties to run the business ofsugnrrefining, and no advantageinresllectofcost 
were levied according to the Dutch standard of color alone. Up ofplant;thatwestoptherawmaterialhalfway,wemaysay,atourports, 
to that time nine-tenths of the sugar coming into this country came unload it, cart it to the refineries, refine it with higher-priced l!lbor, recart 
in as of No. 10 Dutch standard, or under. · it to the wharves, reship it. retaining 1 percent. of the duty originally col-



.· 

1888. OONGRES.SIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 6027 
lecte~ and that we ship it to the country which buys the raw material 
at the same sources of supply that we do, and undersell the sugar re
finers of that country in their own market, certainly such a state of 
facts forces us irresistibly to the conclusion that there is something 

_ wrong somewhere. Even the very gauzy theory which I have beard 
announced so often upon the floor of this Honse during the tariff dis-. 
cussion, which has been so copiously dealt out to the wage-workers of 
this country to lull them into acquiescence to take this strong free-trade 
draught, and which I presume will be repeated from every Democratic 
stump in the country from now until election, the theory that our labor 
is so much more productive because it is so much more skillful than 
the labor of other countries-even that theory ru; applied to sugar re
fining vanishes in the face of tbe£.'\Ct that the la.bor cost of refining sug.ar 
is less than one-fifth of a cent per pound. 

Now I want to give the committee a few fi.:,oures with reference to the 
sugar drawbacks, and I regret that my friend from · Louisiana [.1\Ir. 
WILKINSO:!'l] is not in his seat, in order that I might, with the official 
statistics,. correct the statement he made this morning that since the 
reduction of drawbacks on the fust grade of sugar, exports of refined 
sugar had almost entirely ceased. 

In 1883 we paid as drnw backs on reftned sugars exported $884,856. 48. 
In 1884, after the system under the new tariff, which limited the polari
scope test to No. 13 sugars, had fairly come into operation, we paid 
$1,579,680.61-nearly double the payment of the preceding year. In 
1885-and I desire tho gentleman from Louisiana to notice that there 
is no falling off-the amount leaped up to $6,695,892.52. In 1886 we 
paid $5,638,807.53, and in 1887 $5,466;50L79. I venture to say, Mr. 
Chairman, that in the last three yearE, because of fraudulent importa
tions, $1,000,000 per annum was paid as drawbacks by the Govern
ment more than bad been originally collected as duties. It is certainly 
a little singular that as the fraudulent importations grow the volume 
of exported refined sugar swells. 

The fact is, l'tlr. Chairman, you can not honestly refine sugar in this 
country and export it to England simply upon the basis of the duty 
originally collected, for the conditions are clearly against any such 
thing. The sugar comes in originally at a lower rate than it should 
pay according to law, and it goes out upon the basis of color at the ra.te 
which it is presumed to have paid iu the first instance and ought to 
have paid, but which it did not pay. When you get this business oi 
exporting refined sugar down to an honest basis, assuming that the 
elements of labor cost and capital remain·.tbe same as now, you will 
:have stopped the business of exporting refined .sugars. 

:Mr. Chairman, the people want relief from this burden of sugar taxa
tion. I do not believe that they desire thia relief solely because of the 
amount of tax which they pay, but because many of them believe that 
the true principle of protection. namely, the protection of our labor · 
against the cheaper labor of for~ign countries, is not involved, and that 
the ugar tariff i3 a barrier against nature, against climatic influences, 
agai11st the decrees of the Almighty. · 

The distinguished gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. B:&ECKINRIDGE], 
whom I am gl.ad to see before me, apparently interested in my remarks, 
stated a few days ago with some earnestness and with that eloquence 
which usually characterizes his utterances, but as I thought in a spirit 
of boastful pride, that the free l.abor of the South to-day is cheaper tbau 
the slave labor of ante-bellum days. When the gentleman made that 
declaration I thought that even this principle of protection, so fur as it 
means the protection of our labor against the cheaper labor. of foreign 
countries, might be considered in this case to have failed. Mr. Chair
man, tb e people do. not object to this tax solely on account of its amount. 
They object also because they believe t~at a certain percentage of the 
tax which they pay (and which in my judgment is wholly a tax, be
cause the borne production being so insignificant in comparison with 
the total consumption does not at all affect the prices) does not appear 
in the Treasury of the United States, but remains in the pockets of the 
sugar refiners. 

But, sir, knowing how completely tha,t side of the Honse is wedded 
to the free-trade heresies of Democracy; having witnessed during the 
past few weeks with considerable admiration the gr:a.nd discipline that 
has prevailed over there, whether brought about by the crack of the 
party lash, by coaxing, or by holding up the subtle influences, insinu
atingly and opportunely put forward, of a well directed veto message; 
han ug noticed at least a strengthening of your lines at every weak point 
by sweetening our Louisiana friends with sugar, capturing Kentucky, 
perb::tps, with whisky, wheedlingSouthCarolina.withpaddyrice,screw
illg the courage ofConnecticnt up to the sticking point with wood-screws 
aud attaching one end of Chicago to the procession withgoodAmeri.ca.~ 
stick-tight glue [laughter], I am ready to acknowledge that the two 
"wings of Democracy" flap loving and harmoniously together; and 

' I am 1orced to admit that yon on that side caD. not properly be charued 
with bein~ infidels, for you certainly have taken good eare of your o~ 
household. 

Bntknowingalso, Mr. Chairman, tbatgentlemenonthcotbersidewill 
act entirely in accord with the dictates of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, nnu recognizing the wisdom of bowing to the inevitable, I make 
no useless stru?gle for a reduction of duties; but I do plead for are-

Classification of the schedule in order that there may be lifted from the 
shoulders of our people that portion of the burden founded in fraud 
and resulting in fraud, and for the purpose of showing that I am not 
entiiely in error when I say that the people of this country demand 
relief from the burden of the sugar tax, I will read .a brief extract 
from good Democratic authority,. the loyalty and fealty of which I be
lieve has not yet been questioned, and I presume will not be by any 
gentleman on the other side of the House. The New York World of 
July 3 says: 
It is desirable tp take the tax off sugar, since it is n.n article'of universal con

sumption and the Government does not need the revenue. But there is a. wide 
.misapprehension as to the nature of the tax. The duty has much more of a. 
revenue chara{lter than protective. Thorough free-traders prefer to have the 
tax ()()ntinued, since five times or thereabouts as much sugar is imported as is 
produced in the country. A.nd this has been so long the case that the protective 
idea with respect to it is practically demonstTated to be a failure. It is not 
profitable to raise sugar in the United States. and it is high t.ime that poor peo
ple had ceased to be taxed to sustain the vain attempt. 

As to the amendment I have offered, it is upon the basis of the rates 
submitted. in the bill proposed by the committee. It begins at No. 13 
Dutch standard in color, testing seventy-five degr~es, with a duty of 
1.15 cents-per pound, as provided by the committee's bill, and thirty
two one-thousandths of a cent per pound for every additionul degree or 
fraction~of a degree up to and including ninety degrees. · · 

Up to this point I am with the committee bill exactly. The varia
tion from the committee's schedule, it may be said, begins here, for it 
requires all sugars not above 16 Dutch standard in color, testing by the 
polariscope above ninety and not above ninety-one degrees, shall pay a 
duty of 1.90 cents per pound, and for all additional degrees up to and 
inclu.diirgninety-sevendegreesofpolariscopietesttheyshallpayfi.veone
hundredtbs of a cent additional. .In other words, as sugars increase in 
richness, as demonstrated by the polariscope, the duty increases. 

But it will be observed that the last degree of sugar, testing ninety
seven, pays 2.20 cents per pound, precisely the amount provided in 
the committee's bill for sugars above 13 and not above 16. Sugars 
testing by polariscope above ninety-seven degrees shall be classified 
with sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in color. From this pciint 
the exact text of the bill is resumed. · (Applause.] 

Pass that.amendment and it will stop the refiners who indulge in . 
these fraudulent practices. It will not injure Louisiana producers of 
sugar, but it will give them all the protection involved in the sched
ule, and will protect the consumers by just the amount between hon
est and fraudulent importations, and which now remains in the pQck
ets of the sugar refiners of the country. [.Applause.] 

I reserve whatever time I have remaining. 
Mr. ADA.11IS. I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I believe I have been recocr-

nized, and I will yield only for a vote. o 

Mr. ADA.MS. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose of 
submitting some remarks. 

Ur. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. In that case I will continue 
to occupy the floor for the purpose of answering on~ or two poin~ made 
by the gentleman from New York (Mr. WEBER] in the rema:rkswbich 
he l1as j nst submitted. 

In regard to the matter of the amount of duty paid on the mw su
gar which has entered into the refined sugar, that is certified to the 
proper officials under Treasury regulations by the refiners. Th~ Secre
tary of the Treasury has always had and now has the power to fix a 
limit beyond which these estimates shall not be paid. Under past 
Secretaries our export trade in refined sugar, based on the idea that 
refiners did not make false certification, has been very great. I am not 
prepared in this matter to impeach anybody's integrity, and so far as 
I know nobody can do it successfully. Secretary Folger was an able, 
painstaking, honest man. On the 9th of J nne, 1883, he issued the fol
lowing order: 

TREASURY DKPA.nTl\IENT, Washington, D. C., June 9, 1883. 

To collectors of ctu;toms and others : 
Until the 1st day of September, 1883, on the expor~on of sugar and sirup, 

1·efined wholly from Imported sugars, tank-bottoms, suups of cane-juice, me
lada, concentrated melada, or concrete and concentrated molasses, upon which 
duties shall be paid at tbe rates prescribed by the tarifi" of 1\Ia.reh a, 1883 dm w-
hack will be allowed at the following rates: ' 

1. On refined loaf, cut-loaf, <'rushed, granulated, and powdered sugnr. stove
dried o-r dried by other equally effective processes, 2.82 cents per pound: 

2. On refined white coffee sugar, nndried, and aboye No. 20, Dutch standard 
in color, 2.28cents per pound. 

3. On all grades of refined coffee sugar, No. 20, Dutch standard, and below, in 
color, 1.84 cents per pound. . 

4. On sirup resulting entirely from the refining of the above-enumeri),ted Im
ported materials, 4 cents per gallon. • 

The allowance on sugars will be subject to the deduction of 1 per cent., and 
the allowance on sirup to the deduction of 10 per cent .. as prescribed by law. 

He next issued this circular: 
CHAS. J. FOLGER, Becretm·y. 

Tll.EASURY DEPAR~"'T, Washington, D. C., October 3,1883. 

To eoUeclors of customs and <>Lhers: 
The provisional rates of drawback specified in the Department's circular of 

June 9, 1883, No. 77, will continue in force until January 1, 188i, unless sooner 
revoked. 

CH.AS. J. FOLGER, Secretary. 
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Then on February 7, 1884, he issued this circular: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., Feb1"Uary 7, 1884. 
To collectors of customs and othe,-s: 

The following ra tes of d rawback on sugar and its _product-s, established pro
visiono.lly b y th e circular of June 9, 1883, are hereby <reclared to be permanent: 

1. On r efin ed loaf, cut-loa f, cru.'lhed, granulated, and powderea sugar, stove
dried, or dried by ather equally effective process, 2.82 cents p er pound. 

2. On r e fin ed white cofree sugar, undried, and above No. 20, Dutch standarrl 
in colo r, 2.28 cents per pound. 

3. On all grades of re fined coffee s ugar, No. 20, Dutch standard, and below, in 
color, 1.84 cents per pound. 

4. On sirup resulting entirely from the refining of the above-enumerated im
ported materials , 4 cents p e r g a llon. 

The allowance on suga.rs will be subject to the deduction of 1 per cent., and 
the allowance on sirup t-o the deduction of 10 per cent., as prescribed by l'l.w. 

CHAS. J. FOLGE R, Secretary. 

Then on July 23, 1884, Acting Secretary Coon issued this order: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., July 23,1884. 

To collectol'S of customs and others : 
On the exportation of sugar refined from imported molasses, upon which the 

duty of 4 cents per gallon, prescribed by the tariff of March 3, 1883, has been 
paid, a drawback will be allowed at the rate of fifty-five hundredths of a cent 
per pound, less the legal retention of 1 per cent. · 

CHAS. E. COON, Aeti ng 811c1·etary. 

Exports continued large and complaints of fraud were freely made, 
as now. On September 28 Acting Secretary Fairchild issued this or
der: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

To collectors of customs and others : 
Washington, D. C., SepU:tnber 28, 1885. 

On a ll r efined loaf, cut-loaf, crushed, granulated, and powdered sugar, sto,·e
dried or dried by other equally effective process, exported on and after Novem
ber 1,1886, drawback will be allowed at the rate of 2.60 cents per pound, less the 
lega l retention of 1 per cent. 

The above rate is provisionally established in lieu of the existing rate of 2.82 
cents per pound, pending an inquiry as to what further reduction may be nec
essary. 

C. S. F AIRCIDLD, Acting See1·etm-y. 

The principal expo1·ts were of granulated sugar. On the 3d of Feb
ruary, 1888, Secretary Fairchild issued this order: 

- TREASURY D E PARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

To collecto1·s oj customs and others: 
Wash.tngton, D. C., Februa1·y 3, 1888. 

The rate of dmwbaek provisionally established by the circular of Sept~mber 
28, 1886 (Synopsis 7780), on all refined loaf, cut-loaf, crushed, granulated, and 
powdered sugar, stove-dried or dried by other equally effective process, namely, 
2.60 cents per pound, less the legal retention of 1 per cent., is her<.' by declared to 
be permanent. 

C. S. FAIRCHlLD, Sec1·eta1·y. 

You see Secretary Fairchild, first acting for Secretary Manning, and 
since acting for himself, has cut down Secretary Folger's allowance on 
granulated sugar. 

Mr. DWGLEY. From 2.82 to 2.60. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Maineis 

correct. 
Mr. WEBER. They were reduced by Mr. Fairchild. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Further on. 
lvlr. WEBER. That was the first reduction. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But first under Mr. Man

n ing's administration. 
:X ow as to exports. Honestexportswe do not wish to stop. It gives 

work for our people. During the fiscal year of 1887 the exports of re
fined sugar were something over $11,000,000, if I re~ember correctly. 

~ [r. WEBER. Are you speaking of sugar? 
Mr. BRECKWRIDGE, ofArkan as. Yes, ofrefined sugar. I think 

i t was something over $11,000,000. 
Mr. WEBER. That is incorrect. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No, Ithinkitisnot; buton the 

contrary t hat it is accurate. Bn t during the fiscal year just closed this 
, exporttradehas·been very small. It has not been more than one-fourth 

or one-fifth what it was before. If yon say there was fraud, I say this is 
evidence of better things now. I expect the Secretary has got it about 
Tight. I remember the statements of refiners with whom I havetal_ked 
in relation to this matter. They have complained of what they con
sider the insufficiency of the present amount of drawbacks paid by the 
Treasury Department, aud they have stated that under the restrictions 
of the Treasury Department the amo!mt of the export of refined sugar 
has diminished until it has become merely nominal. I have not the 
exact data, but they complain bitterly. 

Mr. WEBER. Here arc all of the official statistics which the gen
tl em~ can use if he desires to do so. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not contradict the official 
statistics. 

Mr. WEBER. Let me read, then. I do not think the gentleman 
beard m~ when I stated the facts derived from the official statistics. 

:Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Perhaps, if I had heard what 
the gentleman said, I would not be making any remarks now. I lis
tened to the gentleman, but could not fully hear him. 

Mr. WEBER. I have them here and will read them if you will 
allow me. 

Ur. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is not necessary now. 
Now. Mr. Chairman, that question of fraudulent drawbacks on ex-

port.-; is a question which rests at present where it has always rested-, 
with the Treasury Department; and while I do not mean t.o contend 
against official figures, yet I have stated-with some degree of confidence 
what I have and remember and what has been communicated to me 
by refiners and others who are perfectly acquainted with the subject. 

It is clear to me that this matter is a~ least in snfe condition at this 
time as respects frauds. It is a matter wo always have had to leave 
with the Department, and I see no better way now. There may be a 
better way, but it is not proven. ·we had better reject these experi
ments, and not forget that we are doing better than we ha.ve done. 

· [Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. WEBER. J ask unanimous ccnsent that the gentleman from 

Arkansas be permitted to occupy further time. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No; while I thank the gen

tleman, yet I will not occupy the time of the committee now, though 
possibly I may take occasion later on to discuss cert.ain other points in 
connection with the pending amendment. 

1\ir . .ADAMS. I move to strike out the last word. The amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from New York, changing the classifi'cation 
of sugars under the tariff Jaws, involves more technical knowledge of 
the subject than all of us perhaps have con>eniently at hand. But 
there is one fact in regard to imported sugars and the tariff duty upon 
them which almost every well-informed person in this country knows. 
Sugars between No. 13 and No. 16 Dutch standard, as they are now 
produced abroad under modern processes of manufacture, are fit, or 
measurably fit, for consumption by the people of this country without 
being put through the refineries. I ought to say rather that they would 
be fit for consumption without refining, if they were not artificially col
ored to take advantage ofour tariff laws. Theyare, orratherwonldbe, 
pure enough, clean enough, and light-colored enough to suit the taste 
of a large proportion of the people of the United States. 

But it so happens that the classification of our sugar tariff imposes 
a higller duty upon sugars lighter in color than No. 13 Dutch standard. 
H ence the foreign producer has a strong motive to darken the- color of 
his sugar in order to take advantage of the lower duty. He changes 
the color of his sugar by artificial means before it passes through the 
custom-house. The result is that after it has passed the' custom-house 
it is forced to go through the refineries in order to get rid of the artifi
cial coloring inska'd of going directly, as it otherwise would, to the 
breakfast table of the American consumer. Hence the existing sugar 
tariff, as well as the Mills bill, for the Mills bill perpetuates the abuse, 
compels the American consumer to pay a tribute of about a cent a 
pound to the su~ar-refining trust on a large portion of the sugar which 
he uses. This is the evil which the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York proposes to cure. 

The Committee on Ways and Means also proposed to correct this evil 
when they madethefirstdranght of their bill for the use of the commit
tee. My colleague [M~. CANNON] has already called attention to the 

..amazing change of front executed by the Committee ori 'Vays and 
l\Ieans between the time when they printed the first draught of their bill 
and the time when they submitted the bill for the consideration of the 
House. 

The gentleman from New York has just now declared that bethought 
the "fine Italian hand" of the sugar trust might be discerned in this 
amazing change in the text of the bill. He is not far out of the way. 
The members of the Committee on Manufactures as well as the mem
bt>.rs of the Committee on Ways and Means would probably admit that 
the change was due to evidence given by New York st1gar refiners be
fore the Committee on Manufactures when that committee was inves
tigating the sugar trust under a resolution of my colleague [ lr. UA
soN] which passed the House January 25. Three members of tho 
Committee on Manufactures are also majority members of the Ways 
and Means. They must have begun their investigation in February. 
The pending bill was reported early in April. 

I regret very much, Mr. Chairman, that the rP.solntiop, of my col
league (Mr. MASON] was not confined to its original scope of an in
vestigation of the sugar trust. If it had been, we should perhaps have 
had a report from the committee long ago. It would have been of 
so~ benefit-to us in the consideration of the provisions of t he pend
ing bill relating to the sugar duties. That was undoubtedly the in
tention of my colleague, in introducing it. The scope of that resolu
tion was so broadened by the Honse that it covered not only the sugar 
trust, but the Standard Oil trust, and all the other trusts of which we 
have heard so much during the discussion of the pending bill. I am 
glad to have all these trusts investigated, but I wish the committee 
had seen fit to make at least a partial report of the evidence taken, so 
that we could have had some benefit at this session from their inYesti-
gations. . 

It seems to me it would have been only fair for the gentlemen on the 
Committee on Manufactures who are also members of the Committee 
on Ways and Means to see to it that at least a p~rtial report was made, 
including all of the testimony taken in relation to the sugar trust. It 
is not enough, in my estimation, that in a practical matter, a matter 
of grave importance of this kind, the facts should be familiar to bn t 
three or four gentlemen, however eminent and able they may be. If 
we in this Honse are calloo upon to vote for or against a proposed re-



1888. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD~HOUSE. 6029 
vision of the tariff laws, we ought to be placed in possession of all which seems to be as unalterable us the laws of the Medes and Fer
the information that is accessible to that committee or any other com- sians, that this bill from the Ways and Means Committee is not to be 
mittee of the B;ouse. Therefore I say I regret very much the report marred, not to be changed in letter or line except for the purpose of ac
was not made months ago. commodatingsomeDemocratic member inadistrictwhereto leave the 

I introduced a resolution this morning on the call of States calling article on the free-list would endanger his re-election. We have seen 
for an immediate report from that committee of the evidence taken in a good deal to confirm the idea that the Democracy regard the tariff as 
1·egard to the sugar trust, and also the evidence in regard to the Stand- ''a local issue.'' 
arcl Oil trust. That, also, is an important matter. The resolution I did not vote for the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois for 
of my colleague [Mr. MASON] was introduced with reference to legis- the reason that I, as a true protectionist, fear the result of the policy 
ln.tion to be had during the present session of Congress; and yet by the of inaugmating the bounty system by the sanction of the Republican 
slow method in which the work of that committee bas dragged itself party. I fear the result of the friends of protection inaugurating the 
along we are not likely to get any practical benefit from it this sum- policy of a bounty in lieu of a protective tariff. Where would it lead 
meT or even next winter. , us to? If you strike down the taTiff on sugar and substitute a bounty, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman allow me? -why not strike down on iron, on iTon ore, on woolen goods, on cotton 
Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. goods, on every conceivable fabric that is now manufaetured abroad 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I think I reveal no committee secrets when I and imported into this country, and give the manufacturer a bounty? 

state that the evidence taken by the committee on these two points bas I apprehend, if we shall est..'l.blish this precedent of giving a bounty for 
been concluded months since, and that it could have been presented to tbe production of sugar, thatwewillopen the gate, the entering wedge 
the House whenever it chose to call for it. will be started, and it will finally be driven through all of our Ameri-

Mr. ADAMS. On what points"? ca.n industries, and onr free-trade friends will from time to time come 
Mr. BUCHANAN. On the Standard Oil trust and tile sugar"trust. forward, placing this p•·ecedent in our presence, and, appealing to our 
Mr. ADAMS. Well, perhaps it is my fault that I was not aware of past action, make war on every industry now bnilt.up and in a state 

that fact. T_heoretically every one of us may be supposed to know what of prosperity in this country by proposiugto take the duty off and give 
goes on in every committee, but practically we do not. a lJonntJ. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And I see no objection to the House ordering Now, 1\fr. Chairman, as I understand the authors of this bill, the 
that t estimony to be printed at once. primary object of it is for the purpose of reducing the surplus in the 

1\Ir. DINGLEY. I have a copy of the evidence on the sugar trust I Treasury. Where is there an intelligent man who bas studied this 
in my band. question a.ud helieYes a. reduction of dnty on foreign goods and foreign 

Mr. ADAMS. It ongllt to be in the hands of every memher; and imp:>rtations will reduce the surplus? Does not all experience go to 
the evidence on the Standard Oil trust also. ~bow thnt Tlhenever the duties on for0ign pronnctions imported into 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regaxd the p1·o forma amendment I this country are red need the re\ennes are increased instead of rlimin-
ns withdrawn. ished? \Vas not that so with sugar? Therefore I appeal to gentle-

M r. MILLS. Is there anything pending before the committee? men on this side, aml I appeal to gentlemen on the other side to let ns 
The CHAIRMAN. There i au amendment to strike out and insert. meet this issue fairly at1d squarely. Talk of no bounties. Do one of 
Mr. HOUR. I move to strike out the last word. two things: either place n. duty on su~nr or put it on the free-list. 
llr. Chairman, I -want to ask unanimous con ent that I may be per- Away with your bounties. I want nothing to r.lo with them, nor do 

mitted to proceed not to exceed fifteen minutes. I do not think I w~l I believe the American people will snstain the bonnty policy. I do 
occupy ten. not believe the American mind is in a humor to encotuage bounties on 

Mr. MILLS. I am bound to object. We must get on with this this, that, or the other enterprise. Therefore I shall vote to cppose 
bill. bounties to any enterprise, for the production of su~ar or any other 

Mr. HOUK. 'l'hen I will modify my request and ask for ten min- manufactorerl article. Lettbeprote<:tivesystemsbnd, and be applied 
ntes. to every industry worthy of encouragement for the benefit of the 

Tho CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- American laborer, farmer, tradesman, and mannlhcturer; but let us not 
man from Tennessee that he be allowed ten minutes? reverse the American policy nnd drift oft" after new and strange dvc-

Tbere was no objection. trines summed up in the word " bounty." 
Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I am a protectionist because I believe The American policy has been to foster m:lnufucturea, increase the 

it protects, and were I on the Ways and llfeans Co:::nmittee and chaTged wages of labor, create a home market, and build up the coun lry by a. 
with preparing a bill looking to the permanency of the protective sys- protecti\e tariff. This Government bns never committed itself to the 
tern I would place everything on the free-list which was not produced policy ofbounty-giving and has not granted bounties in more than one 
in this country, or which we do not have the means of producing in the or two instances. The5e were the exception; a protective tariff bas 
early futnre .in sufficient quantities to supply in a great degree the de- heen the rule. Let us adhere to it as a. trade regulation in all proper 
mands of tile people. Everything which we can not produce should go C..'lSCS and whenever the circumstances and conditions surroumling any 
on the free-list, because to place a duty on such articles comes within industry justify governmental aid in the interest of the people. 
the reasoning of the free-traders, that the amount of the duty is added nut now, keeping in mind the primary object you have in view in this 
to the price. bill, if you desire to reduce the surplus there nre but twc ways to do 

The protective theory, as I understand it, is that protect.ion should it. One way is, instead of reducing duties, to put the article on the 
be extended to all the industries of this country when they can pro- free-list absolutely and stop auy revenue from that source. The other 
duce the article in sufficient quantities to supply the demand and meet way, the most practical way, is to repenl the tax on tobacco and on 
the wants of consumers. This brings about competition, and the merest spirits used in the arts. If you pLease, I will go further and vote to 
tyro knows that competition reduces prices. All human experience wipe out the entire in ternal-revenue system from the pages of the stat
proves this to be a practical truth. It is true in every branch of t-rade ute-books of the United State-". 
that a sufficient supply and competition in the trade lessens prices and Ur. CHEADLE. Except the tax on oleomargarine? 
cileapens the article to the consumer. :Mr. HOUK. Except the tax on oleomargarine, and we will collect 

If I h:td been called upon to vote on the question of reducing or de- that in another way. The war taxes are the taxes collected through 
stroying the duty on sugar at the commencement of this session, being the internal-revenue system, except the little tax on oleoma-rgarine. 
somewhat illy informed on the su~ject up to that time, I should, fol- Let the war taxes be wiped out and the protective system stand. 
lowing my natural inclinations to maintain the _protective policy of If we desire to reduce the surplus in the Treasury, let us repeal the 
this country as the great American policy to develop and build up, have internal-revenue system, repeal the tax on tobacco at any ra.te. Every 
voted to maintain the tariff duty as it stands to-day. But, as I now Democrat who made a speech in Tennessee for ten years up to the elec
understand it, we produce in this country less than one-ninth of the tion of Cleveland, so far as my knowledge goes, ma-de war on the entire 
sugar necessary to supply the consumption of the American people. internal-revenue system from A to izzard. And I have beard and an
'rhat fact presenting itself, uncontradicted so far as I know, without s;vered many of them by apologizing for the law and condemning the 
any great assurance that this production can be increased commensu- methods of its execution. 
rate with the demand and sufficient to supply the American market, I would like to hear from our Democratic friends from my State. I 
I hold that as a true protectionist it is not the policy of the Republic- would like to know how they stand on this question. I wonldJike to 
nn party to keep anything on the protected list which is not produced have them tell me and tell this House, and through this House tell 
in such qmm! ities in this country as to create competition in the Ameri- their constituents, whether they are for the repeal of the tobacco tax. 
can market and thereby reduce the price. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, or the modification or repeal of the inte'rnal-revenue system, or whether 
for one Republican in the interest of protection, that we may not ex- they are against it; because I tell the gentlemen their constituents will 
tend it to those industries which a~~ of such small importance as to be talk to them about it this fall. There will be music on this subject in 
insufficient to supply our home market and home consumption, I say I many parts of Tennessee between this time and the election in Novem
a.m inclined when ~he proper time comes to vote to put sugar upon the ber, and I am curious to knowhow our Tennessee DemocratB are going 
free-list, and shall do so unless the production shall have greatl:x: in- to follow the tune. • 
creased in the mean time. [Here the hammer fell.] 

But I apprehend, Mr. Chairman, it makes but little difference how The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman ha.s expired. 
we voto in this committee. The decree has gone forth from the caucus, ~1r. MILLS. Let us have a vote on this amendment. 

• 
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Mr. HOUK. I want to call attention to just one other thing. Mr. ?!fiLLS. We ne•er denied anybody. We would not deny you, 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask that the time of the gentleman be extended and the Rtatement is false. 

:five minutes. 11-fr. McCOMAS. You gave him a hearing. 
Mr. HOUK. I do not ask five minutes. Give me two minutes. Ur. MILLS. We did not deny anybody. 
Another way to aid in reducing -.be surplus is to do our duty here, Mr. MoOOUAS. I have the floor. 

bring the Blair bill out of the Uommittee on Education and have a Mr. MILLS. You have not got the floor. I yielded to you two 
vote upon it. That will aid in reducing the surplus and will give the minutes out of courtesy for a que t ion. You have not got any time. 
bread of life to theignorantchildrenof the South and all other parts l 1r. McOOUAS. I was recognized by the Ohair for :five minutes. 
of the country. [Applause on the Republican side.] This is my time. . 

Again, I have seen it charged in the newspapers that our candidate The OIIAJ.Rl\lAN. The five minutes have expired. 
for the Presidency voted against the Blair bill. Mr. McCOMAS. 1\Iy five minutes are hardly out yet, Mr. Cha.ir-

I have here the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the Forty-eighth Con- man. I want jnst a minute more to say this. Wba.t I am talking 
gress, :first session, and on page2724 I find that when the question was about here is not the motives of men but the conduct of committees. 
taken on the passage of that bill it was passed by a vote of 33 yeas to l\fr. MILLS. Oh, never mind the conduct oi the committee. 
11 nays, and among those voting in the affirmative is the nameofSen- Mr. McCOMAS. And I have the information that at the time I 
atol' Harrison. Again, by referring to page 2105o£ the CONGRESSIONAL have indicated the majority of the Committee on Way and 1\Ieans, 
RECORD, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, I :find that on the 5th of or some of them, gave a. hearing to the head of tho sugar trust, Mr. 
:March, 1886, that bill being under consideration, Senator Harrison rose Havemeyer, and then on the 2d of April following this bill came in, 
:md said: and they had struck out '' lG" and put in "13" Dntch standard. 

I am paired upon this question witl1 the Senator from Connecticut [1\Ir. HAw- When the laborers of the country oould not be heard, and the manu
LEY]. If he were present, I should vote yea. I understand he would vote na.y. fi1.cturers of the countl·y could. not be heard, the leaders of the trusts 

That is his record upon that question, and now I ask the Democrats were heard, and in obedience to their arguments and their persuasions 
to quit lying about it. [Laughter. J . you came here, gentlemen, and obeyed their dictates by leaving your 

Not only did our Presidential candidate >ote for the Blair bill, but good position and taking your worse position in behalf of the refiners' 
the Republican platform adopted at Chicago, on which he stands, ex- trust and .of the frauds committed upon tlle sug r consumers of this 
plicitly declares in favor of both State and national aid to the c..1.use.()f country. 
free education. M:r. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. MrA Chairman, I think tho 

I had the honor to be a member of the committee on resolutions and statement of the gentleman ought not to go upon the record without 
platform, and I am proud to have bad the honor and privilege of aiding a deni l of its truth. There was no bearin~ given by the majority of 
in making a. national platform, declming against free trade, in favor of the Ways and Ueans Committee to Mr. llavemeyer in the sense in 
an American policy, and the education of the people. [Applause on which the word "hearing" has been used upon this floor. 
the Republican side.] - Ur. McCOMAS. Did you not give Mr. Havemeyer a hearing upon 

l\Ir. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question of the this sn~ject? 
majority of the Committee on Ways and Means for information. I de- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did not; nor was I present 
sire to ask the gentlemen of the majority of the committee {and I see at that time. 
three of them present), whether or not on the 26th of March last, M.r. Mr. MILLS. Nor was I. 
Havemeyer, of New York, did not have a hearing by the majority of • Mr. McCOMAS. Your -colleague on the committee [.Mr. Bn.ECKIN
the committee, or by four members of the majority, with respect to RIDGE, of Arkansas] has said so. 
sugar? I know that on the 12th of March there was a hearing and an ltlr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Not in the sense of a hea.ring 
examination of Mr. Hav.emeyer before the Committee on Manufactures, before the committee. 
but I want to know now whether, on the 23d of March, the day of the Mr. McCOUAS. He said so. 
adjournment of this Honse by reason of the decease of the lamented Mr. BRECKINlUDGE, of Kentucky. He did not; that is exactly 
Chief-Justice of the United States, the members of the majority of the the question I am .raising on the gentleman from Uaryland. 
Committee on Ways and Means did not, individually or colJeetively, Mr. CANNON. What did he say? 
some of them, give a hearing to 1\Ir. Havemeyer on this subject? Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman from Dli-

l\Ir. BREOKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I do not be- n,ois1 who is filching time which does not belong to him, will not in
lieve that anybody ever came to Washington to confer with the Dem- terfere he will find. out. What the gentleman 1rom Arkansas aid was 
ocratic members of the Committee on Ways and Means but what he that he invited Mr. Havemeyer to the room of the Committee {)n 
had ample opportunity to talk over the business he came here about. Ways and Means to give those gentlemen who were then present tho 

Mr. McCOMAS. Does that include Ur. Havemeyer? information which had been given to him; he did not say that he in-
. ' Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. As regards this particular case, vited Mr. Ha,remeyer to a formal meeting of theoommi~ee. 
I do not remember dates, but I remember that Mr. Havemeyer talked Mr. ~IcCOMAS. N{)t formal-informaL 
with me and perhaps a little with some of the other Democrati~ mem- Mr. BREOKINRIDGE, of Arkans3.S. I lm"Ve not said any suc4 
hers of the Ways and Means Committee about the sugar-refining bus- thing. 
iness. It was when he was here summoned as a witness before the Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Nor were some of us p-resent. 
Committee on Manufactures. nut this ia the fact which the gentleman has disingenuously distorted. 

Ur. McCOUAS. That was on the 12th of March. No human being; came to any memt er of the majority of the Ways and 
Jtir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well, then, I would say Means Committee :and asked to have a couv.ex a.tion" ith him when it 

"that it was on the 12th. I am speaking now from memory, and I will was not courteously accorded. 
say that at my request, having developed before the Committee on Mr. McOOUAS. Did Mr. Havemeyer-
Manufactures an interesting line of investigation, precisely W~'l.t the n!r. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. One moment. When the 
Committee on Ways and 1\feans were engaged upon, I asked him to gentleman says, in antithesis, that we gave a hearing to the "chief oi 
wait after he was done with the Committee on Manufactures and go the sugar trust" and refused it to others he is intentionally <disingen
with me to the Ways a.nd Means Committee room, as I wanted him to uous. 
talk there with one or two gentlemen of the committee. It related Mr. McCOMAS. Let me ask the gentleman this question.. If he 
to some matters of a technical character that I for one wanted informa- wants to be fair and frank, does he deny specifically that Ur. 'Have
tion about. That, I suppose, is what the gentleman from .Maryland meyer .on March 12 or 23, individually confeiTed, informally if you 
refers to. please, on this subject with a number of gehtlemen of that committee? 

~1r. McCOMAS. Now, does the gentleman from Arkansas recall the .MrA BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentuc1.7. I do not deny it. 
fact that on the day of our adjournment here on account-of the decease Mr. McCOMAS. Ah., that is my point. 
of the Chief-Justice Mr. Havemeyer did have a hearing before the Com- l!Ir. B.RECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not deny jt. [.Applause 
mittee on Ways and Means or some of its members? ou tbe Republican side.] And the gep.tlemen who applaud, :app1a.ud a. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have no recollection of it. disingenuous statement. 
· Ur. McCOMAS. Anyhow, you admit that he did have a hearing b~- Mr. :AicCOUAS. l'rfy statement is as. fair as yours. My assertion 

fore the majority on some other day upon your invitation? was that members of that committee, men who happen to be on that 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not mean to deny it, the committee, a number of the gentlemen in· the majority on the com- · 

facts, as stated, at all. My only recollection on the subject is what I · mittee, had, informally or formally, I care not which, giYen time and 
have given you. But suppose b.e did, Suppose he had come to me or had conversations {)ll this question with this gentleman at the head of 
I had met him on the day you say, I would have listened to him with the sugar '' tru.st," and within a few days thereafter reported this bill 
great pleasure. making the -change from 16 to 13, Dutch standru·d. 

Mr. MoCOMAS. Yes; you would deny a hearing to the miner and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Indubitably, if Mr. HaYe-
the manufacturer and tbe laboring man, while yon would give it to meyer asked an audience, he got it. 
Mr. Havemeyer, the leader of the sugar trust. Mr. McCOM:AS. That was my point. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is all stuff. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, it was not; yon have 
Mr. MILLS. We never denied anybody. dodged. · 
Mr. McCOMAS. You did not deny him. Mr. McCOMAS. You have dodged. 



• 

1888. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 6031 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ofKent-acky. Your pointwas that we bad ga>eto all gentlemen who came befoTe themembers of that committee 

given it to that gentleman and bad refused it to others. a courteous bearing. I say we denie!l no one, but treated impartially 
Mr. McCOMAS. My point is that you heard him. all of those who came there asking for an informal hearing. That is 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. And we heard every one else who true, and anything contradictory of it is false. 

applied il1 the same way; therefore your point is not a fair one. Ur. McCOMAS. Let ns poll the committee. 
Mr. McCOMAS. But you did hear him. Mr. HOLMES. There was no hearing formally or informally on the 
Mr. WILS0~, of West Virg:inia.. I did not bear him. I remember part of the Committee on Ways ::md Means, and I ask the gentleman 

nothing of the kind. to answer that question--
Mr. McCOMAS. Other gentlemen of the committee did hear him. lt1r. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is it? 
:Mr. WILSO~, of West Virginia. There was not a time when any .1\fr. HOLMES. You gave no notice-that is the majority of the Com-

gentleman could not be beard in the sn.me way. miitee on ·ways and Means ga>e no notice they would hear parties 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The only point I desired to formally or iniormally. . 

put on record was a. denial of the double charge that certain persons Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, (}f Kentucky. So far as I am concerned I 
were heard, while there was a refusal to hear others. That was the gave notice myself to gentlemen who are experts in these matters, who 
disingenuous and unfair statement which I desire to contradict. were coming to Washington, that I wonld be glad to get all the infor-

Mr. REED. Yet it is a notorious fact that hearings were refused in mation from them I could . So faraslknow no public notice was given 
all cases. by the committee, that is by the majority of the Ways and Means 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ofKentuc1..-ry. Itisnota.fact that a bearing Committee. Does that answer the gentlem.-m's question? 
was ever refused to a. gentleman who came to the majority of the com- Mr. McCOMAS. You had no hearing1 then, before that committee? 
mittee and asked for a bearing. While formal heal'ings by the commit: Were not parti-es jntroduced before that committee? 
tee sitting as a committee were ref~ yet it is not true, and the gen- Ml·. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes; parties were inform.ally 
tleman is not authorized in saying it is true, that we refused hear- before that committee. I deny tbe right of any gentleman to ask for a 
ings to certain gentlemen and in tbe same sense accmded hearings to pri•ate convers.."'.tion. It is a discourteous and improper thing to do. 
others. Having said that much I answer so far as I am coneern.ed there were 

Mr. McCOMAS. I tbink I am entiUPd to a minute on this subject. gentlemen jn various a>ocations I henrd o~ .and I told them I would 
I want to say that the gentlem..1.n from Kentucky, by what he has be glad to have couwrsations with them, and as to other gentlemen I 
said, has admitted all that I have charged. went farther and said I would be g1ad if they would meet my col-

Mr. DOCKERY and others. No, he has not. leagues who \lere seeking information from tho:;e who knew it. I was 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The record will show. doing the best I couid to get all the information before the committee 
Mr. McCO:UAS. With respect to Mr. Havemeyer, the gentleman I could. 

from Arkansas [Mr. B~ECK.INRIDGE] has sajcl that at his request ~Ir. Ir. HOL~IES. That is. tbe majority of the committee granted a 
Havemeyer talked with certain members of that committee. I under- hearing to the cnpitalists of the country and the leaders of the trusts; 
stand the gentleman from Kentucky now t(} s:J.Y that be did talk with that they have ueeu hea.rd, bu_t a hearing was denied to everybody else. 
certain members of that committee. • [Hi. sing .and cries of dissent from the Democratic side.] The leaders 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, I did not. I said I did of the sugar trust were invited befure that committee and granted a 
not know, and therefore I did not contradict it. I was not present. hearing, whilst a hearing was refused to all others. [Applause on 

Mr. McCOU.AB. Did he talk with you? tlle Republican side. J 
1\Ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentuch-y. I have no recollection of eve1· .Ur. BRECKJJ\TRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have not said .a word about 

having talked with Mr. Havemeyer about sugar. I talked to Mr. John trusts. I do not know who the gentleman refers to as capitalists. 
Parsons in the pre5ence of Ir. Haveme,Yer . in a humorous way about Mr. HOL~1ES. That will be all explained to the country. Now, 
the testimony-- I ask the gentleman whether the labocing men ever had a hearing be-

[ Cries of "Ah!" "Ah!" on the Republican side.] fore that Committee on Ways and Means, formally or informally? 
1\Ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let me get through. The .Mi. ROGERS. We will discuss this question bef-ore the country . . 

gentleman, judging of me by himself, may think it was improper. I [Cries of <•vote! "] 
hadlmownMr.JohnParsons;hewasinthecommittee-room;werenewed l\Ir. 1IOLl\1ES. I say a bearing was granted to those capitalists 
our acquaintance, ::md had a humorous con>ersation ahout the gentle· and leaders of the sugar trust, ·but that no hearing of any sort was 
man being beiore the Committee on Manufactures, and I was int:ro- grunted to the hboring men of the country. [Cries of "Vote!"] 
duced to three or four gentlemen, including one or possibly two of the Mr. BRECKL~RIDGE, of Arkansas. Oh, you are demagoging, my 
Messrs. Havemeyer; but there was no con>ersation between us eltber friend; all of you are. 
about the sugar schedule or the testimony before the Committee on The question recurred on :Mr. WEBER'S amendment. 
Manufactures. Mr. ·wEBER. I call f<rr .a dirision. 

l\Ir. McCOMAS. I understand that Mr. Parsons is the connscl of The committee divided; aml there were-ayes 78, noes 97. 
the sugar trust; I am told so, and that Mr. Havemeyer, the bead of Jtlr. WEBER. I call for tellers. 
the trust, is his client. As I now understand Mr. flavemeyer had Tellers were ordered; and. .Ur. WEBER and Mr. MILLs were ap-
various conversations }Villi certain members of that committee-- I pointed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Who told you that he had ·The committee divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 65, noe.s SG. 
"various conversations?" · I So the amendment was reJected. 

M:r. McCOMAS. Well, say one-say two. !1r .. :MILLS. I -offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
Mr. BRECK IN RIDGE, of Kentucky. "Why can you not be accm11.te • The .amendment was re:td, as follews: • 

in a single statement? 'Vhy can you not stick to accuraey? In line 353 strike out the word •' four" and inse1-t .... two and three-qo:ll'ters ·" 
l\Ir. l\fcCOl\IAS. I now repeat what I have said. The first branch so tbat it will read, "molasses testin_g no.t abo'\--e fifty-six degrees by the pola;i

of it is-and I appeal for confirmation to every member on this side- s.cope shall-pay n. dutyof2i-cents per gallon." 

that when hearings were asked for on behalf/ of the laboring interests Mr. O'l-.TEILL, of Pennsyha.nia. 1 would like to ask the chairman 
by laboring men of various crafts in this country, they were turned of the Committee on Ways and Mea.ns why be could not reduce it to 2 
from your door. That is (}De part of my proposition, and have I not cents a gallon instead of 2i cents? · 
proved it by all the members on this side -of the H{)U.Se? Mr. MILLS. Because it will .make .an improper pmportion between 

Now, the second one is this: That this man, Mr. Havemeyer, came tb::tt and the other provisions relating to sugar. 
here and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BBECKINlUDGE] said l\Ir. 0'NEIL4 of Pennsylvania. I am informed by those interested 
that he had COij.Versations with certain gentlemen on the committee; rn..Poiling molasses that the duty on molasses should be, under the pro
that there were certain gentlemen tl1ere. When you turn to the record visions of what the committee have fixed on sugar in this bill, 2 eents 
you will find that the gentleman said with some members of the com- a gallon. They have not been .abJe w make .an,Y profit for the last two 
mittee. I do not say anything I can not prove. I ean prove by admis- or three years under the prcsent<luty; :md when the committee are re
sions of the gentleman from Arkansas that these men bad conversations ducing the duty on t.-ugar they think that the duty on molasses, to 
with these men on this committee. make it dgbt, so that they ean boil that -article with a profit to them-

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. of Kentne1.-y. .As to .Mr. Parsnns, I h e (l selves, should be p:u.t .at '2 cents :a galion. They have ma.de calcnla
no conversation with him on the subject of the sugar schedule. Iha.d tions which bring tOnt that result as the proper .am-<>nnt of the duty, 
humorous conversation about his being here before the committee. and n. proper rebtion between the duty on molasses .and ·sugar; and I 

l\Ir. 1\IcCO:\.lA.S. Humorous convem:1tions! ll.Sk the chairman of the committee why be can not get it .down to 2 
:Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman ooufactures cents a gallon at once? 

his facts to fit the occasion. l\lr. RANDAJ.r. rose. 
Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman is ir.tentionally disingenuous as to Mr. l\IILLS. 1 will ::w.swer by saying-- , 

the committee. Does the ~n.Uem:m fwm Pennsylvania desire to be beard? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ofKt'ntucky. The gentleman, I repeat, at- Mr. RANDALL. Ionlywan.ted tosa.ythattheexactrelationwhich 

tempts to put <m. record in juxtaposition the statement that we gave lnolasses that is boiled and sugar produced from it has to the rate of 
a. hearing to some with the other statement that we refused a hearinO' duty fixed in the bill of toe Committee on Ways and M:eans is 2i cents; 
to others, using the worda in both cases in tbe same sense. I say w~ and that 2t cents is the _p.rGper rate of duty. 
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Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Why will not the chairman of the 
committee agree to :fix it at 2! cents instead....9f 2t cents, so that those 
who boil molasses may have some of the advantage which is neceiSary 
to enable them to carry on their business under tbe operations of this 
law? And I think if that rate was :fixed it would be satisfactory to all 
concerned. 

Ur. MILLS. At the reduction of from 4 to 21 cents we have made 
a large1· reduction on molasses than upon sugar. If the relation be
tween sugar and molasses is correct according to the existing la.w, then 
we have given the molasses people a very large advantage over the sugar 
people. 

Mr. RANDALL. If you. would put them exactly on the basis of a 
20 per cent. reduction you would :fix the duty at 2 t cents, for that is 
the exact eq uivalen t, if I am not mistaken in the calculation. 

1\ ~ :-. MILLS. But this is more than that. It is even as much as 30 
pe1· cent. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means :fixes the amount at 2J, and we would be satisfied 
with 2~; and I think this sum, if the committee will not agree to re
< nee it to 2 cents, ought to be adopted. I hope it will. ' 

.M::·. HANDALL. The 2~, as I understand it, is the exact relation 
which t hat molasses would bear to the reduction made in this bill on 
sngars. I ha"i'e been advised by some of the Louisiana members here 
that t'b.ey desired it 2}, but I do not think that is a proper relation. 
The fact is, the molasses that comes into this country to be boiled does 
uot come in competition nor in the same period of the year with the 
Loni:;iana molasses. 

Mr. 0 NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would state in reply that the 
moln..<;ses-boilers would be satisfied, I believe, with 2!, if they are un
able to get it fixed at a lower rate. Still, I hope the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and :Means will agree to make it 2 cents. I have 
~;po!~en with one or two of the Louisiana. members myself, and I k'llow 
they will take 2! cents if they can not get the rate lowered. 

4 llr. :MILLS. When this bill comes back from the Senate there may 
bA somo matters in conference to be decided. After a fa ll examination 
of the matter if it be then necessary these changes can be made. 

Ur. MASON. Are yon sure it will ever get there? 
Mr. RANDALL. I move to amend the amendment of the gentle
nu from Texas by making it 2~ cents. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The question recurring on the amendment of 1\fr. MILLS, it was 

adopted . 
The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending, proposed by the 

gentleman from Iowa [Mr. FULLER], which the Clerk will now. read. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out line 329 down to and including the word "gallon," in line 3.55, and 
iao.;ert the following : 

"All sugar and molasses shall, on and after J anuary I, 1889, be admitted free 
of duty." 

The amendment was rejected. 
l\I.ESS.AGE FROll THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. RoGERS having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Ur. PLATT, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed, with amend
ments in which C{)ncurrence was requested, the joint resolution (H. 
Hes. 196) declaring the true intent and meaning of the act approved May 
D, 1888. 
. It fu rther announced that the Senate requested the return of its reso

lution agreeing to the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 899) for 
the reliP-f of Mary l\f. Briggs. 

It further announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1983) to ratify an act 
entitled "An act ·creating the county of San Juan, in the Territory of 
New Mexico."~ 

THE TARIFF. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: • 

Strike out lines 329 to 351, inclusive, and insert: 
• • A 11 sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color shall pay on their polar-

iscopic test as follows, namely: ' 
"All sugars not above No.16 Dutch standard in color, all tank-bottoms, sirups 

of cane j uice or of beet juice,melada,concentrated melada,concrete and con
centrated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above seventy-five degrees, 
shall puy a duty of 1.15 cents per pound, and for every additional degree or 
fraction of a degree shown by the polariscopic test they shall pay three hun
dredths of a cent per pound additiQnaL . 

"All sugar above N o.l6 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the Dutch 
standard of color, and pay duty as follows, namely: 

''All sugar above No.16 and · not above No.20Dutch :standard, 2.20 cents per 
pound. 

"All sugar above No. 20 Dutch standn.rd, 2.50 cents per pound. 
"Molasses testing not above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope shall pay a duty 

of 4 cents per gallon; molasses testing above fifty-six degrees shall pay a duty 
of 6 cents per gallon. 
· "Pl'ovidcd, That if any export duty shall hereafter be laid upon sugar or mo
ln.sses by any country from whence the same may be imported, such sugar or 
molasses so imported shall be subject to dutyns provided by law at the date of the 
passage of thi net : Artd 1n·ovided ft.wUttr, That no w·awback of duty shall be 
allowed or paid on any sugar exported from the United Stat-es." 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to add to that amendment the following 
words, which I will give to the Clerk: 

Sug ar-candy, not colored,~ cents a pound; all other confectionery 40 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

Now, 1\{r. Chairman, I desire to state very briefly what this amend
ment is. It is precisely the provision that was first reported by the 
majority, the Democratic members of the Ways and Means Committee 
to the full Ways and 1\Ieans Committee on the 1st day of March last. 
I then read an account in the Courier-J onrnal and in papers through
out the country of interviews with gentlemen on that committee, and 
the comments and dispatches sent off by the Associated Press. I read 
them with great pleasure, because they stated, and stated trnly, that 
under the provisions which are embodied in the amendment one-half 
of the sugar that the common people of this country U3e would go into 
consumption without passing through the refineries. 

It is also true that they would have gone into consumption at over 
n. cent a pound less than they would go into consumption under the 
provision as the bill stands to-day. Judge of my sorrow, surprise, and 
indignation when the Ways and M:c;lans Committee reported that bill 
and I found they had changed it so as to drive the poor man's sugar 
through the refinery by artificial means and subject it to the extortion 
of the sugar t rust. I wondered why it was. It ha.s been partially ex
plained this morning. The gentleman from Uaryland asked if .Mr. 
Havemeyer was before that committee. The answer wa , '' Oh, no; 
but before members of the committee." Who is Havemeycr? The 
greatest sug;ar refiner i n this country, at the head of the trust, the 
organizer; the man whose iron hand crushes out every refiner who C.oes 
not come into the trust; the man who levies a toll on 60,000,000 peo
ple to the extent of $30,000,000 :::nnua11y; the man who st:lncls emi· 
nent and prominent in tho Democratic party fighting its batlles. 

He is the rich man, the Crresus of New York, ifyou plea.c;e, to whom 
many Democrats look with hope for relief in his carne~t and efficient 
ad,·ocacy of the re-election of Grover Cleveland, as he advocated the 
election of Grover Cleveland. There is the rat in the meal; thor~ is 
the nigger iu the wood-pile. I have called attention to it time and time 
again and asked for an explanation, and have had to speak right out in 
meeting. Take the bill as it was originalJy reported, take the bill as 
it st.:'l.nds to-day, take Havemeyer's presence, t.1.ke the monopoly that 
still grinds upon the people by virtue of tho Mills bill as you have 
changed it back! in connection with your interviews M they were first 
reported, and it is so plain that a wayfaring man ma.y run as he reads. 

Now, I do not expect yo to correct it. A correction of your bill 
would break up the sugar trust and lose you its eff~ctive support this 
fall. You have agreed upon it in caucus. I simply wanted to call at
t ention to it, and fl'Om you to appeal to t he people who p1y the tax on 
sugar every year of a dollar and fifty cents, man, woman, and chilli, 
throughout the country, by virtue of these provisions. We will try 
the case before the great jury next fall . [Cries of "Vote ! "J 

1\Ir. REED. I hope the chairman of the Ways and :Means Commit
tee will explain to us why he made the change in the bill. 

Ur. MILLS. Will the gentleman be kind enough to explain '\Vlly in 
the Committee on ' Vays and Means in former Congresses when n. bill 
reducing the duties on sugar was presented you stood then by this same 
man whom you say is at the llead of the sugar trust? 

Mr. CANNON. Do t wo wrongs m:.tke a right? 
Mr. MILLS. It is not you r t ime yet. I want 1o know, when yon 

were in power on the Ways a.:1d Means Committee, why it was that yon 
stood by ~1r. Havemeyer and by all the other sugar trust and all tho 
other trusts in this country, and then refused to accord us considera
tion of the mea ure in the House? You now p~rade yourself before the 
country as super-honest, super-decent, and super-patriotic--

Ur. REED. Super-heated. 
Mr. MILLS. And yet you knelt by the side of the leaders of the~e 

monopolies and recited your prayers year after year and day after da:r , 
never finding f.·mlt with them until we got a Democratic majority i 
this Honse that came hE:r~ honestly to reduce t axation <m the people: 
and when we propose to smite some of your idols, you raise the cry o! 
HaveUleyer and the sugar trust. Let me tell you, and dou't you for
get it, we are going to give yon ap opportunity to vote on these trus!~ 
before yon get away from here, and every one of yon will vote on thE 
side of the trusts, too. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman--
1\Ir. GAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have the privilege of saying, 

before the committee votes upon this proposition--
Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I should like to be recognized bP.foro the 

sound oftbe voice of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] has died 
away. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now recognize the gentleman from 
Maine, and will recognize the gentleman from Louisiana lat-er. 

Mr. GAY. Very well. 
Mr. REED. It does seem strange to me that the chairman of the 

Committee on Ways and .Means, whenever asked for an explanation of 
the features of his bill, :finds it necessary to fly into a passion, finds it 
necessary to go off into a defense of his own virtue. I should suppose 
that such a defense was necessary, and yet after all he might occasion
ally omit it and once in a while givens an explanation of the reason' 

• 
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which have governed him and the committee; but fl'om the inception 
of this tariff bill down to the present time the committee have kept 
utterly secret tho reasons which have influenced them in framing the 
various provisions of this bill. Time after time in committee, time 
after time in the House, we have asked them for their reasons, we have 
asked what induced them to make these changes in the tariff, and 
what induced them to make changes in their own bill, but they have 
seen fit always to refuse to answer. 

There are persons uncharitable enough to suppose that that .may 
arise from ignorance, but the debate to-day shows tnat in some cases it 
arises from other reasons. It would be betraying the secrets of those 
priYate interview10 which have been bad with favored manufacturers 
by gentlemen on the other side. It would expose the secrets of the 
political origin and political character of the amendments which they 
are endeavoring to make to the tarifi: Here is a direct charge made 
against them that after an interview with Mr. Havemeyer they had 
this sugar schedule changed-changed, it is charged, in the interest of 
one of those "trusts" which they denounce so much, and the most 
prominent one before the country to-day. Instead of rising to ex
plain the reasons, the sound reasons, unconnected with personal in
fluence that induced the committ-ee to make this change, the chairman 
springs to his feet for the purpose of indulging in general declarations 
as to bow good he is and how bad we are. , 

Why, .Mr. Chairman, is this the way-and I appeal to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] upon this point-is this the way to conduct 
a business transaetion? Has business entirely vanished from this pro
ceeding? Are we to be vouchsafed no business reasons for a change 
made under circumstances so suspicious? Do they desire to go before 
the country in dead silence upon this bill, or do they desire to go to 
the country with only some remarks as to the goodness of the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means? 

Is that the reason why this change was made in the sugar schedule, 
because the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means thinks 
be is better than our side? Is that good sound business reasoning? 
Are intelligent men to be contented with that? It looks as if the kind 
of intelligent men that adorn the other side of the House were con
tented with precisely that thing. It looks as if they were not going 
to vouchsafe to the country any statement of the reasons upon which 
this bill is founded, and it seems from the whole tenor of the discus
sion to-day that this bill has been made up in the interest of a few 
fuvored people for the purpose of effectuating the success of certain 
particular Democrats. Now, that is not a business reason, that is not 
a business way in which io contJ:ol the affairs of this country, and I 
believe if it can ever be squarely brought before the people they will 
stamp it_with their most signal disapproval· [Applause on the Re
publican side and cries of ''Vote ! '' on the Democratic side.] 

[Ur. GAY withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX.] 
Mr. MILLS. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the pr·ep

aration of this schedule, that it was made, so far as I know, without 
Mr. Havemeyer'sknowledgeand without his advice. It was made pre
cisely upon the old line of the Republican tarift" of 1883, so far as the 
classification is concerned; and we have gone back to th~t. I think our 
first preparation of the bill was on that line, and we afterward changed 
it ; I believe it was at my suggestion it was changed. It was the rep
resentatives from Louisiana who came before us and remonstrated against 

• it. I never had a word from Mr. Havemeyer on this subject-bad no 
counsel with him; do not know what his views were on that subject. 
If he had any he never told them to me. He may have talked to other 
gentlemen, and doubtless d~- But we went back to this schedule be
cause our friends remonstrated against it and claimed it would inflict 
greatinjnryupon them and their interests. So far as Mr. Ha.vemeyer's 
Democracy is concerned, I know nothing about it. 

Mr. REED. Did I understand the gentleman to say ''our friends?'' 
Mr. MILLS. I speak of you all as" friends;" I often do that; it is 

entirely parliamentary. But I will withdraw it if you so desire. [Laugh
ter.] 

Now, I {vant to finish what I was about to say. All I know of .Mr. 
Havemeyer's politics is that I have· heard he contributed a large sum 
to the election of General Garfield. 

lvii'. CANNON. I have heard he contributed a large sum to the 
election of Cleveland and has promised to contribute a large sum to 
his re-election. 

Mr . .McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
kindly tell to whom the second promise he mentions was made? 

M,r. CANNON. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] stated what 
be heard. In reply to that I have stated what I have heard. My hea'r
ing is as good as his. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that our friends 
on the other side have just voted to pla-ce a duty of 68 per cent. on 
sugar, and seem to stand by their schedule on that subject, I desire 
the Clerk to read an extract from the Democratic platform which is 
pertinent to this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
His repugnant to the creed of Democracy that by such taxation the cost of 

the necessaries of life should be unjustilhLbly increased to all our people. 
Judged by Democratic prinpiples, the interests of the people are betrayed when, 
by unnecessary taxation, trusts and combinations are permitted to exist which, 

XIX-378 

while unduly enriching the few that combine, rob the body of our citize~s by 
depriving them of the benefits of natural competition. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask- attention to the paragraph just read, be
cause our friends on the other side during the whole debate on this 
snhject have seemed to be ,oversensitive upon the matter of" trusts." 
Hence, I hn.ve caused to be read the proposition in their platform on 
this subject, in order to show how much difference it makes whether 
this matter of "trusts" touches them or somebody else. 

When we protested against placing lumber on the free-list, because 
a great industry in Maine and other Northern States, obliged to com
pete with the lumber product of Canada, would thereby be destroyed, 
gentlemen cried out frantically against the lumber trust. They were 
asked to tell us where such a trust existed, or to produce some evidence 
that it existed at all, but failed to do so, and at last their claims of the 
existence of a lumber trust dwindled down to the statement of a sup
posed trust by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

And no proposition h;.~s been more definitely made and persistently 
repeated and reiterated than that these trusts were created and sup
ported by the tariff upon the articles involved in the different trusts. 
It was in vain that we pointed them to the Standard Oil trust, where 
there is no duty to operate, that great monopoly which is said to l.Javc 
demoralized the Democracy of one State at least and to have been effi
cient in producing political results not in conformity with the free will 
of the people. It was in vain tl.Jat we held up the fact that trusts ex
isted in other countries than our own and without the influence of a 
tariff. Always when we sought to protect any industry marked for 
destruction in the Mills bill a trust was imagined and paraded :lS a. 
scare-crow to frighten gentlemen into the free-trade ranks. 

But here is an industry where a real, indisput..'tble trust exisU!. A 
trust that within a few months has arbitrarily raised the price of su.gar 
1 cent per pound, levying this tax upon every one of 60,000,000 peo
ple, to all cf whom that article of food is a necessity, levying it not for 
revenue purposes, not to encourage increased production and compe
tition and a consequent reduction of prices, hut to decrease production 
and fill the pockets of the members of t.hat trust, then the abhorrence 
of trusts on the part of our Democratic friends disappears, and they 
stand here and vote for a duty of 68 per cent. on this necessary article 
of food, and this a specific duty which no undervaluation can reduce. 

What has become of the loudly-protested anxiety of gentlemen on the 
other side for the dear people whom they pretend so much to love? 
For the consumer for whom they express so much desire to furnish 
cheap food? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if there is a duty upon any article that op
presses the people it is the duty upon sugar. All the people use it. ~ 
I have before had occasion to say, it is the largest food charge in nearly 
every family in the land, and yet to protect one-tenth of the quantity 
of sugar necessary to supply the demands of our own people, and with
out any reasonable hope of increasing the product, this bill provides 
that we shall pay a. tariff of 68 per cent. upon ten times as much'Sugar 
as we produce. This is simply outrageous when compared with the 
way in which the Mills b~ll deals with great Northern industries that 
are sufficient in capacity to meet the wants of our people, and which 
by competition have caused a reduction of prices of more than 30 per 
cent. in the last twenty years. 

In the course of the debate this morning the gentleman from Louisi
ana [.M:r. WILKIKSON] criticised me because in comparing the duty 
upon _sugar with the duty upon some products of my own f:;tate I had 
raised, as be said, a sectional question. 

\Vhy, gentlemen, you raise the sectional question yourselves in the 
bill which yon have submitted to this House-make a distinction be
tween the sections of the country in tre..'\.ting one section to free trade 
and low duties and the other to high duties. I simply stated ~be fact. 
That fact came out most clearly in the discussion of the amendment of 
my colleague from Maine [Mr. DINGf.EY J this afternoon. When he pro
posed to 1·educe the duty on sugar to 41 per cent.-a duty equal to the 
average -duty upon all articles in the duti~ble list-bow readily our 

"friends on the other side voted that proposition down and insisted on 68 
per cent. 

If you look at the schedule yon will find that while the duties on 
Northern productions are to-day not more than an average of 27 per 
cent., the duty on Southern productions, including the high duties upon 
sugar and rice, is more than 75 per cent. Still, when we ask for some
thing like a fair equalization of duties, you say we are raising a sec
tional question. 

Ab, gentlemen, you like to put the State of Maine on the free-list. 
It seems good to you to put the industries, great and small, of many of 
the Northern Republican States there, or reduce them to the lowest 
limit, but when we propose to give you even a homeopathic dose of 
your own medicine it seems t<> freeze the very marrow in your bones. 
[Laughter and applause.] 

The question recurred on 1\ir. CANNON's amendment. 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 84, noes 85. 
Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I am paired with Mr. HEARD. 

Were he present, I would vote ''ay." 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I am paired with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Were he present, I would vote "ay." 

• 
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1\fr. GEAR demanded tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and :Uessrs. MILLS and CANNON were ap

pointed. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 65, 

noes 84. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
M.r. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, a little study of this sugar sched

ule is instructive. The average rate at which sugars are put in this 
bill, from raw to refined, is 65.64 per cent. The great bulk of the sugar 
imported is below No. 13 Dutch standard of color, ninety-five degrees 
polariscope test. The amount of that grade imported the past year 
was 1,112,543,601 pounds, and that grade is put in this bill at 67.10 
per cent. The anvils made in my city are put at a rate equivalent to 
23.69 per cent.; chains, 35 per cent.; oil-cloths, 25 per cent.; crockery 
an average of 40 per cent. While I would protect every American in
dustry that needs protection, I think that protection should bear at 
least some semblance of equality. From the time the ore is dug from 
the mine until the chain is polished and ready for shipment it takes 
quite as much labor and requires quite as much capital to produce 
the chain as it does to produce sugar. 

Rice is put (cleaned) at 100.47 per cent., while rubber goods are put 
at 15 per cent. I need not enlarge. You cut down the protection to 
the American workman, but you leave the sugar and rice he consumes 
at a rate proportionately far too high. 

:Much has been said to-day about the sugar trust. A word as to that. 
It is perhaps the most thoroughly organized and iron-clad affair in this 
or any country. I have here a copy of the deed signed by the parties 
to the trust. It is dated August 16, 1887, and is signed by the repre
sentatives of sixteen refineries. The shares are not to exceed $50,-
000,000 of value in all. It provides that the ownership of each re
finery shall, if not already so, become an incorporation. Then the in
dividual holders of these shares are to exchange them for trust certifi
cates at a rate to be ascertained by an appraisement of the value of each 
refinery. 

These certificates of the trust are to be issued by a central board of 
trustees named in the deed. Tills bas been done. The holders of the 
stock of each refinery have surrendered their shares, and have received 
in lieu thereof their pro rata of trust certificates. This is a very neat 
operation. Their :pmperty has gone beyond their control, and they 
can not withdraw if they would. The trustees holding tho stock vote 
it at the stockholders' elections, and can elect any board of directors 
they please to, and the stockholder must stand by helpless and see his 
property managed by a board of directors he may know nothing about. 
The net profits of each refinery are paid in to this central board of 
trustees, who from time to time divide them among the individual re
fineries. It will be seen that it is a perfect machine, and the testi
mony taken before the committee I have the honor of being a member 
of shows that it has been woTked with all the regularity and remorse
lessness of a machine. The fact, however, which was abundantly 
proven, and which is of immediate interest to the whole country, is that 
since the formation of this trust sugars have been advanced to the con
sumer at least one cent per pound. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
1\Ir. CANNON. We have not passed from the sugar schedule yet. 
The CHAIRMAN pro t&npore. No amendmellt has been offered. 
Ur. WEBER. I move, after line 359, to insert: 

.A..ndpr(}videdful"lher, That no drawback of duty shall be allowed or paid on 
any sugar exported fi:om the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is the last charge upon the sugar trust of 
this country. The gentlemen of the other side are here afforded the 
last opportunity of purging themselves of the suspicion, which will grow 
into a certai,nty if they refuse this proposition, that their proposed leg
islation is in the interest of the sugar combine. 

In explanation of tills amendment I beg to say that I found this 
. provision in its exact language in the original bill, and as it does not 
appea.r in the amended bill, I conclude that its omission is an oversight 
or a clerical error. Therefore I desire to offer it now. 

The explanation of the gentleman from Louisiana as to the suspi
cious change from the original good intent is that it was on the request 
of the Louisiana delegation that the rates and color line were changed. 
I hope the gentlemen ·on the other side will give us a reason for this, 
the other change. They have not so far given us any reason for the 
change from the original bill to the amended bill. By skillful cross
examination we have discovered that after the first bill came into the 
House)\Ir. Havemeyer appeared on the scene, and that forthwith the 
changed bill came into this Honse. I charge that the amended bHl is 
in the interest of the sugar trust of this country. 

I hope this amendment will do away with the other end of the line 
which permits frauds on the revenues of the Government. I main
tained a few moments ago, and I hope demonstrated it, that it is im
possible for sug:u- to be exported on a drawback equal in amount only 
to the duty paid. The facts and figures are against it. As the impor
tation of fraudulent sugars increases the exportation of refined sugars 

" swells accordingly. . . 
Now, I desiretooccupy nofurthertimeof~ecomm.ittee, but simply 

ask a question to which I would like to have a response from gentle-

men on the other side of the House-why they have changed fronte 
so materially in this regard? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
:Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, my colleague from New York [Mr. 

WEBER] has just made a. direct charge against tills side of the Honse 
in regard to the sugar trust and Mr. Havemeyer. Two distinguished 
leaders on that side, gentlemen recognized as leaders, and whose ability 
and long experience on this floor entitle them to be classified as such, 
have undertaken to present their views but have clearly forgotten facts 
bearrng on the question they sought to discuss in connection with Mr. 
Havemeyer and hlsdirectinterestin tbe sugar refineries of this country. 

I wish to say to the members of this House, and through them to 
the people of the United States, that the Democratic party in the city 
of New York, of which I am an humble member, through the instru
mentality of Tammany Hall, the oldest political organization in tills 
country, have taken strong ground against that Sligar trust. They 
have called public attention to it and to other trusts as well; and have 
employed counsel to appear before the attorney-general of the State of 
New York and present the case there as one in viohtion of the criminal 
laws of-that State; and the attorney-general of the State of New York, 
a Democrat, bas within the last two weeks taken the necessary legal 
steps to dissolve the sugar trust as well as the sugar companies which 
have united and joined in this enterprise. 

Now, so much for the attitude of the Democrats with reference to 
trusts. I speak, I repeat, for the oldest Democratic organization in 
America. We have stood there, Mr. Chairman, like a wall of iron 
against the encroachments of trusts and will continue to stand there 
until we abolish and destroy them; and gentlemen. on that side of the 
Honse can come to their rescue when the time offers for them to do so. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MILLS. I ask for a vote. 
M.r. HOPKINS, of New York. I want to ask my colleague a ques

tion. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted, and 

the question is on agreeing to the amendment of tho gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WEBER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CANNON. I desire now that the amendment which I &ent up 

some time ago may be read. 
The amendment of Mr. QANNON was read, as follows: 

Strike out lines 329 to 351 inclusive, and insert the following: 
"All sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 

polariscopic test as follows, namely: 
"All sugars not above No. 16 Dutch st-andard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups 

of cane juice or of beet juice, meladn., concentrated melada, concrete and con
centrated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above seventy-five degrees, 
shall pay a duty of 1.15 cents per pound, and for every additional degree or frac
tion of a degree shown by the polariscopic test they shall pay thirty-two thous
andths of a cent per pound additional. 

''AJlsuga.rsaboveNo.16Dutchstandard in color shall be classified by the Dutch 
standard of co1or, and pay duty as follows, namely: 

"All sugars above No. 16 and not above No. 18 lJutch slo.ndard, L'iO cents per 
pound. 

"All sugar above No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch stan<lard, L90 cents per 
pound. 

"All sugars ah!>ve No. 20 Dutch stnndo.rd, 2.30 cents per pound." 

M:r. CANNON. Now, MI. Chairman, I do not desire to debate this 
question, but if I can have order I merely want to say a few words by 
way of explanation of the amendment, and what it will accomplish if. 
adopted. It does not change the committee's bill on all sugars that 
are imported into this country below No. 13 Dutch standard, but it 
does change the bill with reference to the provision relating to sugars 
above No. 13 by lowering the rate of that class of sugars one-half a 
cent a peund~ so that if adopted, there being no sugars imported into 
this country above No. 13, it will give to the people of the country the 
sugar, which we force through the refineries, cheaper by just one-half 
a cent a pound, and will give the refiners less protection by this half a 
cent a pound, and you leave the refiners with a profit of four and three
tenths mills per pound. It will break in on the trust, and largely 
break it up. 

And now I want to ca 1 the attention of my venerable friend from 
Tammany Ilall [laughter], who says that they are trying to break 
up the trusts in New York-! refer to the gentleman from New 
York [Ur. SPINOLA]-that they are going to break up these trusts by 
prosecuti.I!g them under the criminal laws. I always understood, Ur. 
Chairman, that it was better to lock the stable door before the horse 
was stolen than to try to catch and punish the thief after the horse 
was gone. My provision will take the foundation from under your 
Havemeyers and the other Tammany people who are in this trust 
[laughter] and break it up, and then there will not be any need in 
your trying to bring the criminal laws of the State to bear upon them 
and ~end them to the penitentiary. 

:M:r. HOPKINS, ofNew York. I :wanted toaskmycolleaguea ques
tion while he was addressing the committee. 

Mr. SPINOLA. What is it? 
11Ir. HOPKINS, of New York. I want to ask my colleague if the 

honorable President of the United States did not himself sign the Ele· 
vated Railroad trust of New York. Will the gentleman from Tam
I¥DY Hall answer that? 
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Mr. SPll~OLA. The "gentleman from Tammany Hall " will take 

great pleasure in answering the gentleman's question by simply inform
ing him that no such trust has ever existed in New York as the one he 
mentions. 

M.r. HOPKINS, ofNew York. Yes, sir; the Elevated trust. 
Mr. SPINOLA. There is no such trust known as the Elevated Rail

road trust. 
Mr. HOPKINS, ofNewYork. ThePresident signed it and allowed 

this trust to get a foothold there in that city. 
The CH.AI.R.M:.A.N. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 

of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 
The ttmendment was rejected. 
Mr. WEBER. I offer the amendment I send to the Clerk's desk. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

Add after line 359 the following: 
"Provided, All drawbacks on sugar shall be paid m nceordance with the 

polariscopic test., as herein provided." 

Mr. WEBER. I desire only to say that this is the last assault on the 
sugar trust. It affords an opportunity to the gentlemen on the other 
side to purge themselves of the suspicion, which ahould they vote this 
down will become a certainty, that they are acting as is most desired 
by the sugar trust. This simply provides that sugar going out of the 
conntry shall be tested precisely the same as sugar coming into the 
country, because substantially all the sugar coming into this country 
comes in under No. 13 and in accordance with the polariscopic test. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, rose. 
l!Ir. WEBER. If the gentleman is going to ri.nswer, I will reserve 

my time. 
lli. BRECKINRIDGE, ofKentue'b..ry. I do not care about the gen

tleman's time. I have plenty of time of my own. I have nothing to 
say about the identification of the Democratic party with trusts. There 
will be abundant time for the discussion of that matter hereafter on 
the stump. But the question of a drawback is a\ery important ques
tion as to a great many of the articles on which it is gi\en. There are 
some forty or fifty articles on which when exported drawbacks areal
lowed; allowed as t{) the whole amount of duty in certain cases, as to 
90.per cent. in ·Certain cases, and as. to 99 per cent. duty in certain other 
cases. I hold the list in my hand. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. WEBER] might indicate a much more conspicuous devotion to the 
interest of the tax-payer and consumer of .America if he would draught 
an article which would abolish all the drawback rates and put the tax
payer of Americn. upon the sa.mcfootiugwith the consumer abroad un
der this advantage. 

But it was, in the judgment of those who hn.ve gone before us, a 
wise thing as to certain articles to allow a drawback on those imports 
which are afterward exported upon which there was an import duty 
when imported. I do not see any reason why an exception should be 
made in sugar. I thought at one time that there might be such an 
exception, but I studied the whole question in its relation to all the 
industries and it seemed that a step of th~t sort as to this article, leav
ing out all others, was one that we were not prepared to take. This 
is a question that does not relate to the sugar industry alone, but to 
all others. 

lli. BAYNE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
1\Ir. BRECKINRIDGE, ofKentucky. Oh, certainly. 
Ur. BAYNE. As I understand it, the sugar that goes ont gets a 

larger drawback than the duty paid when it came in under this system; 
and as I understand it, that principle does not apply to any other draw
back. 

.Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman bas shown in 
this long 8:nd protracted debate, in which he has taken quite~ con
spicuous part, a ve1·y great familiarity witn all these matters; and he 
is no doubt aware that this is :fixed by the executive departmentofthe 
Government; that it is fixed upon the basis of the waste of the sugar 
in the process of refining, whether accurate or not I do not know, but 

• it has been fixed by the various Secretaries of the Treasury under former 
administrations and reduced under the present Administration. It was 
fixed for the purpose of giving to the sugar exporter who has been the 
sugar importer the duty which he paid. It was larger per pound be
cause a pound of refined sugar was richer in sa-ccharine matter than a 
ponnd of raw sugar which had been imported, and it was to provide 
for waste that the additional amount was given. Whether it was ac
curate or not is a question with which I am unfamiliar. It is purely 
an administrative question and has been decided by this Administra
tion to be inaccurate heretofore, because it has reduced the amount of 

. the drawback. 
Mr. CANNON. Right here allow me to state that I inquired at the 

Treasury Department t{)nchin.g this matter and was informed, not only 
by the Treasury agents, but by the Assistant Secretary, who had this 
matter in charge, that sugar refiners refused absolutely to state the cost 
of refining or the amount of waste. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That, however, is a question 
of administration. It is not a matter of statute. The question I de
sire to submit is a mere businesS' suggestion in answer to the amend
ment of the gentleman from New York (1\Ir. WEBER], and not in re
sponse to the political speech made by the gentleman from New York, 

that the question of drawback was one of much larger scope than its 
mere relation to sugar, and that the precedent that would be estab
lished by repealing the drawback on sugar was one that ought not to 
be taken until Congress is ready to go further in that matter. 

Mr. CANNON. I had no desire or intention to make a political 
speech. 

1\Ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did not charge you with it. 
I said the gentleman from New York. The gentleman from illinois 
never makes political speeches on the tariff. [Laughter on the Demo-
cratic side.] · 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say that the amendment of the gentle· 
man from New York would accomplish, as I understand it-

:!'!Ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is suggested that my state
ment was too broad; that I should have said the gentleman from Illinois 
only makes political speeches in answer to Judge KELLEY and his Re-
publican colleagues. I accept the amendment. . 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if the gentleman has got through with his 
political speech, will he allow me to ask a busine...."S question, whether 
he does not think that this amendment, which provides for finding the 
saccharine strength, where the sugar is exported, in each cargo of sugar, 
should prevail? -

1\Ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Under existing law the offi
cers of the Treasury Department have authority to use the polariscope 
to test the sa-ccharine strength of sugar. That is the law to-day. 

Mr. CANNON. How 'would it do to make it mandatory? 
Mr. l\IILLS. But it can be of no service to yon on this, because the 

Secretary of the Treas~ry has to make an estimate and they have been 
doing it under all the administrations. · The estimate is made, not by 
the Secretary, but by the officers under him, to find out as nearly as 
they can what amount of sugar pays duty on coming in, and then aftet 
it is refined, what the wastage is; and they deduct that and make the 
rebate accordingly. It is a matter of estimate by the experts of the 
Treasury Department, and the polariscope has nothing to do with it. 
The pola.ris<!ope is used when the sugar comes in to test its saccharine 
strength. 

Mr. BAYNE. I am told there is no loss of saccharine strength by 
refining. 

~Ir. 1\fiLLS. That is a question for the Treasury experls. 
1\Ir. BAYNE. But they pay a drawback of about two and a half. 
Mr. MILLS. Well, I can inform my friend that under fo:rmer ad· 

ministratioru; they were paying too much drawback; but they could 
not help it. It was n. question of estimate, and when the Treasury 
Department found that they were paying back more than was proper 
they lowered the rebate·. I know that this administration has low
ered it. 

_Mr. McMILLIN. The first reduction under this administration 
was from 2.82 to 2.60; and then, if my memory serves me correctly, 
it was reduced to 2.40, until now it is below what is actually paid by 
the refiners. As to this second reduction, however, I may be in error. 
That is the present status of the question, and the rebate is paid under 
the act of 1883. 

Mr. 1\HLLS. - I hope our friends on the other side will now let us 
dispose of this sugar schedule. 

Mr. WEBER. Mr. 9Jlairman, I desire to say to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] that the reduction of P,rawbacks on ex
pgrted sugar under this Administration has been, I think, from 2.82 
to 2.60 per pound, where it now rests. . 

Mr. :bicMILLIN. It is 2. GO on the highest grade. 
Mr. WEBER. The only reduction made since the law of 1883 went 

into effect has been on the highest grade. · 
l!Ir. McMILLLN". The gentleman does not deny that the present 

Administration has reduced the amount of rebate paid. 
.Mr. WEBER. I do not deny it, and when I was accused of inter

jecting politics in,to this sugar question it seemed to me that the in
tmjection of politics was on the other side by the gentleman from West 
Vu·ginia, and others, who called attention to the reductions made 
under this Administration. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I may not be strictly accurate as to the figmes, 
but the fact remains that there has been a reduction made 1mder the 
present Administration. 

Mr. WEBER. The new tariff went into effect in 1883. The read
justment of duties necessitated a reduction of drawback rates. In 1884 
the amoQutof drawbacks paid on sugars exported reachedabout$1,579,-
000, a::figurewhichithadseveral times before reached. Thatwasunder 
a Republican Administration. In 1885, however, it suspiciously jumped 
np to six millions five or six hundred thousand dollars, and it took the 
Democratic Administration sixteen months before they came to the con
clusion that there was something wrong about it, and then reduced the 
rates on the highest grade from 2.8'2 to 2.GO per pound. 

1\Ir. McADOO. The trouble was that there were too many Repub
licans still in office. They were not turned out rapidly enough. 
[Laughter.] 

lli. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How much does the gentle
man say was exported last year? 

Mr. WEBER. I am not speaking about the amount cf pounds. I 
am speaking of tbe drawbacks in dollars. The gentleman from AI· 

• 

.. 



6036 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. JULY 9, 

ka_n:ms [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] and I differed as to ramo~nts awhile ago, 
ansmg from the fact that he referred to the value of the sugars while 
I referred to the drawbacks. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. WEBER, and it 
was rejected-ayes 52, noes 79. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
All tobacco in leaf, unmanufactured and not stemmed, 35 cents per pound. 

Mr. MILLS. So~e gentlemen have asked that the paragraph just 
read be passed ov-& mformally; and I accordingly make that request. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is what I was about to ask. 
The CHAffiMAN. If there be no objection, the paragraph just read 

by the Clirk will be passed over for the present, with leave to recur to 
it hereafter. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Potato or corn starch, rice starch, and other starch, 1 cent per pound. 

Ur. NUTTING. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the pa.ragraph 
just read. The manufacture of starch in the United States is an im
porhmt industry. I do not believe there is any good reason for reduc
ing the tariff on starch; and there are several good reasons why it should 
not be reduced. The present duty uponcornstarchis 2 cents a pound· 
t:Q.is bill, as now presented to us, proposestoreducethat duty to 1cent 
a pound. There can be but two reasons given by the majority of the 
committee in favor of this reduction: First, that it will help to reduce 
the surplus revenue; second, that it ·will give consumers cheaper 
stttrch i.:'lnd, third, possibly assist in giving us the ma1·kets of the world. 
We ww examine these grounds and see what foundation there is for 
them or any of them. 

Mr. Chairman, in the last year starch manufactured in the United 
States amounted in value to about $15,000,000. The capital invested 
in the United States in this business is about $10,000,000, and four or 
five States are interested in it. The amount of money paid during the 
last year to laborers in this branch of industry was about $2,000,000. 
The number of acres of land which it takes to mise the corn that is 
made into starch in the United States is 480,00o-very nearly half a 
million acres. If you reduce the duty upon starch 1 cent a pound i~ 
will be necessary to reduce the wages of the men in order that the 
manufacturing establishments in the United States may keep in opera
tion. You are not going to get the markets of the world, because 
Canada and some thirteen other countries which manufacture starch 
have a duty upon the article which is more than the duty we place 
upon it iu the United States. So that by this reduction of duty you 
not only strike a blow at the starch industry of the United States, but 
you really assist those outside this country who are engaged in the 
manufacture. 

This industry is carried on in at least five States, New York, Ohio, 
Indiane, illinois, and Iowa. There is plant enough now in existence 
and in process of construction in this country to supply the wants ot 
the entire population of the United States. 

You must remember, also, that the immense outlay of capital in this 
business has been ventured upon the faith that the Government would 
not change the rate of duty. 

It can not be said that the price of corn starch has been kept up by 
the tariff, because we find that in 1865 the export price of starch was 
9. 8 cents per pound; and in 1875, ten years afterward, the export price 
was G. 7 cents per pound, a reduction of nearly one-half. In 1885, ten 
years later, the export price was 4 cents a pound (I am taking the av
erage); and in 1887, the last year, the average export price was less than 
3 cents a pound. So that during all this time, while we had a tariff of 
2 cents a pound on starch, the p"J,"ice to the consumer steadily decreased. 
In my home city, Oswego, we ha>e probably the largest establishment 
for making corn starch in the world. The output from this one estab
lishment last year was nearly or quite 20,000,000 pounds. Think of it, 
20,000,000 pounds, or nearly one thousand car-loads. 

The average amount of money which the American family pays for 
starch during the course of a year is less than 25 centa, and there is no 
burden on the people by the duty on starch. The amount received 
upon importations of starch into this country is less than $7,000. So 
that, by reducing this duty, you are not going to do anything consid
erable in the way of a redaction of the surplus. Nor would yon re
duce the price of starch. I believe the majority of the Committee on 
Ways and Means only claim that by this reduction upon starch the 
surplus will be reduced to the extent of about $3,000. 

The farmer is interested in this question. It is a fact which every 
man on this floor, before he votes on this question, should know, that 
last year we exported but a little more than 40,000,000 bushels of corn; 
and there should go beside that this other fact, that last year there were 
used in the mnn nfacture of starch in the United States almost 13,000,000 
bushels of com. 

In this one industry almost one-third as much corn is used as we sold 
in the "markets of the world." 

There can be but little profit in corn starch at from 2! to 4 cents per 
pound. You should not strike this industry. Let it alone. It gives 
nearly fifteen thousand farmers steady employment to raise the corn 
necessary to keep the twenty-four corn-starch factories in this country 
running. 'I'hesotifteen thousand farmers, because of these starch facto-

ories, have a steady home market each year for 13,000,000 bushels of 
corn. Not only this, but these fifteen thousand farmers have familie~. 
Not less than forty thousand people are interested in raising the eorn 
used in making starch, if yon count four or five to each farmer's family. 
Then, too, there are four or five thousand laborers who find steady em
ployment in these factories at good wages. There are nearly six hun
dred people employed in the one factory in my city, where there is 
more corn starch made probably than in any other one factory in the 
world. 

The present duty of 2 cents is not prohibit<>ry, as the following figures 
will show: 
Pounds of starch imported into this country in- • 

i ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::i:::::::i:::::::::::::::i::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: '· m: m 
Reduce the tariff to 1 cent a pound as this bill proposes and you put 

the factories that make corn starch in this country in competiti9n with 
cheap foreign labor; not cheap foreign labor in the manufacture of corn 
starch, but cheap foreign labor in the manufacture of potato starch. 
You have potatoes on the free-list no.w; that strikes at our farmers. 
Now you propose to reduce the tariff on starch so that foreign nations 
can make their potatoes into starch and Eend it here and sell it cheaper 
than corn starch can be made. This will ruin the manufacture of corn 
starch in this country. The farmer will lose his market for 13,000,000 
bushels of corn. He will lose his home market. This will destroy 
the opportunity of four thousand laborers who now find remunerative 
labor in this business; this will cause the ten millions of capital in
vested in corn-starch manufa-cture in this country to be destroyed. 
You do not open the markets of the world by this blow at starch-mak
ing, but you open your own markets to the world. 

I have shown this tariff on starch is not added to the cost of starch 
to the consumer, for starch has steadily decreased in cost to the con
sumer until it is now less than 4 cents per pound on an average, when 
twenty years ago it was more than twice that in cost to the consumer. 
Competition between manufacturers in this country has reduced the 
price. Let the majority of the Ways and M:eans Committee show one 
petition_asking for a reduction of tariff on corn starch. There bas been 
no request to that end. 

This reduction will not reduce the surplus, for you will find that 
the 1 cent per pound tariff which this bill leaves will bring more rev
enue than the 2 cents has brought. The importations will increase 
enough to more than make up the difference. 

No, Mr. Chairman, let this industry alone. Let the farmer's inter
est in it alone. Let the laborer's interest in it alone. Do not destroy 
the capital, but be wise enough to protect and foster all these in leav
in~ the tariff at 2 cents per pound. 

If yon should succeed and make law of this provision as to starch, 
and destroy starch-making in this country, then you would place the 
people of this country in the hands of foreign starch-makers, and up 
would go the price. 

No, Mr. Chairman, let the American people be supplied by ou~ own 
starch-makers. 

[Here the hammer fell. J 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, this item of the pending tariff 

bill is one which afforus our friends on both sides of the House an op
portunity to attest the sincerity of the protestations they have made, 
that they seek to promote the interests of. the farmer. '£his article of 
potato starch is one in which the farming interests in certain secliom 
of our country are directly concerned to a very important degree. Jn 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont., and New York, where the largest 
portion of our potato starch is manufactured, the starch factories furnish 
the principal home market for the farmer's potatoes. In a large por
tion of the agricultural regions of those States the starch factories form 
one of the essential sources of reliance for the farmer. 

In tb..e northern part of my State-the most fertile region of Maine-
the potato-starch industry is a most important factor with regard to the 
interests of the farmer. During some years past the starch factories of 
this country have probably consumed annually something like 3,000,-
000 or 4, 000,000 bushels of potatoes; and the production of starch has 
been 25,000,000 or 30,000,000 pounds. The starch factories are located 
in the imp1ediate vicinity of the potato fields. The farmer digs his pota
toes and sells them almost at his very door. During a number of years 
past the farmers in Aroostook County, 1\Iaine, where this industry is 
very largely carried on, h3se been enabled to sell their potatoes with
out assortment, large and small, just as taken from the field, at prices 
.:Varying from 25 to 30 cents a bu bel, to the starch factories. Without 
these factories those farmers would ha>e no market for that cbss of 
their potato product that is not adapted for table use. 

By reducing the duty 50 per cent., as proposed in this bi1l, yon will 
simply permit the potatoes raised in the Briti h provinces to come 
across the line and compete ruinously with the product of the farmers 
of my State and of the other States bordering on Canada which aro in
terested in this business. 

In that portion of my own district to which I ha\e all':Jdcd there are 
some forty of these starch factories scattered throu .~h the potato reo-ion, 
producing thousands of tons of starch annually and providing the f&r:r.ot· 

I 
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em with a reliable cash market at home for hundreds of thousands of 
bushels of potatoes. 

In a recent interview on the subject, Mr. Alba Holmes, one of the 
leading starch manufacturers of Aroostook County, Maine, stared em
phatically that the removal of the duty on starch would close every 
factory in that county. The reduction of the duty to 1 cent per pound 
would probably be quite as disastrous. Mr. Holmes said: 

The average price of starch for some time past has been 4 cents per pound. 
Owing to the prices we pay for potatoes and labor, there is only a very small 
margin for profit. In fact we could not continue the business and sell at a less 
price. We find formidable competitors in Germany and Holland, who, owing 
to their starvation labor prices and the low prices paid for potatoes, are enabled 
to export lat·ge quantities of starch, pay a duty of 2 cents per J:ound, and sell 
for 4 cents and make a profit. Take off the duty and we could not, nor would 
we try to compete with them. I shall close my factories that moment the duty 
\s ta ken off. 

Tnke the matter of dextrine or burnt starch. It was formerly manufactured 
in Provide nce, R.I., and in New York, the two factories using about 1,400 tons 
of starch annually. At that time it was protected by a fair duty and the business 
flourished. The duty was unjustly reduced to 1 cent per pound. We say un
justly, because it takes It pounds of starch to make a pound of dextrine, and a\ 
the present rate of duty on starch it should now be 3 cents instead of one. The 
rPsult was what might have been expected, the American manufactm·ers of 
dextrine were driven to the wall,and to-day there is not o. pound manufactured 
in the United States. 

Hon. Thomas H. Phair, State senator from the same county, and the 
owner of seven starch factories, declares that without the protective 
tariff not a pound of starch could be made in Aroostook until tne farm
ers should be ready to furnish potatoes for 10 cents a bushel. He says: 

Last year Canadian factories paid from 10 to 13 cents a bushel for their pota
toes, while the factories on the American side paid from 25 to 30 cents. Take off 
the duty and our farmers must sell their potatoes for 2 or 3 cents a bushel less 
than the province farmers, on account of difference of freight, or not sell any. 

A few days ago, while in Boston, !met a PrinceEdwn.rd'slsland man who had 
several tons of starch to sell, and he sold it for 4:1- cents, less the duty of 2 cents 
and 2~ per cent. commission-that is, he sold for 2:1- cents, less the 2t per cent. 
commission, and paid the freight, $2.50 a ton. At the prices pn.id for potatoes 
last year by our factories the cost of starch here was abont # cents a. pound. 
While the Prince Edward man paid $2.50 a ton for transportation we have to 
pay$7.50. 

Not only must the free-trade policy, if adopted by the people, shut up e>ery 
starch factory in Aroostook, but it must absolutely stop shipments of potatoes, 
unless our farmers are ready and willing to produce them for less price than 
the province farmers now realize. 

Hon. C. F. A. Johnson, a pioneer in this industry, and one of the 
most highly-respected citizens pf his section, stated before the Com
mit.tee on Ways and Means a few years ago, when this interest was 
similarly threatened, that the interests of more than ten thousand farm
ers were involved. He said: 

Protection to the starch-maker is protection of the utmost importance to the 
farmer. It really means to him home comforts, the education of his children, 
and the support in his community of religious and charitable institutions, with 
all that those advantages imply. 

If any gentleman of this committee has ever had the good fortune to be a 
planter and boer and digger of potatoes he will readily assent to the proposi
tion that 25 cents per bushel is as low as he or any other man ought to do iii. 
At this price, which is the usual one paid by starch-makers, starch costs from 
3t tQ 4t cents per pound, to which must be added from one-half to ~ve-eighths 
of a cent per pound for tra,nsportation, storage, and commission. This brings 
up the cost when it is sold to# to 4f cents per pound. This variation in cost is 
explained chiefly by variation in quality of potatoes in different years. I have 
known years when they yielderl but 6 pounds per bushel. 

There is in the communities in which these mills are located in my own 
State (Maine) a large amount of capital invested; the business is one involving 
large risks; my own firm lost in this business in 1881 over $12,000. 

The present tariff of 2 cents per pound is as small as we can possibly work 
under. A reduction would demolish the industry in the United States. The 
farmers of the neighboringmaritine provinces (contentedly or otherwise) pro
rlucepotatoes at much less price than ours can, and the Canadian starch-makers 
have a very material advantage over us in the matter of transportation. 

We can not take a pound of starch to their country without paying their gov
ernment a duty of 2 cents. Why should not American citizens have the advan
tage of their own markets? 

Last year the starch factories in the province of New Brunswick 
paid from 10 to 13 cents a bushel for their potatoes right across the St. 
John River at the very time when the farmers of my State were re
ceiving 25 and 30 cents for every bushel they could lay down at the 
starch factory. If you agree to this proposed reduction of one-half of 
the present duty, making it but 1 cent per pound, the result is to be 
tbe destruction of -this industry on the American'side of the line. You 
are going to take away from the farmers of New England, New York, 
and the other States interested this chief market for the sale of one of 
their important products; and you are going to do this, very strangely, 
as it seems to me, directly in the face of the fact that the Canadian 
tariff to-day puts a duty of 2 cents upon every pound of starch that 
goes from the United States to the British provinces. 

Our present duty on starch is in no sensea burden upon the Ameri
can people. The additional cost that is imparted to a yard of cloth by 
reason of the starch used in its manufacture is infinitesimal, and this 
potato starch is used almost entirely for the purpose of starching yarns 
and fabrics of cotton cloth and cloth for prints. Yet by this legisla
tion cutting down the duty one-half you propose to say to the farmers 
ofJ\Iaine,ofNew York, NewHampshire, Vermont, andelsewhere, who 
who have been engaged in raising potatoes upon land better adapted 
for that than for other purposes, ''The American Congress has decr~ed 
that yon shall sell no more of your potatoes at the prices they now 
bring, but you must raise and sell them to compete with the low prices 
of tha Canadian farmers.'' 

Every bod.v knows that in Canada labor is cheaper, land is cheaper, 
and that the people live in a l~ comfortable way than we are willing 
that our American farmers should live; so that the competition in
volved in the proposed reduction of duty, so far as the potato industry 
is concerned, would be to our farmers simply destructive. 

I can not see why we are called upon to show to Canada a liberality 
which Canada refuses to show to us. I can not see w by we are called upon 
to allow the products of the starch factories of Canada to come over into 
the United States at one-half the duty which the Canadian Government 
exacts from the American manufacturer if he tries to sell starch in the 
British provinces. There is no logic in this; there is no patriotism in 
it; there is no common sense in it; there is no justice in it to our 
farmers. On the contrary, so far as my sectio~ of the country is con
cerned, it is one of the most direct and serious blows that this llfills 
bill proposes to strike at the agricultural interests. 

Mr. Chairman, this reduction of the tariff on potato-starch and the 
failure to put the rate on dextrine and similar starch products at a rate 
that will protect the American producer form part of what seems a 
systematic assault upon all the leading industries of my State, as evi
dence of which I have compiled from the figures published by the 
Ways and Means Committee the following comparative statement: 
THE DEMOCRATIC ASSAULT UPON MAINE'S INDUSTRIES-HOW THE llliLLS BILL 

STRIKES AT lOtW ENGLAND LUMBERING, MANUFACTURING, AND FARMING IN
TERESTS FOR THE BENEFIT OF EUROPE ~"D CANADA-FACTS THAT SPEAK 
LOUDER THAN WORDS. 

The following table shows exactly how the Democratic Mills tariff-re
duction bill proposes to strike down the protective duties that under Re
publican laws have stimulated American industries, increased the wages 
of American labor, furnished a profitable home market for our farmers, 
and given to American workingmen the most comfortable and happy 
homes in the world. Although a few items cited below have been 
dropped out of this bill since it was reported, the following list repre
sents the changes of the existing tariff proposed by the Mills bill as it 
was indorsed by the Democratic national convention at St. Louis and 
the Democratic State convention of Maine: 

Protective duties onder I Proposed rates. un~er 
the Republican tariff. ~~:it¥.emocrahc Mills 

Timber: 
Hewn and sawed and 20 per cent. ad valorem.. Free-list. 

timber used for spars 
and in building 
wharves. 

Squared or sided............ 1 cent per cubic foot ...... . 
Wood, unmanufactured ........ 20 per cent. ad valorem .. 
Sawed boards, planks, and ll1 and S2 per1,000 feet .... 

deals, and all other arti-
cles of sa. wed lumber. 

Hubs, for wheels, posts, last- 20 per cent. ad valorem .. 
blocks, wagon-blocks, car-
blocks, gun-blocks. head-
ing-blocks, and all like 
blocks or sticks, rough, 
hewn, or sawed only. 

Staves of wood..................... 10 per cent. ad valorem .. . 
Pickets and palings.............. 20 per cent. ad valorem .. . 
Laths . ..... ...... ...... .. ....... ......... 15 cents per 1,000 .. . ... ..... . 
Shingles................................ 35 cents per 1,000 ....•....... 
Clipboards, pine or spruce... $1.50 to $2 per 1,000 ........ . 
Fish-glue, or isinglass .... ... .... 25 percent. ad valorem .. . 
Soap, hard and soft ............... 20 per cent. ad valorem .. . 
Hemlock extract, for tan- .. ....... do .......................... . 

ning. 
Barytes........................... ...... 10 per cent. ad valorem . 
All earths or clays, un- $1.50 per ton .................. . 

wrought or unmanufa~t-
ured. 

China, clay, or kaolin ........... $3 perton ...................... . 
Brick.................................... 20 percent. ad valorem .. . 
Vegetables, fresh or in brine 10 per cent. ad valorem .. . 

(cucumbers, pickles, cab-
bages, turnips, carrots, 
beets, tomatoes, squashes, 
pumpkins, etc.) 

l\leats. game, and poultry .. ............ do ........••.................. 
1\Iilk, fresh ..... ........................•....... do ...................... , .... . 
.Egg yolks ........ ... .......... ......... ........ do .•........ ................. 
Beans,pease,andsplitpease. 10 and 20 per cent. ad 

valorem. 
Pulp, for paper-makers' use .. 10 percent. ad valorem .. 

15 cents per pound ........ . 
20 per cent. ad valorem.. 

Bristles .........................•... ... 
Bulbs and bulbous roots, 

not medicinal. 
Feathers of all kinds...... ..... 25 per cent. ad valorem .. 
Grease.................................... 10 per cent. ad valorem .. 
Lime ... ........ .................. .. ................ do •........ ..... ............. 
Garden seed!!.~ .... ............. .. .. 20 per cent. ad valorem .. 
Marble of all kinds............... 65 cents per cubic foot ... 
Plaster of Paris, ground or 20 per cent. ad valorem .. 

calcined. 
Granite, freestone, sand- $1 per ton ....................... . 

stone, and all building or 
monumental stone · un-
manufactured. 

Tallow.................................. 1 cent per pound ........... . 
Wools: Clothing wools of 12and 10centsperpound 

various grades. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do, 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Do. 

Slate, and manufactures of 30 per cent. ad valorem.. 20 per e:ent. ad valorem 
slate. • 
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.Anvils, anchors, or parts 
thereof; mill-irons aud 
mill-cranks of wrought
iron, and wrought-iron 
for ships, and forgings of 
iron and steel for vessels, 
steam-engines, and loco
motives, or p3.I'ls thereof, 
weighing each 25 pounds 
or more. 

Saws ..................................... . 
Cabinet and house furni

ture, finished. 
Lumber: 

Boards, planks, deals, 
and other sawed lum
ber of hemlock, white
wood, sycamore, and 
basswood: 

Planed or finished 
on one side. 

Planed or finished 
on two sides. 

Planed on two sides, 
tongued and 
grooved. 

.All other articles of 
sawedlumbernotelse
where specified: 

Planed or finished 
on one side. 

Planed or finished 
on two sides. 

Planed one side, 
tongued and 
grooved. 

Planed on two sidesJ 
tongued ana 
grooved. 

.All other manufactures of 
wood. 

Potato starch ...................... .. 
Oil-cioths for floors ............ .. 
Woolen rags, shoddy, etc ... .. 
Printing paper, unsized, for 

books and newspapers. 
Sized or glued for printing .. 
Paper boxes ........................ .. 
Brushes of all kinds ............ .. 
Card clothing for factories ... 

Protective dut.ies under 
the Republican tariff. 

Proposed rates under 
the Democratic Mills 
tariff. 

2 cents per pound.......... H cents per pound. 

{{)per cent. ad valorem.. 30 per cent. a.d valorem 
35 per cent. ad valorem.. Do. 

$1.50 per 1,000 feet-... ....... 50 cents per 1,000 feet. 

$2 per 1,000 feet ............... 51 per 1,000 feet. 

$2.50 per 1,000 feet........... $1.50 per 1,000 feet. 

~.50 per 1,000 feet.......... 50 cents per 1,000 feet. -

53 per l,OOOfeet.. ............. $1 per 1,000 feet. 

......... do ............ : ............ .. Do . 

$3.50 per 1,000 feet.. ........ &.50 per 1,000 feet. 

35 per cent. ad valorem.. 30 per cent. ad valorem . 

2 cents per pound........... 1 cent per pounp. 
40 per cent. ad valorem.. 25 per cent. ad valorem. 
10 cents per pound ......... Free-list. 
15 per cent. ad valorem .. 12 per cent. ad valorem. 

20 per cent. ad valorem .. 
35 per cent. ad valorem .. 
30 per cent. ad valorem .. 
25 to 45 cents per square 

foot. 

15 per cent. ad valorem. 
25 per cent. ad valorem. 
20 per cent. ad valorem. 
15 to 25 cents per square 

foot. 
Carriages and paJ:ts of........... 35 per cent. ad valorem_ 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

25 per cent. ad valorem. 
20 per cent. ad valorem. 
65 cents per cubic foot. 

Friction matches ........................... do .......................... . 
Inks and ink powders............ 30 per cent. ad valorem .. 
Marble, sa wed, dressed, and $1.10 per cubic foot ......... 

tiles. 
Marble manufactures............ 50 per cent. ad valorem.. 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

COTTON AND WOOLEN li!Ah'UFACTURES. 

Oollon goods.-Under the existing tariff all colton manufactures are protected 
by a specific duty equivalent to about 40 per cent. on the average-the common 
grades less, and the fine grades more. 

The l\I.ills bill abolishes all specific duties and substitutes a sweeping ad valo
rem duty of 40 percent. for all kinds of goods. .As the ad valorem duties invite 
fraudulent undervaluations, which practically reduce duties 8 to 10 per cent., 
the practical effect of such a change in the tariff would be to reduce the protec
tion on fine goods so as to prevent their manufacture in this country. 

TVoolen goods.-The present tariff imposes a. duty of about 35 cents per pound 
(as an equivalent for the duty on wool, of which the wool-grower receives the 
benefit), and 35 per cent. ad valorem on coarse and 40 per cent. ad valorem on 
fine goods. As the pound duty is intended to be made a. little more than the 
average duty on the wool, to guard against errors, that is also a slight protec
tion to those engaged in woolen manufacturing. 

The Mills bill abolishes the pound duty (because of free wool) and imposes an 
ad valorem duty of 35 per cent., and 40 per cent. on imported woolens. The 
farmer loses the advantage of the duty on wool, and the manufacturer is left 
with nothing but the ad valorem .dutyon imported woolens, the effect of which 
mu!>t be to increase importations and thus injure the home manufacturers. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
.Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having taken the 

chair as Speaker pro te1npm·e, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the Jaws in rela
tion to the collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

WILLIAM H. TABBARRAH. 

M~r. MOFFITT. I ask, by unanimous consent, to discharge the Com
mittee of the Whole Honse from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 948) for the relief of William H. Tabbarrah, and that the same 
be now put upon its passajZe. 

'fhe bill was read, as follows: 
lJe it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 

to correct the record of William. H. Tabbarrah, . tea private in Company F, 
Ninety-sixth Regiment New York Volunteers, so t.J:mt the same shall show him 
to have been discharged for gunshot wound of right thigh received in action, 
in I ea d of the record now made. 

The amendment reported by the committee was to strike out "pri
vate'' and in lieu thereof to insert ''. sergean~.'' 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let the report of the com
mittee be read. 

The report of the committee .(by Mr. CAREY) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on lllilit.nry Affairs, to whom was referred the hill (H. R. 948) for 

the relief of William H. Tabbarrah, beg leave to report: 
The records of the War Department show that William H. Tabbarrah, late ser

geant of Company F , Ninety-sixth Regiment New York Volunteers, was dis
charged February '1:7, 1863, at convalescent camp, Alexandria, Vn.., on surgeon's 
certificate of disability, by reason of tuberculosis contracted after enlistment. 
(See record hereto annexed.) 

The evidence before the committee shows that the discharge of the said Tabbar
rah for the cause slated was erroneous; that he was not disabled by reason of 
tuberculosis at the time of his discharge, but was disabled by reason of wounds 
received in the service, and that the cause assigned for his discharge should 
have been on account of gunshot wound. (See affidavits hereto annexed.) 

The committee recommend thatthe bill pass wilh the following amendment: 
Strike out., in line 4 of the bill, where the same occurs, the word "private" and 
insert in lieu thereof the word "sergeant." 

WAn. DEPARTMENT, Washington OUy, Ap1·il 20, 1888. 
Srn: In reply to your request of the 15th ultimo for information upon House • 

bill 948, Fiftieth Congress, first session, to provide· for correction of the record of 
William H. Tabbarrab,late of Company F, Ninety-sixth New York Volunteers, 
so as to show him discharged for wound, I have the honor to inclose a report of 
the 18th instant from the Adjutant-General, which, it is believed, furnishes the 
information requested. 

Very r espectfully, your obedient serYant, 
· WILLIAl\I C. E~"'l)ICOTT. 

Becrcla1·y of War • 
non. R. w. TOWliSHEND, 

Chairman ('ommiUce on Military Affai1·s, Hottse of .Repl'esenta.tives. 

WAR DEPAr.T:uENT, ADJUTANT-GE:NERAL's 0F'll'IOE, 
Washington, ApriL 18, 1888. 

SIR : I have the honor to return House bill948, Fiftieth Congress. first session, 
authorizing the Secretary of War to correct the record of William H. Tabbarrah, 
late a. private in Company F, Ninety-slirlh Regiment New York Volunteers, to 
show him to have been discharged by reason of gunshot wound of right thigh, 
received in action, instead of the record now made, transmitted by the chairman 
of the House Commiltee on :Military Affairs, and, in compliance with instruc
tions, to report as follows: 

The records of this office show that Sergeant William H. Tabbarrah, Company 
F, Ninety-sixth New York Volunteers, was enrolled October 25,1861, mustered 
in No\emher 15,1861, and presentfordutytoApri130, 1862. On roll for June, 1862, 
he is reported absent in hospital atA.nnapo1is, 1\Id., wounded at the battle of Fair 
Oaks, 1\Iay 31, 1862. On June 3, 18G2, he was admitted to the general hospital at 
Annapolis, Md., with gun:shot wound, location not stated, and was t-reated until 
December 18, 1862, when he was returned to duty and sent to his regiment. 
While en t'oute to his regiment he was examined by the medical board at Con
valescent Camp, near Alexandria, Va., February 14, 1863, and discharged Feb
ruary 27, 1863, at said camp on surgeon's certificate of disability by reason of 
tuberculosis contracted since enlistment. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
R. 0. DRUl\I, 

Acljutant-Geucral. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

To the Adjutant-General of the United Slates Anny, etc.: 
CLINTON COlTh""TY, New York, ss.: 

William H. Tabbarah, being duly sworn. says that he resides at PI.Jl.ttsburgh, 
N.Y., and was a sergeant in Company F, Ninety-sixth ~ew York Volunteers. 
in the late war, and now draws a per..sion for gunshot wound of right thigh, 
by pension certificate No. 13583, which wound was 1·eceived at the battle of Fair 
Oaks, May 31, 1862. 

Deponent further states that he has made application for a bounty by reason 
of being discharged for wounds; and the same has been denied upon the ground 
that the record shows that deponent was discharged for difficulty of the lungs 
when, in fact, deponent has never had difficulty of the lungs at all, and w~ 
discharged solely on account of said, wound and for no other cause whatever. 
to defendant's knowledge; and deponent respectfully asks that upon the evi
dence on file upon his application for pension,nud in other records contained, and 
that herewith submitted, said records be corrected and made to show thnt be 
was discha.rged for gunshot wound,, as he in fact was. 

WlLLiil1 H. T.A.BBARAH. 
Sworn to and subscrihed before me this 15th day of January, 1883. 

STATE OF NEW YORK Clinton County, ss: 

F. F. HATHAWAY. 
11-otm·y Public. 

James 1\1. Fulton, being duly sworn, says that his residence and post-office is 
Beekmantown, Clinton County, New York, and bas resided there and been a 
practicing physician and surgeon in said county for forty-three years last pa t; ' 
that his age is now sixty-nine years. Deponent further says that he is and ha 
been for about twenty-seven years last past well acquainted with William H. 
Tabbarrah, and knew him well, both before his enlistment in the Ninety- ixth 
Regiment of New York Volunteers and after his discharge and return home 
from said service, and since said Tabbarrah's discharge deponent has been his 
family physician until said TabbalTah removed from Beekmantown aforesaid 
to Plattsburgh, upon his a!Jpointment as keeper of the light-bouse upon Cum
berland Head, in said town, upon the west shore of Lake Champlain, which po
sition said Tabbarrah still holds. Deponent further says that shortly after said 
'Villiam H. Tabbarrah's discharge, in the spring ofl863, deponent saw him and 
k"llows that said Tabbarrah wa badly wounded in his right tbi~h. and deponent 
aided in dressing said wound and in searching for the ball, and deponent knows 
that said wound has made said Ta.bba.rrah a. cripple ever since. 

Deponent further says that in all his attendance upon said Tabbarrah depo
nent has not known him to have any difficulty of the lungs no1· di ease of the 
lungs of any kind, more than perhaps a cold or some liLtle ailment of that sort, 
and deponent knows that when said Tabbarrah returned from the war he had 
no lung trouble whatever. Deponent further says that he has no intere tin 
said Tab harrah's matters, either pension, bonn ty, or otherwise; and further sai th 
not. -

:f. 1\I. FULTON, 1\I. D. 
Sworn to and subscribed before rue this 16th day of Ja.nuary.1883, and I certify 

tRat said witness is a physician in good standing in his profession, and entitled 
. to full crediba -

:fAl\IES J. DROWN, 
Justice of the PeaM.. 
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STATE OF NEW YoRK, Clinton County, ss: 

Romeo Hyde, of Beekmantown, in said county, being duly sworn, says that 
his age is tllil·ty-nine years; that he is well acquainted with William H. Tab· 
harrah, who ·as formerly a ser~eant in Company F of the Ninety-sixth Regi
ment J. "ew York Volunteers, of which deponent was also a member in the late 
wnr, and deponent knew him well while in said regiment. Deponent further 
says that he saw said Tabbarra.h -within a very few days after the battle of Fair 
Oaks, in 1\fay, 18G2. Deponent saw him one of the first days in June at 'Vhite
house Landing upon a stretcher badly wounded, and deponent knows that at 
that time and all through said s ervice, so Car as deponent knew at the time 
and since, B:l.id Tabbarrah has had no difficulty of the lungs, but his trouble has 
always been smce the war his said wound. 

Deponent further says that h e is himself now a regular practicing physician 
in fa.id town of Beekmantown, and has been for about fourteen years last past, 
a.n<l has often seen said Tab harrah in those years, as said Ta.bbarra.h married his 
wife from a family residing in the same village with deponent, and deponent 
has never 1..-nown or heard that said Tabbarrah had any lung difficulty, but has 
no doubt whatever but what his discharge from the service was wholly ou ac
count of said gunshot wound, from which he ever since has been and still is 
badly crippled and disabled; and fur ther deponent has no interest whatever in 
said matter. 

ROl\IEO HYDE. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 16th day of January, 1883, and I cer

tify that said witness is a. physician in good and regular standing in his profes
sion, and entitled to full credit. 

JAMES J. BROWN, 
Justice of the Peace. 

Ur. MoFFITT's motion was agreed to, and the bill was taken up and 
theamendmentofthecommittee agreed to; and then the bill asamended 
was ordered to be engroased and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOFFITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also rooTed that the motion t5> reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. · · 
RIGHT OF WAY BILL. 

Ur. PEEL. I ask by unanimous consent that the House take are
cess at 5 o'clock to-morrow evening until8 o' clock; the evening ses· 
sion to be devoted to the consideration of bills granting right of way 
through Indian reservations, reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which there is no objection. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered n.ccordingly. 

EVANSVILLE 1\IARINE HOSPITAL. 

Mr. HOVEY. I ask, by unanimous consent, to take up the bill (H. R. 
1321) for the erection of a marine hospital at Evansville, Ind. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move the Honse do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 27, noes 64. 
Mr. BLAND demanded tellers. 
Tellers were not ordered. 
So the motion was disagreed to. 
Mr. HOVEY. Not another bill shall pass by consent. 
Mr. BLAND. I move the Honse take a recess until5 o'clock, and 

on that motion I ask for a division. 
The Honse divided; and there were-ayes 6, noes 59. 
So the motion was disagreed to. 
Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn, and on that 

motion I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 22, noes 28. 
Mr. BLAND demanded tellers. 
Tellers were not ordered. 
So the motion was disagreed to. 
:Mr. BLAND. I move the Honse take a recess until 6 o'clock. 
The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the Speaker pro tempore de

clared the House adjourned until to-morrow at 11 o'clock a. m. 

P:&IV ATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 10761) correcting the rank of Gus
tav Dachsel,a.nd granting a pension to his widow in accordance with 
that rank-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROUSE: A bill (H. R. 10762) for the relief of William Q. 
Lawrence-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Ry :h:lr. DARLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 10763) granting a pension to 
George W. Wilson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By :Mr. FINLEY: A bijl (H. R. 10764) granting a pension to L. S. 
Casey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10765) for the relief of W. H. Cowherd-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 10766) granting right of way to the 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa Falls and Northwestern Railway Company-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. · 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 10767) granting a pension to William 
J. Cooper-to the Committee on Invali4 Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10768) granting a pension to James M. Dnggan
t() the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By ~Ir. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 10769) granting a pension to John 
M. Krunk-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10770) fo{ the relief of Simeon 
H. King's executrix-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also: a bill (H. R. 10771) granting a pension to John Stewart-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10772) granting a pension to Eliza A. Carson-to 
the Committee on Invalid Penf!ions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10773) for the benefit of the Dan
ville, Lancaster and Nicholasville Turnpike Road Company-to the 
Committee on.Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R.10774) for the reliefHonoraO'Daley
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: A bill (H. R. 10775) granting a pension to Ann 
Vigo-to the Committ~e on Invalid Pensions. 

By .Mr. McRAE (by request): A bill (H. B. 10776) for the relief of 
Elisha Casey-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 10777) for the relief of Cresar 
Snell-to the Committee on War CJaims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10778) for the relief of Nelson Cowan-to the Com
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. E. J. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 10779) granting a pension 
to William M . Brown-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

B.y 1\Ir." J. R. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 10780) for the relief of 
Benjamine E. Snyder-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10781) for the relief of John Donahue-to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By ~:Ir. WILLIAMS: A bill (H . . R. 10782) granting a pension to 
William H. Hood-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.-

PETITIONS, ETC. 

· The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petitio~ of John F. Green, 'of Yazoo 
County, and of Martha W. Lindley, of Lauderdale County, 1\-fississippi, 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims-to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BIGGS: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Diego, Cal., and of the Board of Trade of Los Angeles, Cal., for the 
passage of the bill to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nic
aragua-to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of James E. Wilmaus, of Riley Kinman, 
and of James S. Smith, of Jackson County, Arkansas, for reference of 
their claims to the Court of Claims-to 'the Com.mi ttee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of 130 citizens of Jefferson County, Iowa, 
for amendments to the interstate-commerce law-to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By 1\ir. HOOKER: Petition of citizens of Port Gibson, Miss., for 
abolishing boxes in post-offices-to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Harriet Ballard, of Alfred McConnell, 
and of Joseph Line, administrator ofWiley Line, deceased, of Tennes
see, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims-to the Com
mittee on War Claims. 

By :Mr. LAWLER: Petition of John George Ryan, of Chicago, ill, 
for relief-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By l\Ir. McCL.AltDIY: Petition of J. W. Winslow and 26 others, 
citizens of the Third district of North Carolina, for prohibition in the 
District of Columbia-to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. · 

By Mr. McRAE; Petition of F. M. Halthoff, heit of Francis Halt
hoff, of Ashley County, Arkansas, for reference of his claim. to the Court 
of Claims-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of John N. Berrong, of John L. Moss, of 
C. A. Humphreys, of Susan Lowry, and of Elisha. Kimbrough, of Ten
nessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REED: Resolutions of the General Conference of the Congre
gational Churches of l\Iaine, for repeal of internal-revenue laws, and 
prohibiting exportation and importation of liquors-to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Navana, Tex., in favor of the schedule 
of duties adopted by the wool-growers and manufacturers-to the Com
mittee on Wavs and Means. 

By .Mr. RiCHARDSON: Petition of Cassar Snell and of Nelson 
Cowan, ofMurfreesborough, Tenn., for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petitionforrepealo(lawpreventing the payment 
of arrears of pensions-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of W. A. Rooth and 42 others, 
citizens of St. Clair County, l\fissmui, in favor of" certain amendments 
to the interstate-commerce law-to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of John Darnell for relief-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By ltlr. WILLLUI WHITING: Petition of Rev. P. F. Barnard and 
25 others citizens of the Eleventh district of Massachusetts, for pro
hibition in the District of Columbia-to the Select Committee on Alco
holic Liquor Traffic. 
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By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of William H. Hood, for a special-act mittedan adverse report theron, which was agreed to; and tlre bill was 
pension-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. postponed indefinitely. 

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

By Mr. GUENTHEH: Of citizens ofWaupaca Connty, Wisconsin. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a hw providing 
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit
eracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of 127 citizens of Manistee and Osceola Coun
ties, and of 149 citizens of Mason and Wexford Counties, Michigan. 

By 1\{r. E. B. TAYLDR: Of 185 citizens of Ashtabula and Trumbull 
Counties, Ohio. 

SENATE. 
TUESDAY, Ju.ly 10, 1888. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were reo 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 3138) granting a pension to George Wylie; 
A bill [S. 3102) granting a pension to James Smith; and 
A bill (S. 2704) granting a pension to James Hope Arthur. 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 

the bill (S. 3221) granting a pension to Isaac N. Hawkins, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3137) granting a pensiQJl to Ruth Ames; 
A bill (H. R. 10334) to grant a pension to Elizabeth O'Laughlin, the 

helpless and invalid daughter of Dennis O'Laughlin, late a member of 
Company I, Ninth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (S. 3157) granting a pension to JosephS. Wilson; and 
A bill (S. 3158) granting a pension to Nancy L. Huffman. 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 

Prayer by the Chaplain! Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. the following petitions, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were · 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. agreed to; and the committee were discharged from their further consid-

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. eration: . . . 

The PRESIDENT pro t€mpore presented the petition of George F. sion. and 
. I The peht10n of Alfred E. Gathercole, prayrng to be allowed a pen-

Calvert, of .Por~ Orange, Fla., alleging fraud on the part of Unite~l The petition of Matilda Gillespie, as guardian of the minor children 
States officials ~n the <:Ontes~d-~omestead case_of A. Force vs. E. H . of John Burchill, praying that they be allowed a pension. 
Jones, and praym~ for rnvestiga.twn thereof; which was referred to the Mr. DAVIS from the Committee on Pensions to whom were referred 
Committee on the Judici~,Y· . . :r the following' bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were 

_He also ~resented a petitl_on of Citize~s of Omnge County, ~orth Car- agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 
ohna, prayrng for ~he adoptwq. of certam amend_ments to the rnterstate- A bill (S. 3063) for the relief of Levinia Robinson ; 
commerce act; which was referred to the Commtttee on Interstate Com- A bill (S. 3161) granting a pension to Henry Ann Stuart; 
merce. A bill (S. 6) granting a pension to 1\frs. Emeline P. Trask; 

lr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Winona, A bill (S. 3070) for the relief of John Anthony Orleman and Mary 
Minn. praying for the passage of the House bill authorizing the Wi- Albina Wilhelmina Orleman; 
nona ~nd Southwestern Railroad to construct a bridge across the Mis- A bill (S. 3160) granting a pension to Nelson Beebe, of Oregon; 
sissippi Rh·er at Winona, 1\finn.; which was referred to the Committee A bill (S. 951) for the relief of Elvira E. Baxter; 
on Commerce. A bill (S. 1309) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman; 

Mr. SABIN presented a memorial of the St.. Paul (:Minn.) Chamber A bill (S. 3043) granting a pension to Samuel G. Whitley; 
of Commerce, remonstrating against the construction of bridges over A bill (S. 3041) granting a pension to George Slack; 
the Detroit River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. A bill (S. 3024) granting a pension to Lewis H. Linville; 

lie also presented a petition of citizens of Redwood, !.linn., praying A bill (S. 3049) grauting a pension to Christian Wanzel; and 
for Ieaislation protecting wool aud woolen-manufacturing interests; A bill (S. 3061) for the relief of Emma McCollum. 
which"' was referred to the Committee on Finance. Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 

1'1Ir. rAYNE presented two petitions, signed by 95 ex-Union soldiers the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, a.nd 
and sailors, citizens of Ohio, praying for the passage of the p~r diem submitted reports thereon: 
rated service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on A bill {H. R. 9595) granting a pension to David A. Yeaw; 
Pensions. A bill (H. R. 8523) granting a pension to Susan F. Scott; 

Mr. PLUMB presented the memorial of John Cowdon in regard to A bill (H. R. 7624) for the relief of Coburn D. Outten; and 
the improvement oftheMississippiRiverandtributariessince 1830, and A bill (H. R. 8953) granting a. pension to Eliza Mathews. 
favoring the adoption of the Lake.Borgne outlet improvement sys~J?i Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re-
which was referred to the Committee on ~provement of the Missts- ferred the bill(S. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen Butler, reported 
sippi River. it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. -SHERUAN presented apetitionof63ex-Unionsoldiersandsa.il- Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re-
ors citizens of Westerville, Ohio, praying for the passage of the per ferred the bill (S. 602) for the relief of James Millinger, reported it 
d ie'm rated service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
on Pensions. Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 

:Mr. PALMER presented the petition of H. P. Wheeler and 124 other _the bill (H. R. 4069) granting an increase of pension to Elnathan Meade, 
citizens of Hillsdale County, Michigan, praying for the adoption of cer- reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
tain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred HANNAH BABB HUTCHINS. 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 

REPORTS OF CO::I!MITTEES. of the House of Represeutatives to the bill (S. 1540) grantin~ a pension 
Mr. SA. WYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- to Hannah Babb Hutchins, which was, in line 6, after the word" pen

ferred the following bills, sublflitted adverse reports thereon, which sion," to strike out "during life;" so as to make the bill read: 
d to d th bill · d fi · t 1 postponed· Be i t enacted, etc., That the Secretnry of the Int-erior be, and he is hereby, au-

were agree · an e 8 were lD e nt e Y · · thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
A bill lS. 3165) granting an increase of pension to I aac M. Fletcher; limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hannah Babb Hutcllins, a volun
A bill (S. 3164) granting an increase of pension to Henry Potter; and tcer nurse in the war of the rebellion, and pay her o. pension of tt25 per mont}l, 
A bill (S. 3CJ14) granting a pension to Joseph Zerbach. _ in lieu of the one now received by her. 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pen ions, to whom were re- Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 

ferred the following bills, reported them without amendment, and sub- The motion was agreed to. 
mitted reports thereon: EMILY J. ST.ANN.ARD. . 

A hill (H. R. 6193) for the relief of Edson Sax berry; The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before :the Senate the amendment 
A bill (H. H. 9910) incTeasing the pension of William J. Headly; of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2657) granting an in-
A bill (H. R. 621) granting an increase of pension to William M. crease of pension to Emily J. Stannard, which was, in line 5, after the 

Whaley; words "rate of," to strike out "one hundred" and insert ''seventy-
A bill (H. R. 7093) granting an increase of pension to John A. Rolf; five;" so as to make the bill read: 
A bill (S. 3166) granting a pension to 'William F. Pike; Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
A bill (S. 3197) granting a pension to Abbie L. Ham; thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
A bill (s. 3198) granting a pension to Mary Murphy·, limitations <>f the pension laws, ihe name of Emily J. Stannard, widow of the 

late George J. Stannard, brevet major-general of volunteers, and t-o pay her a. 
A bill (S. 3150) granting a pension to William Schaffer; pension at the rate of $75 per month. from and after the passage of this act, in-
A bill lS. 3230} grantir:g a pension to Martha J. Cole; and stead of the pension she is now receiving. 
A bill (S. 3189) granting a pension to William T. Hutton. Mr. TURPIE. I move that the Senate non-concur in the :.unend-
Mr. llLODGETI', from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was ment of the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference thereon. 

referred the bill (S. 317!) granting a pension to Andrew Hopper, sub- The motion was agreed to . . 
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