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and of Clarke County, Indiana, for the establishment of a home in In-
diana—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Alse, petitions of citizens of Indiana for additional pension legisla-
tion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HUNTER: Resolution of the Association of Fully Disabled
Veterans of the Union Army and Navy, of Pittsburgh, Pa., in favor of
Senate bill to increase pensionsin certain cases and Senate bill to grant
arrears of pensions in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
Bl10ns.

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance
Union of New Mexico, for a prohibitory amendment to the Constitu-
tion—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. KEAN: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance
Union of New Jersey, for a prohibitory amendment to the Constitu-
tion—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.

Also, petitions of citizens of Perth Amboy, N. J., for the erection of
a public building at that place—to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds.

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of C. A. Carson and others, citizens of
the Ninth district of Towa, for prohibition in the District of Colum-
bia—to the Select Committee on the Aleoholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of James Grant and 97 other workers
in the cement industry—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of ecitizens of McKean County,
Pennsylvania, for amendment to the interstate-commerce law—to the
Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Mrs, Eliza A, Carson, for relief—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Gowan Lane Corbin, of Oxford, Miss.,
for reference of his ¢laim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. NICHOLS: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance
Union of North Carolina, for a prohibitory amendment to the Consti-
tontion—to the Select Committee on the Alecoholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper-
ance Union of Michigan, for a prohibitory amendment to the Constitu-
tion—to the Select Committee on the Aleoholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. PENINGTON: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper-
ance Union of Delaware, for a prohibitory amendment to the Constitu-
tion—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of the First district of Delaware, for
prohibition in the District of Colambia—to the Sélect Committee on the
Alcoholie Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Petition of wool-dealers and woolen man-
ufacturers, against the passage of the Mills bill—to the Committee on
‘Ways and Means.

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Mrs. Fanny H. Rastall and other officers
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Kansas, for a prohibi-
tory amendment to the Constitution—to the Select Committee on the
Alcoholie Liguor Traffic.

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of the Woman’s Christian
Temperance Union of Texas, for a prohibitory amendment to the Con-
stitution—to the Select Committee on the Aleoholie Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Petition of Rev. J. K. Williams and oth-
ers, citizens of the First district of Vermont, for prohibition in the Dis-
trict of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Aleoholie Liquor
Traflic.

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Petition of Henry W. Barrett & Co. and
others, of Lonisville, Ky., and Albany, Ind., azainst the Mills bill—to
the Committee on Ways and Means. c

By Mr. TOOLE: Petition of the Montana Woman's Christian Tem-
perance Union, for a prohibitory amendment to the Constitution—to the
Belect Committee on the Alcoholie Liquor Traffic.

Ly Mr. VANCE: Petition relating to certain claims against the Gov-
ernment—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of Clara Hoffman and other officers
of the Woman'’s Christian Temperance Union of Missouri, for a pro-
hibitory amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of A. C. Womack, of Davidson
County, and of John B. Nicholls, of Houston County, Tennessee, for
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims —to the Committee on
War Claims,

By Mr. 8. V. WHITE: Petition of woolen manufacturers of New
York, against the passage of House bill 9051—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. YOST: Petition of Belmer & Co. and others, against the re-
g;wtion of the duty on wire rods, etc.—to the Committee on Waysand

eans,

The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricnlt-
are, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to
the Committee on Ways and Means:

By Mr. WILBER: Of citizens of Gilboa N. Y.
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J, G. BuTLER, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
PETITION.

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of 31 citizens of Cuyahoga County,
Ohio, praying for the enactment of certain amendments to the inter-
state-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on Inter-
state Commerce.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was
referred the hill (S. 3191) to amend section 4 of the act of March 3,
1875, as amended in section 2 of the act of March 3, 1877, in relation
to the issue of supplies to Indians, reported it withont amendment.

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R. 6922) for the relief of George W. Graham,
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. HAMPTON, {from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (8. 3090) authorizing the Secretary of War to ac-
cept the resignation of Maj. D. H. David, of the Fourteenth Regiment .
Kansas Cavalry Volunteers, and for other purposes, reported adversely
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely.

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom
was referred the bill (8. 1859) for the relief of Felicitas Salinas and
the heirs of Miguel Salinas, submitted anadverse report thereon; which
was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely.

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committeeon Military Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (8. 3199) to donate to the State Soldiers and Sail-
ors’ Monument Commission one hundred pieces of captured or con-
demned cannon, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely.

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which
were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely:

A bill (H. R. 477) for the relief of Allen Gunter; and

A bill (8. 3101) for the relief of William Mackey.

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Aflairs, to whom was
referred the bill (H. R. 1560) to extend the provisions of ““An act to
provide for the muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of
the volunteer forces,”” and for other purposes, reported it without
amendment, and snbmitted a report thercon.

Mr. DAVIS, from the Commiftee on P’cnsions, to whom were re-
ferred the following bills, reported them each without amendment,
and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 2837) granting a pension to George H. Johnson; and

A bill (H. R. 6764) to grant a pension to ‘‘ Muck-a-pec-wak-ken-
zah,” or *‘John,’’ an Indian who aided in saving the lives of many
white peoplein the Indian outbreak in Minnesota in the year 1862,

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of John J. Coughlin, reported
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2863) to provide for the
erection of a public building in the town of Smyrna, Del., reported
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (8, 2163) for the relief of Alfred J. Worcester, re-
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon.

He also, Irom the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S,
313Y) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of William H.
Fenton, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. COCKRELL. TheCommittee on Military Affairs, to which was
referred the bill (8. 1608) for the relief of Charles E. Wheeler, has in-
structed me to report it back adversely, recommending that the bill
be indefinitely postponed, and that the claimant apply to the War De-
partment, which can afford him prdper relief.

The report was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely.

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 2358) for the relief of G. W. McCulloh, sub-
mitted an adverse re})ort thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was
postponed indefinitely.

HARRISON SWANGO,

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred
the bill (H. I%. 2351) for the relief of Harrison Swango, reported the
following resolntion; which was considered, by unanimous consent, and
agreed to:

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 2351) entitled “'ADbill for the relief of Harrison
Swango,” now pending in the Seuate, together with all the accompanying
papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance
of the provisions of the acts entitled “An act to afford assistance and relief to
Congress and the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and de-
mands against the Government,” approved March 3, 1883, and **An act to pro-
vide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,”
approved March 3, 1887, And the said court shall proceed with the same in
acm)r‘lllnnee ‘ivi.lhm the provisions of suchi acts, and report to the Senate in accord=
ance (herewith,
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FORT HALL RESERVATION,

Mr. DAWES. I am instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs
to report back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 8662) to accept and
ratify an agreement made with the Shoshone and Bannack Indians, for
the surrender and relinquishment to the United States of a portion of
the FFort Hall reservation, in the Territory of Idaho, for the purposes
of a town site, and for the grant of right of way through said reservation
to the Utah and Northern Railway Company, and for other purposes.
It is the same bill which passed the Senate some time since except a
small amendment that was introduced in the Senate, which while the
House were unable to get hold of the Senate bill they were very de-J
sirous of inrorporating into their bill. Therefore I take the liberty of’
asking the SBenate to pass the House bill with that amendment added
at this time.

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,

ed to consider the bill.

The amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs was,
in section 11, line 16, after the word *‘ Interior,”’ to insert:

Except that at and near its station at Pocatello, in Idaho Territory, said rail-
way company is granted for its use for station grounds, depot buil shops,
n{da»u-auka. turnouts, yards, and for water purposes, not to exceed 150

* acres, as shown by m gs and plats of the definite Jocation thereof, and said com-
pany shall pay for said 150 acres, in addition to the §3 an acre provided in said
agreement, a further sum equal to the average appraisal of each acre of town 4
lots in the proposed town site of Pocatello, outside of said 150 acres provided for
in section 4 of this act, said §8 per acre to be paid within one year from the pas-

sage of this act, and eaid additional sum upon the completion of the appraise-
ment aforesaid.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
amendment of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WILSON, of lowa.
the last section. It is wholiy immaterial.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The section proposed to be stricken
out will be read.

The CHIEF CLEEK.
tion:

Sec, 17. That this act shall be in force from ils passage.

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The proposed act will have that effect with-
ont snch a provision.

The PRESIDENT pro fempere. 'The guestion is on agreeing to the
amncudment of the Senator from Iowa.

The amendment was agreed to.

Thie bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments
were coneurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be
reau o third time.

" l:e hill was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate request a conference with the
House of Representatives on the bill and amendments.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. DAWES, Mr.
JONES of Arkansas, and Mr. PLATT were appointed.

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY REPORTS.

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing

to report back adversely the joint resolution (S. R. 94) providing for

rinting additional copies of the eighth and ninth annual reports of the
?)umtor of the United States Geological Survey, and in lieu thereof to
report a concurrent resolution to the same eﬁ'ect, for which I ask pres-
ent consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. If there be no objection, the joint
resolution will be indefinitely postponed. The concurrent resolution
reported by the Senator from Nebraska will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution, as follows:

Concurrent resolution to authorize the printing of additional copies of the
;ighlh and ninth annual reports of the Director of the United States Geological

R&sn{ud by the Senale (the House of Representalives coneurring), That there be
printed at the Government Printing Office, in addition to the number already
ordered by law, 15,500 copies of the eighth and ninth annual reports of the Di-
rector of the United States Geological Survey, uniform with the preceding vol-
umes of the series, of which 3,500 of each shall be for the use of the Senate, 7,000
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for distribution by the

Geological Survey.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objectionto the presentcon-
sideration of the concurrent resolution?

The resolution was considered by nnanimons consent, and agreed to.

REPORTS ON ETHNOLOGY.

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing,
1o whom was referred the joint resolution (8. R. 93) providing for print-
ing the eighth and ninth annual reports of the Director of the Bureau of
Ethnology, to report it adversely, with the recommendation that it be
indefinitely postponed, and in lien thereof I report a concurrent resolu-
tion, and ask for its present consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro {empore. The adverse report will be agreed
to if there be no objection, and the joint resolution will be indefinitely

The question is on agreeing to the

It is proposed to strike ont the following see-

|
I move to amend the bill by striking out

gm‘bponed. The concurrent resolution reported by the Senator from
raska will be read.

The Chiet Clerk read as follows:

Concurrent resolution to provide for printing the eighth and ninth annual
reports of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology.

Resolved by the Senale (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be
printed at the Government Printing Ollice 15,500 copirs each of the eighth and
ninlh annual reports of the Director of the Bureau of Ethunology, with accom-
pnny ng pa and illustrations, and uniform with the ;:rceellmg volumes of

o}] which 8,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 7,000 for the use of
t!ml Hou.ue of Representatives, and 3,000 for distribution b) the Bureau of Eth-
nology.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there ohjection to the present con-
sideration of the concurrent resolution?

The resolution was considered by nnanimous consent, and agreed to.

EMILY J. STANNARD.

Mr. BLAIR submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendment of the House to the bill (8. 2657) granting an increase of pension
ln Emily J. Stannard, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to

dand dor d to their r tive Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its amendment to the said bill, and agree to the

same,

H. W. BLAIR,
C. K. DAVIS,
D. TURPIE,

Managers on the part of the Sznale,
C. C. MATSON,
J.LOGAN CHIPMAN,
J. H. GALLINGER,

Managers on the part of the House,

No forther action isrequired on the

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.

| part of the Senate.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr, BATE introduced a bill (8. 2350) for the relief of C. B. Bryan
& Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (8. 3351) for the relief of Samuel Hein;
glhich was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on

aims,

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S, 3352) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Daniel I.. Robinson; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr, CULLOM introduced a bill (8. 3353) granting a pension to Mrs.
Eliza N. Aiken; which was read twice by its ti t]e, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions,

Mr. PALMER introdunced a bill (S 3354) for the establishment of a
light-house and life-saving station in the Detroit River, Michigan;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
Commerce.

Mr. CHACE (by request) introduced a bill (8. 3355) defining cer-
tain acts of Congress for the relief of owners of real estate in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee ofi the District of Columbia.

Mr. BLAIR introdueed a bill (8. 3356) to amend the naturalization
laws; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table.

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS.

Mr. REAGAN. I was requested by W. Hawkins, delegate for the
Chicicasaw Indians, to present a paper which I submit as an amend-
ment to the deﬁc:eucy appropriation bill and ask its reference to the
Committee on Appropriations. I desire to say that the letter of the
Secretary of the Treasury of December 20, 1887, shows that the amount
which he believed to be due to the Chickasaws is $240,164.58. The
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury of January 5, of this year, sub-
mits the estimate of an appropriation for the amount dune to the Chick-
asaw Indians. I propose to refer with the amendment House Execu-
tive Document No. 42, first session Fiftieth Congress, I ask that both
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be referred to
the Committee on Appropriations and printed. Does the Senator de-
sire to have the accompanying document printed ?

Mr. REAGAN. No,sir. I do not know that it will be necessary to
print the amendment. Let it be referred simply.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The order to print will not be made.

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

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follomng bills and joint
r(solutmn in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate:

A bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the jurisdiction of the Light-Honse
Board to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, California;

A bill (H. R, 1249) for establishing a light-house and fog-signal on
Roe Island, Suisnn Bay, California;

A bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a light-house at or near apoint
about midway between Barnegat and Navesink lights, in the State of
New Jersey;

A bill (H. R. 1912) for the establishment of a light-house at the
mouth of Great Wicomico River, Virginia;




1888.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

6499

A bill (H. R. 5067) establishing additional aids to navigation at the
mouth of the Mississippi River;

A bill (H. R. 5670) for the construction of a revenue cutter for New
Berne, N. C., to replace the revenune cutter Stevens;

A bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transportation of life-saving and
light-hounse supplies at Hog Island, Virginia;

A bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at the mouth of Otter
Creek, Lake Champlain;

A }-{ill (H. R. 7421) for establishing a light off Pamlico Point, North
Carolina;

A bill (H. R. 7604) for the establishment of a_light-house and fog-
gignal at or near Gull Shoal, Pamlico Sound, North Carolina;

A bill (H. R. 8750) for the establishment of a light-house at or near
Tangier Island, Chesapeake Bay;

A bill (H. R. 8751) providing for the erection of sundry light-houses
and fog-signals in Lake Superior, Lakes Huron, Erie, and Michigan,
and range-lights in Lake St. Clair and Detroit River;

A bill (H. R. 8752) providing for the establishment of an additional
life-saving station on Nantucket Island, Massachusetts;

A bill (H. R. 8855) for the establishment of a light-ship with a steam
fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor;

A bill (H. R. 8783) to authorize the Kentucky Rock Gas Company
to lay conduit pipes across the Ohio and Balt Rivers;

A bill (H. R. 10183) to establish a Jight-ship off Great Round Shoal,
near Nantucket, Mass. ;

A bill (H. R. 10347) authorizing the construction of a bridge across
the Missouri River at or near the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for
other purposes;

A bill (H. R. 10524) to authorize the construction of a bridge across
the Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia;

A bill (H. R. 10527) to authorize the construction of a bridge across
the Alabama River;

A bill (H. R. 10538) to authorize the construction of bridges across
the Flint and Chattahoochee Rivers; and

Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) to correct an error in the ““act mak-
ing an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pu R

The message further announced that the House had receded from its
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8180) to
regulate the liens of judgments and decrees of the courts of the United
States.

The message also requested the Senate to return to the House the bill
(H. R. 10356) granting a pension to J. T. Vincent.

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (S. 6153) to anthorize condemna-
tion of land for sites of public buildings.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed
by the President pro fempore:

. A bill (H. R. 7749) to anthorize the building of a bridge across the
Mississilppi River at Wabasha, Minn. ;

A bill (H. R. 9345) making appropriations for the service of the Post-
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889;

A bill (H. R. 2657) granting an inerease of pension to Emily J. Stan-
nard; and

A bill (8. 3215) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the
Arkansas River at or near Cummings’ Landing, Lincoln County, Ar-

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OPELOUSAS, LA.

Mr, ‘GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R.
8183) for the erection of a public bailding at Opelousas, La.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

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

COURTS IN DAKOTA. =

Mr. WILSON, of Towa. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of the hill (H. R. 10573) to provide for
one additional associate justice of the supreme court of Dakota, and

for other purposes.
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,

proceeded to the consideration of the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment, to strike
_out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That hereafler the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota shall consist of a
chief-justice and seven associate juslives, any five of whom shall constitute a
uorum.
& Sec. 2, That it shall be the doty of the President to appointtwo additional as-
socinle justices of said supreme court in manner now provided by law, who
shall Trold their offices for the term of four years and until their successors are
appointed and qualified.

EC, 3. That the Territory of Dakola shall be divided into eight judicial dis-
{ricts, and a distriet court for the trial of all cases arising under the lawsof said
Territory, or which may be within the jurisdiction of said courts under the laws
of snid Territory, shall be hel:d in each district by one of the justices of said su-

~ preme court, al such time and place as may be provided by law. Each j

udge,
afler assignment, shall reside in the district to which he is assigned.

SEc. 4. That the fifth judicial district of said Territory, as defined by act of
Oonfreaa approved July 4, 1884, shall be divided into two judicial districts, which
shall be known as the fifth and seventh judicial districts of said Territory; and
the third judicial district of said Territory shall be divided into two u&u_:i.al
distriets, which shall be known and called the third and eighth judic:al districts
of said Terrlloz. 3

8EC. 5. That the fifth judicial district of said Territory shall consist of the coun-
ties of Beadle, Kingsbury, Brookings, Hughes, Hyde Hand, Sully, Faulk,
Clarke. Potter, Codington. ‘'Hamlin. and Deuel.

Skc. 6, That the seventh judicial district of said Territory shall consist of the
counties of Spink, Brown, Day, Marshall, Grant, Roberts, Edmunds, Walworth
MePherson, Campbell, and the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indian reservation, an
also shall include the i‘ollowing portion of the Great Sioux Indian reservation
to wit: All that portion lying northward of the counties Presho and Pratt, and
a line extending the north line of the county of Pratt to the twenty-fifth degree
of longitude west from Washington, and eastward of said degree of longitude,
and southward of the north line of Bozeman and Schnasse Counties.

Sec. 7. That the eighth judicial district of said Territory shall consist of the
%ﬂuhll&! of Grand Forks, Walsh, Pembina, Nelson, REamsey, Cavalier, and

'owner,

SEc, 8. That the third judicial district of said Territory shall consist of the
counties now eonslilutinf the same, exeept as it may be affected by the forma-
tion of the eighth judicial district therein provided for.

Sec. 9. That temporarily, and until otherwise ordered by law, the additional
associate justices herein provided forshall be assigned to the seventh and eighth
judieial districts, respectively; and it shall be the duty of said judgesto appoint
and fix the terms of holding courts in each of the counties of their respective
districts until the Legislative Assembly of said Territory shall fix said terms.

Sec. 10. That the district court in each of said districts shall have jurisdiction
to try, hear, and determine all matters and causes that the court of any district
of enid Territory possesses, excepting as hereinafter mentioned, and all canses
and matters now pending in the old districts affecting persons or thi which
properly belong to the new districts hereby created shall be certified for dispo-
sition to said new districts by the judge of the old district; and section 6 of the
act entitled **An act providing for an additional nssociate justice of the supreme
court of the Territory of Dakota,” approved March 3, 1879, and section 7 of the
act entitled “An act providing for two additionnl associate justices of supreme
court of the Territory of Dakota, one additional associate justice of the supreme
conrt of the Territory of Washington, and for other purposes,” approved July
4. 1834, be, and the same are hereby, repealed.

Sec. 11, That the associate justice of each judicial district shall hold at least
one term of the United States district court in each year, at such place in his
judicial district as he may select, and grand and petit juries shall be summoned
thereto as now provided by law, and said associate justice shall hold at least
one term of court in each judicial subdivision of his district in each year.

Sgc. 12, That no justice of the supreme court of said Territory shall sit as a
member of said court at the trial of any question decided by bim in his district
or wherein he has any interest directly or indirectly.

Skc. 13, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prevent the leg-
islative assembly of said Territory at any time from changing and arranging
the boundary lines of the judicial districts of said Territory, nor from fixing tho
time and place of holding the several terms of court in said distriet.

Sgc. 14. That all offenses committed before the passage of this act shall be

roseculed, tried, and determined in same manner and with the same ef-
a‘ct (except as to the number of judges) as if this act had not been passed.

Skc. 15. That all unorganized counties lying west of said eighth judicial dis-
trict are hereby annexed, for judicial purposes, to the sixth judicial district of
said Territory.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read
a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. WILSON, of Jowa. I move that the Senate request a confer-
ence with the House of Representatives upon the bill and amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the President pre fempore was authorized to

-

appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. WiLsox, of

Towa, Mr. EvARTs, and Mr. VEST were appointed.
POSTAL CRIMES,

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the
bill (S. 3303) amendatory of *‘An act relating to postal crimes, and
amendatory of thestatutes therein mentioned,’’ approved June 18, 1888.

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to cousider the bill. It proposes to amend the act of June
18, 1888, so as to provide that all matter otherwise mailable by law,
upen the envelope, or outside cover or wrapper of which, or upon any
part of which, either exterior or interior, or postal card, upon which
indecent, lewd, lascivious, obscene, libelous, scurrilous, defamatory,
or threatening delineations, epithets, terms, or langnage, or reflecting
injurionsly npon the character or conduct of another, may be written
or printed, are hereby declared tobe non-mailable matter, and shall not
be conveyed in the mails, nor delivered from any post-office nor by any
letter-carrier; and any person who shall knowingly deposit or cause to
be deposited, for mailing or delivery, anything declared herein to be
non-mailable matter, and any person who shall knowingly take the
same or cause the same to be taken from the mails, for the purpose of
circulating or disposing of] or of aiding in the circulation or disposition
of the same, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, for
each and every offense, be fined not less than $100 nor more than $5,000,
orimprisoned at hard labor notlessthan one year nor more than ten years,
or both, at the discretion of the court.

Mr. HAWLEY. It occurs to me from just listening to the bill as it
was read that the penalty is very severe; that the minimum penalty is
larger than necessary.

Mr. VEST. That is the penalty under the existing law. There is
no change in the punishment. The bill is simply to enlarge the scope
and operation of the law. T had ocecasion the other day to explain this
matter, if the Senator did me the honor to hear me.
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Mr, HAWLEY. I heard the Senator make that explanation.

Mr. VEST. This is the same punishment prescribed in the general
statute, There is no change in the penalty at all.

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

CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR.

Mr. BECE. Mr. President, I rose to move that the Senate proceed
to the Calendar under Rule VIII, at the point where we left off in the
regular call the last time it was under consideration, and that we con-
tinue with the Calendar until 2 o’clock. There are half a dozen bills
that.I am urged by members of the House of Representatives to have
passed if I possibly can. I can not very properly ask to have prece-
dence given to them over everything else, but if we keep up the regu-
lar call of the Calendar we shall all get our cases through with some-
thing like fair play, whereas if we try to get bills in wherever we can
it will not be fuir to those who can not be present. I can not be here
very much of the time; I have been ten days in committee now; and
those who happen to be here will get bills in unless we proceed regn-
larly with the Calendar.

Mr. SAWYER. I hope the Senate will adopt the suggestion of the
Eenator from Kentucky.

Mr. BECK. It is the only proper way to dispose of the business on
the Calendar.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky asks
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the
Calendar under Rule VIII and continue its consideration until 2 o'clock.
Is there objection ?

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky
to propose to continue the order from day to day until the Calendar is
gone through with.

Mr. BECK. I should be glad to do that, but perhaps that would
not be acceded to.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas,
mously.

Mr. BECK. I should be very glad if it could be done,

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. After the morning business each day,
until 2 o'clock, let us proceed with the Calendar. 3

Mr. BECK. I will accept the Senator’s suggesticn. I ask that the
order be made to continue from day to day until the Calendar is gone
through with.

Mr. PLATT. I should not like to agree to that. We may have
business which would make it necessary to supersede such an order.

Mr. BECK. I was afraid of that. Therefore I will simply ask that
the Calendar be proceeded with to-day until 2 o'clock.

Mr, VEST. That ought to be done. There are a number of bridge
bills on the Calendar. It is necessary to pass them, and I was about
to ask when the Senator from Kentucky took the floor that the Sen-
ate devote whatever may be left of the morning hour to-morrow and
the next day to the consideration of bridge bills exclusively; but if
this is made a continning order of course I do not care about any such
arrangement. We always have the power at any time, if exigencies
arise, to change our order of business. If the Senator from Kentucky
would medify his request =o that we can go through the Calendar reg-
ularly, it wounld be perfectly fair to everybody; and at any time we
could set that order aside.

Mr. PLATT. I do not suppose I would object to it to-morrow or
anv other day; yet I do not want to restrain the Senate from consid-
erng some important matter to-morrow if it should be deemed neces-
sary.

Mr. VEST. I hope the order will be made to continue the Calendar
from day to day, and then we can change it if necessary.

Mr. CULLOM. It is proposed to consider the Calendar until 2
o'clock ?

Mr. VEST. Until 2 o'clock.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. That does not require any order, be-
canse it is the rule of the Senate already.

Mr. VEST. Then let us enforce it.

Mr. BROWN. Let us have the rule enforced.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But it is in the power of any Sena-
tor to move to proceed to the consideration of a bill notwithstanding
the requirementof Rule VIII. The Senator from Kentucky asks unan-
imons consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Cal-
endar under Rule VIII this morning, and continue the consideration
until 2 o’clock. Is there objection?

Mr. BROWN. I obiect to that.

Mr. STEWART. I hope that will not be done.

Mr. BROWN., I object, becanse I think it is only fair to continue
with the Calendar in this way from day to day until all have a
chance.

Mr. BECK. T propose that we shall have an hour for the Calendar
to-day, and weean continue it {rom day to day, unless there is objection.

Mr. BROWN. The rule as announced by the Chair is that the Cal-
endar is now in order, and we can go on to-day without any motion.

Mr. BECK. We can do that every day without a motion.

Mr. BROWN. Very well; I want the Senate to do that.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Sena-

I think it would be agreed to umani-

tor from Kentucky to move the consideration of any bill he desires on
the Calendar.

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the regular order, the Calendar.

Mr. BROWN. Let us have the regular order.

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the regular order will now be proceeded
with.

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate to
dispose of a matter of privilege, which will take but a moment, before
the Calendar is proceeded with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire
will state his matter of privilege.

SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA.

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to call up the resolntion which ison tha
table with regard to the credentials of the Senator from Louisiana
[Mr. GiesoN], and their reference to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections, to substitute another resolution therefor, to be printed and
lie over, and 1o allow the credentials to be disposed of in the regular
course,

The PRESIDENT pro {empore. The Chair suppeses the Senator from
New Hampshire would have the right, before action by the Senate, to
modify his own resolution. The Chair hears no objection. The modi-
fication of the resolution will be read, if any Senator desires. Other-
wise, it will be printed and lie over under the rule.

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer the resolution for that purpose.

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed and lie over under the rule.
th'I‘he:IPRESII}EN'j.‘ protempore. Itwill be printed and lie over under

e rule,

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire, instead of its being printed and lying
over under the rule, that it be printed and laid on the table, and I give
notice that I shall move to take it up some time next week.

The resolution as modified was ordered to lie on the table, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be instructed to in-
quire (1) into the facts of the recent election in the State of Louisiana, held on
the I7th day of April, 1838, at which there were chosen State oflicers and also a
Legislature which has since elected two United States Senators; and specially
to ascertain and report whether the 136,746 votes returned for the eandidate of
the dominant party for governor were actually cast, in view of the fact that nt
no previous election bad the votes for such candidate of such party exceeded
§3,784; and also why in the parish of Madison there were returned 3,530 votes
for one party and none for the other; in East Feliciana Parish, 2,276 for one
party and only 5 for the other; in Morehouse Parizh, 1,584 for cne party and
cnly 14 for the other; in Ouachita Parish, 2,994 for one party and only 5 for the
other; in fabine Parish, 1,441 for one party and only 2 for the other; in Tensas
Parish, 4,627 for one party and only 113 for the other; and why there were sim-
ilar returns from other parishes; and also to ascertain and report whether or
not at said State election there was any violence, intimidation, or frand which
prevented a fair election, and particularly whether or not there were any false
canvasses or fulse returns made by the local election officers or included in the
final canvass of the votes; and in case said committee shall find that such ille-
galities as violence, intimidation, or fraud, false canvasses, or false returns pre-
vailed in connection with such election, then said commiitee shall further in-
quire

2, Whether any of the acts or omissions of the officials or other persons re-
spounsible for or connected with such illegalities were contrary to the Constitu-
tion of the United States or the amendments thereof, or were violations of any
of (he statutes of the United States, especially the provisions of chapter 7, Titla
LXX of the Revised Siatutes, punishing crimes against the elective franchise
and eivil rights of citizens ; and, if so, whether any prosecutions have been er
ought to be commenced in the United States courts for such offerises.

3. Whether such illegalities are likely to be repeated in connection with the
election to be held in said State on the 6th of November next of Representatives
in Congress; and, if so, whether there is oceasion for the alteration by Congress
of any of the regulations prescribed by said State for holding elections for such
Representatives in Congress.

4. And said committee shall also inquire whether there were in connection
with the aforesaid State election illegalities, frauds, false canvasses, and false
returns, so extensive and systematic in their character as toshow that there ex-
isted on the part of the various State election officers a deliberatle plan to ap-
parently carry said election without regard to the votes actually cast, and to
choose a governor and other State officers and a State Legislature by Such ille-
gal, false, and fraudulent means, and, if so, whether said Legislature was aclu-
ally and duly elected by the people of Louisiana, or was in fact substantially
the creation solely of the returning and canvassing ofllcers, and whether said
State of Louisiana has a republican form of government,including a Legislature
entitied to choose United Siates Senators, and to provide methods for the ap-
pointment of electors of President and Vice-President of the United Siates,

Mr. BLACKBURN. Under the modification of the resolution as
made by the Senator from New Hampshire I move that the credentials
therein referred to of the Senator-elect from Louisiana be placed upon
the files of the Senate and printed in the RECorD.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are already on file, the Chair
thinks.

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does that carry the order to print?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is unable to state defi-
nitely about these particlar credentials, but the uniform practice is to
have credentials read when presented, and they are then placed npon
the files of the Senate.

Mr. CHANDLER. The credentials were laid on the table, I think,
on the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER].

Mr. BLACKBURN. The credentials were laid on the table.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presumes there will be
no objection to their being printed in the IECORD.

Mr. BLACKBURN. Isimply askthatthe credentials be taken from

the table, placed on the files of the Senate, and be printed in the REc-
ORD.
Mr. CHANDLER. There is no objection to that
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The PRESIDENT pro iempore. There is no objection, and it is so
ordered.

Mr. MANDERSON. I happened to be the occupant of the chair at
the time thecredentials were presented, and I will state the course pur-
sued. The credentials were read, and by reason of being read, were of
course printed in the REcorD. Then on motion of some Senator they
were laid on the table. j

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Official
Reporter that they were not printed in full in the RECORD.

Mr. BLACKBURN. Such is my information.

Mr. MANDERSON. The credentials were not referred or placed on
the files of the Senate, but were laid upon the table at that time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the creden-
tials will be printed in full in the RECORD, and placed on the files of
the Senate.

The credentials are as follows:

ExecuTIivE DEPARTMENT, STATE OF LOUISIANA,
To the President of the Senale of the United Stales:

I, Francis Tillon Nicholls, governor of the State of Louisiana, do hereby cer-
tify that Randall Lee Gibson, of the city of New Orleans, in this State, a duly
qualified person under the Constitution of the United States. has been duly
elected a Senator in Congress from the said State, for the term of six yearscom-
mencing on the 4th day of March, 1889; that pursuant to the provisions of an
act of Congress entitled * An act to regulate the time and manner of holding
elections for Senators in Congress,”” approved July 25, 1866, the General Assem-
bly of the State of Louisiana, which was ch at the 1 election held on
the 17th day of April, 1888, for the constitutional term of four years, and being the
Legislature chosen next preceding the expiration of the Senatorial term which
ends on the 4th day of March,1 p ed on Tuesday, the 22d day of Msiy,
1888 (it being the second Tuesday after the meeting uadeq;znnimqon thereof),
in their respective chambers, a quorum being presentin h, by a vive voce vole
to name a person for Senator for the term aforesaid; that a ballot was taken in
the senate on the day aforesaid, when it s%penrsd that the Honorable Randall
Lee Gibson received 33 votes; and that on the same day a ballot was also taken
in the house of representatives, when it appeared that the Honorable Randall
Lee Gibson received 59 votes, and the Honorable Henry Demas received L vote;
that at 12 o'clock meridian, upon the following day, being Wednesday, the 24th
day of May, 1888, the same day, month, and year as above stated, the members
of the two houses of the General Assembly of this State, convened in joint ses-
sion, in the hall of the house of representatives, at the State House, in the city
of Baton Rouge, in this State, and the journal of each house was read showing
the votes cast on the day previous, whereupon the president of the te de-
clared that the Honorable Randall Lee Gibson having received a majority of the
votes of the members of both houses of the General Assembly of this State, was
declared duly elected Senator to represent the State of Louisiana in the United
States Senate for the term beginning on the4th day of March, 1889,

Therefore, I do hereby certify that Randall Lee Gibson was declared duly
elected Senator in Congress for the State of Louisiana for the term of six years,
commencing on and to date from the 4th day of March, 18389,

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand as governor of the State
of Louisiana, and caused the seal of the State to be hereunto affixed. Done at
the city of Baton Rouge this 31st day of M#. A. D. 1838,

ICHOLLS, Governor of Louisiana.

By i FRANCIS T.
L]
SEAL. L. F. MASON, Secretary of Stale.
DAVID MERIWETHER.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senate some time since passed with
amendments the bill (H. R. 331) for the relief of David Meriwether,
which had previously passed the House of Representatives. The House
has refused to concur in the amendments and has asked for a confer-
ence. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and agree to
the request for a conference.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the President pro {empore was anthorized
to appoint the conferees un the part of the Senate, and Mr. SPOONER,
Mr. HoAR, and Mr. JoNES, of Arkansas, were appointed.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. DOLPH. I move to take up for present consideration the bill
(8. 3304) to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senate has just agreed by unani-
monus consent to proceed nntil 2 o’clock with the consideration of the
Calendar under Rule VIIL.

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us proceed under that rule.

PUNISHMENT OF RAPE.

Mr. FAULKENER. When the Senate was on the regular call of the
Calendar under Rule VIII I was absent the morning the hill (H. R.
870) to amend the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia
or the protection of girls and for the punishment of the crime of rape
was reached. Acecording to a request I made previous to my leaving,
the bill was passed over, but no objection was made to its considera-
tion. I suggest that that case be called in commencing with the Cal-
endar to-day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of business to which the
Senator refers is the point last reached when the Calendar was under
consideration under Rule VIII; and it will now be read.

The bill (H. R. 5870) to amend the Revised Statutes relating to the
District of Columbia, for the protection of girls and for the pupishment
of the crime of rape, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert:

That every person who shall earnally and unlawfully know any female under
the age of sixteen years, or who shall be accessory to such carnal and unlawful
knowledge before the fact, shall be guilty of rape, and when convicted thereaf

shall be punished by imprisonment at hard labor, for the first offense not mora
than five years, and for the second or other offense for not more than ten years.

OVernor:

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

Mr, FAULENER. I move to amend the amendment reported by
the committee by striking out in line 6, after the words ‘‘ guilty of,”’
the word ““rape’’ and insert the words ‘‘a felony;" so as to read:

That every person who shall carnally and unlawfully know any female under
the age of sixteen years, or who shall be accessory to such carnal and unlawful
knowledge before the fm shall be guilty of a felony, and when convicted
thereof shall be punished by impri t at hard labor, for the first offense -
:wt more than five years, and for the second or other offense for not more than

en years,

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FAULENER. I desire to offer a further amendment to the
amendment of the committee. I move to insert, in line 6, alter the
word **fact,”’ the words **in any Territory, the District of Columbia,
or other place over which the United States has exclusive jurisdiction,
or on any vessel within the admiralty or maritime jurisdiction of the
United States and out of the jurisdiction of any State.”’

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was to.

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

Mr. EVARTS. Ought not the title to be changed in consequence of
the amendment?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title has not yet been reached.

Mr. HAWLEY. It occurs to me that a person guilty of the offense
described here may also be a person under sixteen years of age, and
that you are making what in the common law is simply fornication, a
penitentiary offense, and making it punishable very severely as rape.
If the bill provided for punishing an adult, a person over twenty-one
vears of age, guilty of unlawful connection with a girl under sixteen,
I should not make any particular objection; but it seems to me that
it is a little bit harsh and liable to be abused as it now stands. Isub-
mit tl;a point to the consideration of the Senator who has charge of
the bill.

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state that the age was fixed by the com-
mittee after considerable discussion and an examination of the laws of
the several States. Some of the States have changed their laws. A
number of the States have fixed the age of sixteen. Some of them
have fixed as high as eighteen. Mississippi, Colorado, and Alabama
have fixed as high as eighteen. .

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator perhaps did not comprehend my sug-
gestion. I was making no objection to the age of sixteen; but it will
occur to any Senator that this applies to a boy under sixteen, and that
he is punished for rape by a heavy sentence, and the girl, who may be
the blameworthy person, escapes, I was suggesting that if the hill
said that an adult or a man of twenty-one years and over, if guilty of
this offense, should be punished in this way described, I shonld have
less to say. I made the suggestion that possibly it was harsh to pun-
ish one person with five years in the penitentiary, while the other per-
son participating in the crime, equally gnilty, or more guilty it may
be, in many cases escapes.

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator will find that the minimum pun-
ishment is not fixed in the bill, so that cases brought before the court
can be dealt with according to the facts. If the party is not morally
guilty, though technically so, it is in the power of the counrt to make
the punishment exceedingly lenient, or there may be a mere nominal
punishment imposed.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read
a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think the title should be made to corre-
spond with the bill as it now stands.

On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, the title was amended soas to read:
‘A bill to amend the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Co-
lumbia, for the protection of girls undersixteen years ofage in any Ter-
ritory, the District of Columbia, or other place over which the United
States has exclusive jurisdiction, and for other purposes.”’

Mr. FAULKNER. I move thatthe Senate insiston its amendments
to the bill and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives
thereon.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. FAULKNER,
Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. FARWELL were appointed.

OFFICE-HOLDING BY MEMBERS OF TERRITORIAL LEGISLATURES.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the
bill (8. 1951) to prohibit members of Territorial Legislatures holding
office. )

The bill was reported from the Committee on Territories with an
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That no person elected a member of the Legislative Assembly of any Territory
shall, during the term for which he shall have been elected, hold any civil office
by appointment of the governor of such Territory or from the council or Legis-
lative Assembly of such Territory.

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

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

Mr. PLATT. I think the title had better be changed ‘ to prohibit
members of Territorial Legislatures from holding certain offices.’’

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill to prohibit members
of Territorial Legislatures holding certain offices,”’

TRANSFER OF COURT ROOMS TO CITY OF UTICA.

Joint resolution (H. Res. 103) authorizing and directing the Depart-
ment of Justice to transfer certain rooms which have been occupied by
the United States courts and officials to the city of Utica, N. Y., was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It is a direction to the De-

ent of Justice to transfer and relinquish to the city of Utica, N.

., all the right, title, and claim of the United States to the rooms in
what is described as the City Hall, in Utica, formerly used for the
United States courts and officials thereof under a deed or lease exe-
cuted on the 25thof May, 1857, the same having been entirely abandoned
by these courts and their officials, a new building having been erected
by the Government for the convenience and occupancy of the United
States courts.

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

ADDITIONAL LOT FOR SENATE STABLES.

The bill (S. 2539) to anthorize and direct the purchase of part of a
lot adjoining the Senate stables for their ventilation, and for other
purposes, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The Secre-
tary of the Interior is to purchase, for the use of the United States,
that part of lot 11, in square 683, in the city of Washington, District
of Columbia, as laid out and recorded in the original plat of the city
and District, lying directly north of the Senate stables, and containing
6,087 square feet, at a sum not to exceed $6,057, upon proof of a per-
fect title and the execution to the United States of a deed good and
sufficient in law and in form approved by the Attorney-General.

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

THOMAS J. MILLER.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Order of Business 1442, being the bill
(8. 33) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller, will be passed over, as it is
adversely reported.

BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY.

The bill (8. 2742) to incorporate the Brightwood Railway Company
of the District of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the
Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia with amendments. ;

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 21, after the word *‘Co-
lumbia,’’ to strike out ‘‘either or;’’ and in the same line, after the
word ‘‘ecompanies,’’ to strike out ‘‘may’’ and insert **shall;”’ and after
the word *‘tracks,”’ in line 21, to strike out:

‘When, on account of the width of the streets, or for other sufficient reason, it
shall be deemed by the commissioners of the District of Columbia to be neces-
gary; and in such case they may use such tracks in common.

So as to read:

‘Whenever the foregoing route or rontes may coincide with the duoly author-
ized route or routes of any other duly incorporated street-railway company in
the District of Columbi th panies shall use the same tracks, npon such
fair and equitable terms as may be agreed upon by said companies; and in the
event said companies fail to agree upon equitable terms, either of said compa-
nies may apply, by petition, to the supreme court of the District of Columbia,
which shall hear and determine the matter in due form of law, and adjudge to
the proper party the amount of compensation to be paid therefor.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 23, after the word *‘as-
sessments,”’ to strike ont *‘of personal taxes,”” and in line 24, before
the word ‘‘ property,’’ to insert ‘‘ personal;’’ so as to read:

And said per cent. of its gross earnings shall be in lieu of all other assessments
upon its personal property, used solely and exclusively in the operation and
management of said railway. .

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 1, after the word “laid,”
to strike ‘ont ‘‘in the center of the avenue as near as may be, to,” and
insert ‘‘umpon such part of the road as may be designated by the com-
missioners of the District, and must;’’ so as to make the section read:

Sgpc. 3. That the said railway shall be laid upon such part of the road as may

designated by the issi of the District, and must be constructed of
good materials, and in a substantial and darable manner, with the rails of the
most approved pattern, all to be approved by the commissioners of the Distriet,
laid upon an even surface with the pavement of the street, and in such a man-
ner gs to interfere with the ordinary travel as little as practicable; and the
gauge to correspond with that of other city railroads.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 15, after the word
¢“‘corporation,’ to strike ont *‘and;" so as to read:

It shall also be lawful for said cory ion, its or assigns, to erect
and mainiain, to such convenient and suitable )’win“ along its lines as may
seem most desirable to the board of directors of the said corporation, subject
to the approval of the commissioners of the District, an engine house or houses,
boiler house or houses, and all other buildin, y for the ful oper-
ation of an electrie or eable-motor railroad.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the end of section 12, to add the words
‘‘after five days’ notice;”’ so as to make the section read:

SEc. 12, That all articles of value that may be inadvertently left in any of the
cars or other vehicles of the said company shall be taken to ﬁs rincipal depot
and entered in a book of record of unclaimed goods, which book shall be open
to the inspection of the public,and if said perty remnins unclaimed for one
vear the company may sell the same after five days' notice,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, in section 14, line 2, before the word
**board,” to strike out ‘*the’’ and insert *‘a;’’ so as to read:

SEc, 14, That the government and direction of the affairs of the compan
shall be vested in a board of nine directors, who shall be stockholders of record,

The amendment was agreed to.

Thenextamendment was, in section 15, line 2, before the word ‘‘such,”’
to strike ont ** and prescribe; 7’ and in line 5, after the word “to,”’ to
strikeout ‘‘the’” and insert ** this;’’ so as to make the section read:

The amendment was agreed to.

8EcC.15. That the directors shall have the power to make such by-laws, rules,
and regulations as they shall deem needful and proper touchi e digpositi
and management of the stock, properiy, estate, and effects of the company and
the management of its business, not contrary to this charter or to the laws of
the United States and the ordinance of the District of Columbia.

The amendment was agreed to.

The nextamendment was, in section 16, line 2, after the word ““stock-
holders,”” to strike out ‘‘for choice of”” and nsert ‘‘to choose;"’ so as
to make the section read:

SEc. 16, That there shall be an annual meeting of the stockholders to choose
directors, to be holden at such time and place, under snch conditions and upon
such notice as the sald company in their by-laws may prescribe; and said direct-
ors shall agnually make a report in writing of their doings to the stockholders,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 19, line 2, after the word *‘act,”
to strike out ‘‘at any time;’’ so as to make the section read:

8gc. 19. That Congress reserves the right Lo alter, amend, or repeal this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

FREEDMAN'S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY.

The bill (8. 1138) to reimburse the depositors of the Freedman’s
Savings and Trust Company for losses incurred by the failure of said
company was announced as next in order.

Mr. VANCE. I object to the consideration of that bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair),
bill will be passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar.

WILLTAM M’GARRAHAN,

The bill (8. 1030) tosubmit to the Court of Claims for adjudication the
title of William MeGarrahan to the mineral interest of the rancho
‘‘ Panoche Grande,’’ in the State of Colorado, and for other purposes,
was announced as next in order.

Mr. TELLER. I desire that that shall keep its place on the Calen-
dar, so that when we next go to the Calendar it shall be called.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bili will be passed over, retain-
ing its place on the Calendar.

AGEEEMENT WITH SHOSHONES, BANNOCKS, AND SHEEPEATERS.

The bill (8. 2092) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by
the Shoshones, Bannocks, and Bheepeaters of the Fort Hall and Lemh
reservations, in Idaho, May 14, 1830, and for other purposes, was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, An amendment to this bill has been
proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. He is not
here to present it.

Mr. DAWES, The bill was reported by the Committee on Indian
Affairs without amendment, according to the Calendar. I do not re-
member any amendment. :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amendment intended to be pro-
posed was submitted by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN],
who is not now in his seat, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. DAWES. What is the amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There arenocommittee amendments
to the bill. The bill is in Committee of the Whole and open to amend-

The

ment.

Mr. DAWES. I think it would be better to let it go over without
prejudice until the Senator from Alabama is in hisseat. Iam notquite
familiar with the amendment which he pro ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, retain-
ing its place on the Calendar.

JULIET C. PALMER.

Mr. CAMERON. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration
of a bill which was ed over some time since. It is Order of Busi-

ness 252, Senate bill 607.

Mr. COCKRELL. Letus goon with the regular Calendar under
the unanimous agreement,

Mr. CAMERON. This will only takea few minutes. It was passed
over some time since,
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Mr. TELLER. Let us goon with the Calendar.

Mr. COCKRELL. There was nunanimous oonsent given to go on
with the Calendar regularly until 2 o’clock.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator fmm Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to constdar the bill (8. 607)
for the relief of Juliet C. Palmer, widow and administratrix of James
C. Palmer, late Surgeon-General United States Navy. Is there objec-
tion to the consideration of the bill ?

Mr. COCKRELL. Was the bill objected to when it was called up in
its regular order ?

Mr. CAMERON. I was not present when it was called before.

Mr. COCKRELL. I reserve the right to object toit. Can the Chair
inform me whether it was objected to before?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was objected to, but allowed to
retain its place on the Calendar under Rule VIII, the Chair is informed
by the Secretary.

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will not
insist npon considering that bill this morning. Letus go on regnlarly
until 2 o’clock and then the Senator can call it up at the end of the
business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection to the present con-
gideration of the bhill ?

Mr. CAMERON. I would rather it should be passed now unless
there is objection,

Mr. COCKKELL. I reserve the right to object when I shall have
looked at the report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection being made to the con-
sideration of the bill, it will be read.

The Chief Clerk proeeeded to read the bxll but before concluding—

Mr. COCKRELL. I objectto that bill. It involves a very intricate
nuestion about the distribution of prize money. We have had a num-
‘ber of bills of that kind here, and it will lead to considerable discus-
sion. I trust its consideration will not be insisted on this morning.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill being objected to, will be
passed over, and the next order of business will be stated.

W. J. MOBEELY.

The next business on the Calendar was the resolution reported by
Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, May 31, 1888, re-
ferring the petition of W. J. Moberly to the Court of Clalm.s.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

Be it resolved, That the claim of 'W. J, Moberly, late first lieutenant Fourth
United States Cavalry, for §776.95, alleged to have been erroneously withheld
from his salary as lieutenant aforesaid, be, and the same is henb{ referred to
the Court of Claims for adjustment under the various provisions of law for such
cases made and provided.

The resolution was agreed to.

TERRITORIAL MUNICIPAL BONDS.

The bill (8. 3058) relieving municipalities in the Territories in cer-
tain cases was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes
to authorize all village and eity corporations within the Territories to
issne bonds in due form for necessary improvements, such as publie
buildings, water-works, and general sewers, to an’amount not exceed-
ing 4 per cent. of the assessed valuation of the city 'or village corpora-
tion, in addition to their bonded indebtedness of January 1, 1888; but
this shall not be construned to authorize any city or village mrpomtion
to lend its credit to any person or corporation toaid in the building of
water-works. The net income arising from water-works thus con-
structed is to be set aside and held as a sinking fand to pay the bonds
issned for the building of water-works in any village or city corpora-
tion; and whenever there shall be §1,000 in such sinking fund the
money shall be invested in United States bonds or in purchasing the
outstanding bonds of the city or village corporation issued for the build-
ing of the water-works, as the proper authorities of the village or city
corporation shall determine.

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

: GEORGE W. DAVENPORT.

The bill (H. R. 882) to correct the muster of and for the relief of
George W. Davenport was announced as next in order.
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that thatbill may be passed by for the pres-
ent, retaining its place.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, retain-
ing its place on the Calendar.
SARAH E. M'LEAN.

The bill (8. 1284) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow of the
late-Lieunt. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean, was announced as next in order.

Mr&(..‘(}CKRELL 1 make the same objection to that. Let it be

over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, retain-

ing its place on the Calendar.
TELEGRAPHIC FRANCHISES OF PACIFIC RAILROADS,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the

bill (H. R. 1426) supplementary to the act of July 1, 1862, entitled

““An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern-
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ and
also of the act of July 2, 1864, and other acts amendatory of said first
named act. -

The bill was reported from the Committee on Interstate Commerce
with amendments.

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 11, before the word
‘“maintain,” to strike out ‘‘construct;" 50 as to make the section
read:

That all railroad and telegraph companies to which the United States has
granted any subsidy in lands or bonds or loan of credit for the construction of
either railroad or telegraph li.nes. whicb by the acts incorporating them, or by
e T

n, or o nes, An companies engaged in ope: ng sa
railroad or telegraph ‘.mpes shall forthwith sngd“ heneceforward, by and through
their own respective corporate officers and employés, maintain and operate, for

road, governmental, commercial, and all other purposes, telegraph lines,
and exercise by themselves alone all the telegraph ?ranehi.sus conferred upun
them and obligations assumed by them under the scts making the grants as
aforesaid.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 4, before the word ‘‘main-
tain,’’ to strike out *'construct;’’ so as to read:

That if any such railroad or telegraph company referred to in the first section
of this act, or company operating such railroad or telegraph line, shall refuse or
fail, in whole orin part, to maintain and operate a telegraph line as provided in
this act and acts to-which this is supplementary, for the use of the Government
or the publie, for commercial and other purposes.

The amendment was to.

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

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read
a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives on the dis-
agreeing votes.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap-
point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. CurLrLoa, Mr.
PraTr, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed

LOREN W. HASTINGS.

The bill (S. 2384) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili-
tary record of Loren W. Hastings was considered as in Committee of
the Whole.

The Committee on Military Affairs reported amendments, in line 5,
after the name ** Hastings,”’ tostrike out *‘ who was’’ and insert ‘‘ as;”’
and in line 6, after the word *‘ Infantry,’’ to strike out ‘‘and who was

*| subsequently honorably discharged from the naval service with the

thanks of the Department’’ and insert ‘‘and enter thereon in lien
thereof the words ‘ahsented himself without leave on the 29th day of
March, 1862, at Pittsburgh, Tenn., and enlisted on the 6th day of
April, 1862, at Cairo, Ill., as a seaman on board of the United States
steamer Cairo, and was on December 1, 1865, honorably discharged
from the naval service, as shown by the records of the Navy Depart-
ment;’’’ so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ¢le., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, anthorizedand
directed to remove the charge of desertion sumlil against the record of Loren
. Hastings, as a private in Company G, Sixth Iown Volunteer Infantry, and

enter thereon in licu thereof the words “*absented himself without leave on the

20th day of March, 1862, at Pittsburgh, Tenn., and enlisted on the 6th day of

April, 1862, at Cario, I1l., as aseaman on board of the United Statessteamer Cari
and was on December 1, 1865, honorably discharged from the naval service,
shown by the récords of the Navy Department.

The amendments were agreed to.

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

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

BILLS REPORTED ADVERSELY.

The bill (8. 1953) to provide for the payment of the passage of Gen~
eral de Lafayette and family from France to the United States in 1824,
as the guest of the nation, ete., was announced as next in order.

Mr. PLATT. Thatisreported adversely, and, although I should like
to have it passed, I suppose I can not have it done now.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The practice of the Chair has been to
pass over those bills which are reported adversely, but it seems to me
they ought to be considered, unless where there is a minority report,
and be indefinitely postponed. Where there isa unanimous adverse re-
port, and there is no objection to its being done, the bill ought to be dis-
posed of and gotten off the Calendar; and for the purpose of moving
that this bill be indefinitely postponed, I ask that the Senate proceed
to its consideration.

Mr. PLATT. It can not be considered under the five-minute rule,
I wish the Senator to understand.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChairunderstands that the unan-
imous consent was to consider bills favorably reported and on the Cal-
endar and not objected to, under Rule VIIL
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I did not understand it that way.

Mr. PLATT. Let mesay with regard to this particular bill as illus-
trating the matter——

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I withdraw my suggestion.

Mr. PLATT. I think the bill ought to pass, and I should not be
content to have it disposed of without a thorough statement of the
circnmstances of the case, I do not, however, ask to do that now.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

BUREAU OF EDUCATION. ;

Mr. BLAIR. 1 this morning submitted an amendment to the sun-
dry civil bill, the design of which is to modify the law now existing, so
that the Bureau of Education may not be moved, if, on consideration
by Congress, the law requiring the removal be thought to be a bad law.
The Commissioner thinks it will be greatly destructive to the burean
to remove it, especially where he is required to, and as the burean has
prepared a very short statement of the injury that will be done to it
by its removal to the Pension Office, which it desires to have printed
in the RECORD that Senators may look into the matier, I ask that
it be printed in the RECORD. It is only three pages of type-written
copy.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire
asks that the paper presented by him be printed in the REcorD. Is
there ohjection? The Chair hears none.

The paper is as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU oF EDUCATION,
ashington, D, C., July 19, 1888,

DeAr Sik: I beg leave to present to you, as chairman of the Senate Commit-
tee on Education und Labor, a summary statement of the Bureau of Education
in case of its removal to the Pension building.

On March 31, 1888, the following estimates were given to the Commissioner
of Pensions,showing the amount of space that would be required : For museum,
3,500 square feet; for the library, 2,500 square feet; for storing and handling
documents, 2,000 square feet; for the Commissioner and the clerical force, 3,600
square feet; total, 11,60 square feet, Theabove estimates were based as nearly
as possible upon the present requirements of the office, not allowing for any
inerease in clerical force, collections, or facilities,

A statement regarding the character and extent of the collections owned by
the bureau wi ' show how moderate those estimates are.

The library of the bureau is a growth of twenty-one years, acquired by gift
and by exchange and purchase from many different countries. 1t has been se-
lected with care, with the design that it should be strictly peedagogical in char-
acter, The result is that the Government has acquired, at a very moderate
cost, the largest and best purely educational library in the world, embracing
original works, journals, magazines, and official reports in all civilized lan-
guages. The number of bound volumes exceeds 20,000, and the pamphlets
75,000, besides many duplicates to be used in exchanges.

The bureau has made an excellent beginn ng toward the formation of a com-
plete pad ical which is intended to contain material illustrating
every step, process, and apparatus useful in every grade of instruction. It now
P a very extensive collection, perhaps unequaled anywhere else in the
world, embracing globes, maps, telluriums, botanical, chemical, and zoolog-
icnl specimens; casts, photographs, drawings, engravings, etchings, modeis,
specimens of 1 uer, bronze, marble, and other artistic material; a large
amount of very uable and delicate optical and physieal apparatus; a quan-
tity of kindergarten material; and a rare and beautiful collection of Japanese
needlework and school literature and apparatus, presented by the Japanese
Government,

To properly protect and use these two unequaled collections,the library and the
museum ; to make them available to the working force of the bureau, whose tools
they are, and accessible to the educational public who resort to them for study
and r , the amount of space above estimated is barely sufficient. By
actual measurement the shelves and cases containing the books and files of the
bureau extend to 538 feet, not including the basement in which the publications
are stacked. The thirty or more glass cases of the museum measure 240 feet.
If, therefore, the shelves and cases of the bureau were placed end to end they
would form a line that would reach more than three average squares, the greater
part of it being 10 feet high.

The gen eral argnment against removal, being a full and clear statement of the
kind of work done in this office, and the special kind of accommodations and
{ncilities required, together with an exposition of the damage to property,the
interruption and delay of work,the inconvenience suffered, and expense in-
curred in & former removal may be found in a letter of the Commissioner to
}.-}ua Se;;zlary of the Interior, of April 6,1888, of which a copy can be furnished

needed.

Very respectfully, yours,

J. W. HOLCOMBE,
Acting Commissioner,
Hon. H. ‘g;'BMIR,

ited States Senale.
Mr. BLAIR. I alsoask thatthe amendment be printed in the REc-
oRD. It is very brief.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, if there be no

objection.

The proposed amnendment is as follows:

Amend by inserting in line 5, of page 57, after the words * General Land Office,”
the words * and the Bureau of Education, "

PUBLIC-LAND LAWS.

The bill (8. 3077) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption of
the publie lands, the laws allowing entries for timber culture, and for
other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. TELLER. That can not be considered under the five-minute
rule. I do not want to object to it, but it may stand over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, retain-
ing its place on the Calendar.

JACOB D. FELTHOUSEN AND OTHERS.

The bill (8.463) for the relief of Jacob D. Felthousen and the heirs

of William H. Akins, deceased, was announced as next in order.

Mr. PLATT. That is a bill for the extension of a patent which
would cover all sewing-machine patents, and I do not suppose it can
be disposed of noW. I ask that it may go over, retaining its place on
the Calendar.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, retain-
ing its place on the Calendar.

P. A. LEATHERBURY.

The bill (H. R. 3008) for the relief of P. A. Leatherbury was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It empowers the Secretary of
the Treasury to pay P. A. Leatherbury, of Accomae County, Virginia,
$601.27, the amount paid by him to Lucy Roberts, on pension-checks
numbered 6863 and 6864, which were afterward recalled and canceled
and returned to the Treasury.

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

EXECUTIVE BUSINESS.

Mr. PUGH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of
executive business.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before putting the motion the Chair _

will lay before the Senate bills from the House of IRlepresentatives.
Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion un-
til the regular order is laid before the Senate. "When that should have
been done, I was about to make the same motion myself.
Mr. PUGH. Very well.

J. T. VINCENT.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate a
resolution of the House of Representatives; which will be read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to return to the
House the bill (H, R. 10356) granting a pensionto J. T. Vincent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request of the Hounse of Repre-
sentatives will be complied with and the bill be returned, unless there
be objection. It is so ordered.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on
Commerce:

A bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the jurisdiction of the Light-House
Board to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, California;

A bill (H. R, 1249) for establishing a light-house and fog-signal on
Roe Island, Suisun Bay, California;

A bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a light-house at or near a point
about midway between Barnegat and Navesink lights, in the State of
New Jersey;

A hill (H. R. 1912) for the establishment of a light-house at the
mouth of Great Wicomico River, Virginia;

A bill (H. R. 5067) establishing additional aids to navigation at the
mouth of the Mississippi River;

A bill (H. R. 5670) for the construction of a revenue-cutter for New
Berne, N. C., to replace the revenue-cutier Stevens;

A bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transportation of life-saving and
light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia;

A bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at the mouth of Otter
Creek, Lake Champlain;

A bill (H. R. 7421) for establishing a light off Pamlico Point, North
Carolina;

A bill (H. R. 7604) for the establishment of a light-house and fog-
signal at or near Gull Shoal, Pamlico Sound, North Carolina;

A bill (H. R, 8750) for the establishment of a light-house at ornear
Tangier Island, Chesapeake Bay;

A bill (H. It. 8752) providing for the establishment of an additional
life-saving station on Nantucket Island, Massachusetts;

A bill (H. R. 8751) providing for the erection of sundry light-houses
and fog-signals in Lake Superior, Lakes Huron, Erie, and Michigsn,
and range-lights in Lake St. Clair and Detroit River;

A bill (H. R. £855) for the establishment of a light-ship withast ...
fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor;

A bill (H. R. 8783) to authorize the Kentucky Rock Gas Company
to lay conduit pipes across the Ohio and Salt Rivers. '

A bill (H. R. 10183) to establish a light-ship off Great Round Shoal,
near Nantucket, Mass. ;

A bill (H. R. 10347) authorizing the construction of a bridge across
the Missouri River, at or near the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for
other purposes;

A bill (H. R. 10524) to authorize the construction of a bridge across
the Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia;

A bill (H. R. 10527) to authorize the construction of a bridge across
the Alabama River; and .

A bill (H. R. 10538) to aunthorize the construction of bridges across
the Flint and Chattahoochee Rivers.

ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hourof 2 o’clock having arrived,

it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi-
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ness, which is the bill (8. 12) to provide for the formation and admis-
sion into the Union of the State of ‘Washington, and for other purposes.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

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

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid-
eration of executive business, After two hours and fifty-four minutes
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock
and 58 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday,
July 20, 1888,

CONFIRMATIONS,
Fzecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 16, 1888,

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS,
Joseph J. Rogers, of Lisbon, Dak., to be receiver of public moneys
ab Grand Forks, Dak.
INDIAN AGENT.
Wim. D. Myers, of Pleasant Hill, Mo., to be agent for the Indians of
the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Agency in the Indian Territory.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

_ THURSDAY, July 19, 1888,

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
W. H. MiLBURK, D. D
The .Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

CONSULAR REPORT ON TAXATION.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communication
from the P’resident of the United States; which was read, and referred
to the Committee on Printing:

To the Senate and House of Bcprmntaiius

I transmit herewith a eommunication from the Secretary of State, submitt wg

a series of reports on taxation, prepared by the consular officers of the Uni

States.
GROVER CLEVELAND,
ExecuTive MANsION, July 18, 1888,

CONSULAR REPORTS ON COFFEE.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communica-~
tion from the President of the United States; which was read, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Printing:

To the Senale and House of Represenlatives:

I transmit herewith a letter from the Aecting Seeretary of State, with accom-
panying documents, being reports of the consuls of the United States of produc-
tion of and trade in coffee among the Central and South American States,

GROVER CLEVELAND,

Exrourive Maxsiox, July 18, 1888,

CONSULAR REPORTS ON FOREIGN TRADE AND INDUSTRY.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communica-
tion from the President of the United States; which was read, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Printing: :

To the Senale and ITouse of Representalives:
I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State, accompanying thean-
nual reports of the consuls of the United States on the trade and industry of for-

eign countries,
GROVER CLEVELAND,
Execurive MAxsioxN, July 18, 1888,

CONDEMNATION OF LANDS FOR PUBLIC-BUILDING SITES,

The SPEAKER also laid before the Hounse the amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. 1. 61563) to authorize the condemnation of lands
for sites for public buildings.

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask unanimons consent that the House concur in
the amendments of the Senate to that bill.

The SPEAKER. The amendments had better be read, subject to
the right of objection.

The amendments of the Senate were read at length.

There being no objection, the amendments of the Senate were con-
curred in.

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend-
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider
be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

EIGHT-HOUR LAW.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 405) providing
for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics
arising under the eight-hour law; which was read twice, and referred
to the Committee on Labor.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. OUTH-
WAITE until Saturday, the 21st instant, on account of important busi-
ness,

RETURN OF BILLS FROM THE SENATE.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following resolutmn-
which was read, considered, and agreed to:
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to request the Senate to re-
turn to the House the bill (H. R. 10856) granting a pension to J.T. Vincent.
ENROLLED BILLS SBIGNED.

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that
they had examined and fonnd duly enrolled bills of the following
titles; when the Speaker signed the same, namely:

A bill (8. 2657) granting an increase of pension to Emily J. Stan-

nard;

A bill (8. 3215) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the
Arkansas River at or near Cummings’s Landmg, Lincoln County, Ar-
kansas;

A bill (H. R. 7749) authorizing the building of a bridge across the
Mississippi River at Wabasha, Minn.; and

A bill (H. R. 9345) mnkmg appmpnatlons for the service of the Post-
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889.

BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON LABOR.

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that Tuesday, J nly 31, immediately after the reading of the Journal,
be set apart for the consideration of measures reported from the Com-
mittee on Labor.

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. ROGERS. If that order be made in these terms, will the House
still operate under the 5 o’clock adjournment, or will it suspend that
indefinitely during the consideration of that business?

TheSPEAKER. Of course, unlessthat orderis mvokedorrescmded,
it will operate on that day as on any other day.

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Missouri ?

"Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will exclude from that order the bill
to prohibit the transportation or sale of convict-made goods from one
State to another I will not object; otherwise I shall.

Mr. MILLS. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will not object.
We have lost the night session allotted to the committee,

er. OATES. Unless that bill is excluded, I shall feel it my duty to
object.

iir. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Under the circumstances I shall de-
pend upon the Committee on Rules reporting to this House a resolu-
tion setting apart that day, and I am confident the friends of labor
legislation in this House will not fetter the resolution with other mat-
{a)ers, but that we can depend on having the day named set apart for that

usiness.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama objects,

Mr. HOLMAN. I hopethe gentleman from Alabama will withdraw
his objection.
Mr. OATES. Exclude that bill, and I will not object.

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Then I would ask unanimous consent
to offer the resolution for reference to the Committee on Hules.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of the reso-
lation for reference to the Committee on Rules ?

Mr. OATES. I have no objection to that.

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Commit-
tee on Rules.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. MILLS. I demand the regular order.

Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill which I
now send to the desk.

“’il‘he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas demands the regular

order.

Mr. MILLS.
of committees.

The motion was agreed to.

AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF INSTRUCTORS OF THE BLIND,

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the gentleman from Texas to yield to me for
a moment to have printed in the RECORD a brief memorial from the
American Association of Instructors of the Blind.

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to that.

Mr. MORRILL. Then I ask unanimous consent to have printed in
the RECORD the memorial I send to the desk.

There was no objection.

The memorial is as follows:

MARYLAND SCHOOL FOR THE BLIN
- North Boundary Avenue, Baltimore, J:dy 12, 1888,
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives
of the United States in Congress as:embkd

The American Association of Instructors of the Blind, now holding its tenth
biennial session in the city of Baltimore, hereby respect.l'ully. but urgently, ask

I move to dispense with the morning hour for the call
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that your honorable body will at an early day consider favorably, and enact
into a law, the bill to promote the higher education of the blind, now pending
before the Committee on Education of the House.
Wm. B. Wait, superintendent New York Institute for the Blind, New
York Uity; Frank Battles, principal Pennsylvania Institute for
the Blind, Philadelphia; W.D. Williams, principal Georgia Acad-
emy for the Blind, Macon ; F. D. Morrison, superintendent Mary-
land School for the Blind; W. 8, Phillips, superintendent Illi-
nois Institution for the Edueation of the Blind; O. H, Miller,
superintendent Ohio Institute for the Blind; W. J. Young, prin-
cipal North Carolina Institute for the and Dumb and the
Blind; 8. A. Link, superintendent T\ School for the
Blind; Geo. H. Miller, superintendent Kansas Institute for the
Blind; H. B. Jacobs, superintendent Indiana Institute for the
Blind; A. G. Clement. superintendent New York State Institute
for Blind ; Frank T. Barrington School for the Blind, Baltimore,
Md.; Wallace P. Day School for the Blind, Jacksonville, I11.;
Jno. H. Dye, superintendent School for the ﬁliml. Little Hoclk,
Ark.; J. B, Parmelee, superintendent School for the Blind, Ne-
braska City, Nebr.; B. B. Huntern, superintendent Kentucky
Institute for the Blind, Louisville, Ky.; Jno. T. Sibley, superin-
tendent Missouri School for the Blind, St, Louis, Mo.; C, E,
Faulkner, secretary board trustees Kansas State Charitable In-
stitution; IH. 8. Hall, superintendent and financial agent Penn-
sylvania Working Home for Blind Men.

BUSINESS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS.

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, there areseveral billsreported from the
Committee on the Public Lands in relation to publieschools and other
matters, to which I think there will be no objection. I ask unanimous
consent that on next Tuesday the House take a recess at 5 o'clock un-
til 8 o’clock p. m. ; the evening session to be devoted exclusively to the
consideration of bills reported from the Committee on the Public Lands,
to which there shall be no objection.

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest that some day be set apart. 'We have

time enough now.
Is the Public Land Strip bill included in that re-

Mr. WEAVER.
quest?

Mr. HOLMAN. It is not.

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to amend the proposition.

The SPEAKER. It isnot amendable, This is a request for unani-
mous consent. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from
Indinna [ Mr. HoLMAN]?

Mr. ROGERS. If the evening session be limited to half past 10
o’clock, I have no objection.

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 will agree to that.

Mr. CLARDY. I snggest that it be limited to 10 o’clock.

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that.

There was no objection to the request of Mr. HorLyAN, and it was
g0 ordered. .

ERROR IN AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. MORROW, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution
(H. Res. 201) to correct an error in the act making an appropriation
for the Department of Agricnlture for the fiscal year ending June 30,
181?_9,nand for other purposes; which was read a first and second time,
as lollows:

Resolved by the Senale and House of Representatives, ele., That an error in the
act making an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiseal
year ending June 30,1889, and for other purposes, designating the Ladies’ Silk
Culture Society of California as the “Calil‘ornin. Ladies’ Silk Culture Associa-

tion of California,” be s0 that the name shall read: * Ladies’ Silk

corrected
Culture Society of California."”
Mr. MORROW. Iask for the present consideration of this joint
resolution.
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

~ Mr. MORROW moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso-
Intion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider belaid
on the table.
The latter motion was agreed fo.
BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS,

Mr. McCREARY. Iask by unanimous consentthat next Thursday
evening, between the hoursof 8 and 10 p. m., be set apart for the con-
sideration of bills reported from the Committee on Private Land
Claims.

The SPEAKER. That evening is already taken.

Mr. McCREARY. Is Wednesday evening taken ?

The SPEAKER. Wednesday evening also.

Mr. McCREARY. Then I ask unanimousconsentthat nextWednes-
day,immediately after the reading of the Journal, be set apart for the
consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Private Land
Claims, !

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

DEFICIENCY BILL.

Mr. BURNES, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a
bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior
years, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time,
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

Mr. BUENES. Mr. Speaker, I wish to reserve all points of order on

the bill. Accompanying it there is a report expressing the views of
the majority of the committee, which I ask to have printed in the
RECORD to-morrow morning.

There was no objection, and it was se ordered.

The report is as follows: P

In presenting the bill making appropriations to supply defleiencies in the ap-
propriations for the fiscal year 1884 and for prior years, the Committee on Ap-
progmionu submit the following report in explanation thereof:

The bill is mainly based upon estimates contained in House Executive Docu=
ments Nos, 333, 376, 577, 583, 395, and 396, Senate Executive Document No, 186,
of this session, and House Miscellanenns Document No. 6, Forty-ninth Con-
gress, second session, and House Miscellaneous Documents Nos, 24 and 401,
and S Miscall D ts Nos. 5, 121, 123, 143, 146, 147, 148, and 149,
of this session. and appropriates in all §3,539,434.49,

Hection 1 of the bill malkes appropriations to supply deflciencies on account
of the fiscal year 1588 and prior years, as follows:

State Department iSifas shasaan sa el $4,017.90
Treasury Department....... ity s, 099, 290.10
District of Columbia e 24,123.96
War Department. 76, 684. 43
Navy Department... 7, 039, 66
Interior Department...... 70,953. 41
Post-Office Department e A P S B o 473,113.72
Department of Agricultare 251.28
Department of Justice...... 330, 801, 59
Government Prinbing Ofoe. .. i e i pabare yabns st Z G, 300, 00
House of Representatives 41,007.68
Judgments Court of Cluims 346,239, 31
Fox and Wisconsin River improv t 15, 518,26

1,958, 231. 30

Sections 2, 3, and 4 of the bill provide for the payment of claims audited by
the accounting officers of the Treasury and eertified to Congress pursuant to law
and for the payment of French spoliation claims as follows:

Section 2, under Senate Executive Document No, 186... viaasanne §252 411,56
Section 3, under House Executive Document No, 377........ sasssssessens  DBT, 185,00
Section 4, French Spoliation Claims... ... wsussssssissmsssssssssnssssssnansss Tl B06. 63

Total amount in the bill e aeene 3, 550, 434. 49

There is no new legislation in the bill except the following on pages 3and 4,
which is urgently recommended by the Secretary of the Treasary for the better
enforcement of the alien contract labor law, namely:

**That the act approved February 23, 1857, entitled *An act to amend an act
to prohibit the importation and immigration of foreignersand aliens under con-
tract or agreement to perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and
the Distriet of Columbia,’ be, and the same is hereby, so amended as to author-
ize the Secretary of the Treasury, in case he shall be satisfied thatan immigrant
has been allowed to land contrary to the prohibition of that law, to cause such
immigrant within a reasonable time, say one year, to be taken into custody and
returned to the country from whenece he eame, at the expense of the owner of
the importing vessel, or, il he entered from an ndiolning country, at the expense
of the person previously contracting for the services,

“That the act approved February 26, 1855, entitled * An act to prohibit the
imporiation and migration ot foreigners and aliens under contract or agree-
ment to perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of
Columbia," be, and the same is hereby, nmended so as to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Treasury to pay to an informer who furnishes original information
that the law has been violated such a share of the penalties recovered as he
may deem reasonable and just, not exceeding 50 per cent.,where it appears that
the recovery was had in consequence of the information thus fl.(l"l'li.ltged.':

In obedience to the orderof the House, expressed in the following resolution,
adopted December 19, 1887, provision is made for the payment of all claims
E;Mh have been reported by the Court of Claims under the act of January 20,

** Resolved, That the reports of the Court of Claims under the act of Congress
entitled ‘ An act to provide for the ascertainment of claims of American citizens
for spoliations committed by the French prior to the 3lst day of July, 1801, ap-
proved January 20, 1885, be referred to the Commiltee on Appropriations when
appointed, with instructions to report to this House all such ci:tims as have been
decided favorably to the claimants and so reported by the Court of Claims in the
general deficiency bill for the consideration of the H{:m."

It will be for Lhe House to determine whether the appropriations contained
in the bill for the payment of these claims, or any of them, shall now be
made, the Committee on Appropriations having no diseretion in the premises,
fxtqept to report provision for their payment under the terms of the above reso-

ution.

- Tl:ﬁ undersigned members of the committee submit the following views touch-
ng the
. FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS,

The resolution declares that they shall be reported for the consideration of
the House, and the avowed object of ita passage announced in debate was to
secure n hearing for the claims at the present session of Congress. Their great
magnitude, and the interesting and important questions involved in their con-
sideration, render it proper and nemg:lut &e committee should furnish to
the House all pertinent information in ir power upon the subject of these
claims, and should state the questions regarding them which will arise for the
decision of the House,

Under the reference act of January 20, 1855, by which these claims were re-
ferred to the Court of Claims for investigation and report, it was provided that
the findings and reports of the court should be taken to be merely advisory as
to the law and facts found, and should not conclude either the claimants or
Congress, and that nothing in the act should be construed as committing the
United States to the payment of any of the claims, The responsibility, there-
fore, rests upon Congress to determine these cases of claim upon their merits,
accepting the reports thereon from the Court of Claims as advisory merely an
not conelusive, The findings of the court in the several cases puts the House in
possession of facts which are indispensable to iis intelligent action, while the
conclusions at which the court arrives upon points of law involved in their in-
vestigation are entitled to most respectiul attention. Still, the findings of the
court. whether of fact or law, are not judgments of the court in a judicial sense,
and ean not therefore be reviewed in the SBupreme Court or take rank as au-
thority in the consideration of the claims by Congress,

The first fact that attracts attention in coming to the consideration of Lthese
elaims is their great magnitude., Thelaw officers of the Government inform us
that upon computation of them as filed in the Court of Claims they exceed the
sum of $4,000,000, and the number of vessels seized or detained, as set forth in
petitions filed. is 2,300, Mr. Webster, speaking for the claimasnts in the Senate
in 1836, declared that “ the papers showed that Ameriean-citizens had claims
against the French Government for 615 vessels unlawfully seized and confis-
cated,"” and the estimates heretofore made of the toial amount of the claims
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have ranged from one-fourth to one-eighth only of the amount now demanded.
From the best means of information at hand the committee are of opinion that
after all deductions and rejections by the Court of Claims the aggregate amount
will exceed §30,000,000. The amount already reported by the courtand included
in the present bill is therefore but a small part of the whole, but a decision by
Congress to pay the reported items or any one of them will in principle comnmit
the Government fully upon the whole question of payment,

Before the passage of the reference act of 1855 the position of the claimants
was quite different from that assigned to them by the present bill. For halfl a
century or more bills for their relief, presented from time to time, provided foran
appropriation of $5,000,000, to be distributed among them pro ratain extinguish-
ment of their demands, being about one-sixth of the probable amount of ex-
penditure to which the Government will be committed by approving the items
o' appropriation contained in the present bill. Inasmueh, however, asthe act
o’ 1885 did not commit the Government to any principle of action upon the
claims, the whole question of their allowance, and, il allowed, the manner of
wlnr them, and the amount to be paid, remain open for the deliberate and
intelligent judgment of Congress. :

It is understood that of these claims one-half or more in amount is demanded
by insurnnce companies, or by receivers representing them, being for insurance
moneys paid in eases of loss, or upon assignments made by original claimants,
It will be for Congress to determine whether any distinction shall be made be-
tween insurance companies and individual claimants with reference to the
merit of their demands, respectively, and generally as to assigned claims,
whetlier the provision of the third section of the reference act of 1855, that the
court shall ascertain in the case of assigned claims the asctual consideration
}nid therefor, shall be regarded as important, and its apparent purpose be en-

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS.

The claims in guestion originated mostly inthe years 1798 and 1799, and were
the subject of negotiation between the United States and France in the year
1800. Ewventually a convention treaty was signed by the negotiatorson the 3ith
day of September, 1800, which was subsequently, 3d February, 1801, amended
by the United States Senate by striking out the second article and substituting
therefor a provision that the treaty should continue in foree for eight years.

The second article, so expun by the Senate, wasin the following langunge:

“8gc. 2. The ministers plenipotentiary of the two parties not being able to
agree at present respecting the treaty of alliance of 6th February, 1778, the treaty
of amity and commerce of the same date, and the convention of l4th Novem-
ber, 1788, nor upon the indemnities mutually due or claimed, the parties will ne-

tiate further upon those subjects at a convenient time, and unlil they may
ﬁ:va agreed upon those points tlie said treaties and convention shall have no
operation.”

It will be seen by this section that eertain differences between the two coun-
tries regarding elaims and old treaties were posiponed. accompanied by the
declaration that negotiation upon them should be resumed at a convenient time,
and that until snch negotiation and an agreement to revive them the old trea-
ties should have no operation.

Thedglaims now in controversy are presented mainly upon the following
grounds:

First. That they were valid claims against France when the treaty of 1800
was made, and that France had acknowledged their justice and legality.

Becond. That further negotiation between the United States and France for
the;r e;naidemtion was provided for by the second article of the treaty, above
recited.

Third. That by striking out that article from the treaty in the United States
Senate the claims were abandoned or released to France,

Fourth, That this abandonment or release was in consideration of the aban-
donment or release by France of her pretensions under tne old treaties of 1778
and was an equivalent therefor.

And, lastly, that the transaction was a virtual appropriation by the United
States of private property to publie use, entitling tl‘lje claimants to just compen-
sation therefor upon a familiar prineciple of justice recognized by American
constitutional law.

RULE OF COMPENSATION.

Before considering the several grounds of elaim above presented it will be im-

rtant to understand clearly the rule of compensation which the claimants will

entitled to invoke in case their claims shall be admitted for payment by the
United States. Ifthey have a right to recover, what will be just compensation
to them for the alleged a?propristion of their properly for public use? Itisun-
doubtedly a principle of law that where private ]Eroper:-y istaken for public use,
and the appropriation is total and permanent, the value of the property at the
time of appropristion istobe paid to the owner. If, therefore, the claims against
France were in the nature of property and were appropriated to public use by
our Government, their pecuniary valueatthe time they were so used will be the

tandard of compensation to the claimants

It would be an atfectation of learning to cite authority in support of this rule,
it being one of general acceptance and of undoubted justice. The walue, if
any, to the claimants of the possibility of renewed and successful negotiation on
their behalf under the expunged article of the treaty of 1800 measures exactly
the extent of their all Joss by the action of our Government, For at the
utmost their elaims at the time of alleged appropriation were worth no more
thap the estimated value of their chance of recovering them under the second
article of the treaty. By their own argument they were deprived only of the
chance of indemnity from France by negotiation in the future, at some time con-
venient to both Governments, and when France should be disposed or be co-
erced or persuaded to pay. Butthat this chance or possibility of renewed nego-
tiation, and of obtaining indemnities from France thereby, in the contemplation
and belief of our envoys, and presumably also of the Senate, was wholly unreal
and illusory ean be clearly shown, and that this belief was well founded appears
not only from an examination of the facts then known, but from the history of
subsequent events. .

Bonaparte refused indemnities after Marengo, and dictated a treaty which ex-
cluded them from allowance. Would he have admilted them after Austerlitz,
or Jena, or Tilsit? Much less would he have found a convenient time for con-
sidering them after Moscow and Leipsic, in the days of his declining power,
Alike in the days of glory and disaster, his selfishness, arrogance, and insensi-
bility to human suffering and human needs (outside the circle of dependents
and supporters) fitted him to be an inflexible, unaylr:{mthetic enemy to the
American claims, Even those claimwhich were provided lor by the treaty of
1800 in the fourth and fifth articles remained unpaid, the subject of urgent de-
mand by us, until the convention trealy of 30th April, 1803, accompanying the
Louisiana was e.

In fact, the American minister, Mr. Livingston, congratulated himself upon
his success in touching the pride of Bonaparte by a direct communieation to
him on the subject of those acknowled ¢laims and obtaining from him a
gmmise of speedy payment. The French treasury, however, wasnot in a con-

ition to pay nearly $4,000,000, the estimated amount of those claims, and this

circumstance probably facilitated the sale to us of the Territory o1 Louisiana,
out of the purchase-money for which those claims were ultimately paid.

But the official correspondence preceding the Louisiana purchase shows how
idle and useiess would have been any attempt at renewed negotiation with Bona-

E:;lte for payment of war claims antedating the treaty of 1500, even if that treaty
left tg:m open for consideration., Still more decisive is the fact, that under

Bonaparte as emperor fresh and severe depreda‘ions were committed upon onr
commerve, for which no red could be obtained for more than twenty years.
By his Berlin and Milan decrees, and by other measures of his government, he
struck at our rights as a neutral power, broke histreaty obligations with us, and
let loose upon our merehantships the ilersof the sea. Duringhisgreatstrug-
gle with I?r?gland his attitude towards us was wholly selfish and unjust, pre-
cluding all possibility of successful negotiation with him for redress of wrongs.

ME. CLAY'S REPORT,

In Mr. Clay’s report as Secretary of State, to the United States Senate, dated
20th of May, 15826, he set forth the grounds on which the claimants presented
their demands, now in controversy, against our Government, and submitted to
the Senate the question, * Whether equitable considerations do not require
some compensation to be made to the claimants?” He added, however:

“The Senate is also best able to estimate thaJ)robabiiizy which existed of an
ultimate recovery from France of the amount due for those indemnities if they
had not been renounced [abandoned], in making which estimate it will give
just weight to the painful consideration that repeated and ur:sent- ap have

een in vain made to the justice of France for satisfaction of flagrant wrongs
committed upon property of other citizens of the United States subsequent to
the period of 30th September, 1800."

These observations by Mr, Clay are extremely important, in two points of
view:

1. They show that upon the grounds of claim set forth by the claimants, as-
suming their full foree and validity, Mr. Clay was of opinion that the claimants
should not be paid by our Government the full amount of their claims, 1t was
for the Senate to decide whether, upon the alleged faets, *' some compensation™
should not be made, It was doubtless in accordance with this view that the
claimants, their counsel in Washington, and their supporters in Congress, at
various times, and persistently, proposed an appropriation of $5,000,000 as the
compensation which the clai would pt, and which it would be reason-
able or proper for the Governmeut to pay, in full extinguishment of their
claims, A great many reporis have been made and bills introduced into Con-
gress and urged opon publie attention, fixing that sum of §5.000,000 as the whole
amount to be paid. ‘The *somecompensation” has now, however, risen from
the $5,000,000 of former times to §30,000,000, under the impetus given to the
claims by the reference act of 1385, But as that act provided only for an in-
vestigation of the claims and reports thereon, expressly reserving to Congress
full freedom of uetion and judgment after reports were made, it follows that
the £5.000,000 limitation has not been waived by Congress nor, in fact, been
formally withdrawn by the claimanis.

2 But by the report of 1526 the Senate were also invited to consider the prob-
ability of a recovery of the claims from France if they had been left open and
expressly subject to after negotiation by the treaty of 1800; and upon that point
she Secretary referred the Senate to the continued failure of our Government to
secure satisfaction from France for flagrant wrongs committed upon our com-
nerce by her subsequent to the date of that treaty.

The Secretary’s reference was undoubtedly to the claims above referred to,
for depredations under the imperial decrees and authority of Bonaparte subse-
quent to 1800, which were in n violation of existing treaties and neutral
rizhts, and which had been made the subject of unavailing remonstrance and
negotiation by our Government under three Presidents—Jefferson, Madison, and
Monroe—and were then being continued under the younger Adawms, All at-
tempts to obtain redress had failed, and continued eflorts then being made did
not promise suceess. Mr. Clay had therefore good reason to submit to the Sen-
ate the pertinent and significant question, Is it probable that France would
have agreed Lo pay the old contested elaims priorin date to 1800, if negotiations
upon them at a convenient time had been reserved by the treaty of lllatu{m
in its final form? If she will not pay or agree to pay more recent claims of un-
doubted validity—of uncontested merit—would she have ever found a conven-
ient time to pay, or even promise to pay, the old ones? There could be but one
answer to these questions, namely, an emphatic negative.

It only remains to mention upon this point that settlement and ultimate pay-
ment of the claims subsequent to 1800 were only secured by the great energy and
determination of President Jackson, devoted ta that object during nearly the
whole eight years of his administration, and then only to the extent of 58 per
cent. In his annual message of 1835 he gave an exhaustive and instructive nar-
rative of the steps taken and difficulties encountered by him in enforcing those
virtually uncontested demands upon France; and no reasonable man can rise
from reading that message without a strong conviction that any attempt by us
at any time to coax or coerce France to acknowledge or pay the older and dis-
puted claims would have entirely failed, and that the original second article of
the treaty of 1800 for a convenient time of negotiation thereon was utterly worth-
less. (See Benton's Thirty Years' View, pages 569, 583, 602.)

OFINION OF ENVOYS. At

In this connection the opinion of our envoys who were concerned in the ne-
gotiation of the treaty is entitled to high consideration. In their private jour-
nal, under date of July 7,1500, they declared :

"It was also clearly perceived that unless indemnities were secured by some
means in the present negotiation they would be forever lost.”

Aguin; nding proceedings upon the ratification of the treaty, afterits amend-
ment, Willinm Vans Murray, our minister al The Hague (who had been one of
our envoys in the negotiation of the treaty), fully and strongly expressed his
deliberate judgment that the claims were without pecuniary value under the
second article of the treaty. In a letter tothe Secretary of State, dated at Paris,
July 2,1801, speaking of the claim for indemnities against France, he said, I
do not consider it as worth a quarter per cent.;” and in a subsequent letter to
the Secretary of State,dated August 3, 1801 (after exchange of ratifications of
the treaty), he said, * If the Senate meant, as I hope, to consider indemnitiesas
worth nothing, then the business, I presume, is closed.”

And again, in the same letler, hie declared that in accepting the French rati-
fication he had taken into account *the absolute want of value in the prospect
of indemnities” under the second drticle of the treaty. This is strong evidence
from a most competent witness upon the question of the value of the claims,
and it also tends to prove that the second article of the treaty was originaily ob-
tained by our envoys for diplomatic and personal reasons, rather than withany
expectation that it was or would be of valus to American claimants,

THE KEGOTIATION AT PARIS,

The treaty of 1850, amended and ratified by the United States Senate February
3, 1801, does not, in its final form, contain any proyision upon the sulject of these
cislmg‘ 1t passed them by unprovided for, although they were an object of
negotiation before that treaty was made,and were referred to in the second
article of the treaty when signed. Undoubtedly the claims were dropped or
abandoned by our Government as a subject of negotintion with France; but
under what circumsiances, with what objects in view? Those who defend the
action of our Government declare that the claims were abandoned simply be-
canse they could not be enforced upon France at the date of the treaty, nor was
there any reasonable prospeect that any future negotiation in their behalf would
be successful, If this be true there is an end to controversy, for it is undeniable
that our tGiovernment had performed its whole duly to the claimants up to the
date of the treaty.

It had acted with great energy and had incurred heavy expense for theirpro-
tection in the preceding years, and its instruction to its envoys was urgent and
imperative to insist upon the claims and to agree tono treaty with France whish
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should not provide for them ; and our envoys had been for many months dili-
ﬁ:lﬁ'm d in an ful attempt to secure a recognition of the claims

nce, If, therefore, it wasimpossible to secure their allowance by treaty,
and it was evident that future negotiation in their behalf would be equally fruit-
less, it was just to conclude the treaty upon the basis upon which it was made—
in the final form given to it by the American Senate.

But here comes into view a decisive explanation of the second nrticle of the
treaty of 1300, in both its original and its amended form, which disposes of the
main argument made in former reports and still urged in behalf of these claims,

When Lhe treaty was under consideration in our Senate, in secret session, as
already mentioned the second article was expunged, and in its stead a provis-
fon inserted that the treaty should continue in force for eight years., Conject-
ure has been busy over this action of the Senate (in which France concurred),
but as will presently appear, a perfectly natural and reasonable explanation of
the fact challenges attention and acceptance. The Senate had before them the
correspondence of the negotintors on both sides and the journal of proceedings
and econsultations of our envoys, and acted with intelligence in their amend-
ment of the treaty, and certainly with no intention of assuming for their own
country the payment of these claims, If such consequence had been presented
to them ns a possible effect of their amendment, it is quite certain the amend-
mentwould not have been made, But such consequence being neither a legal,
natural, proper, or conceivable conseq ce of their dment, that amend-
E:ent was evidently made for the reasons which we shall now proceed to men-

on.

_In the first place, the Senate, unlike our envoys, were not bound by instrue-
tions; they could give to the treaty such form as they {:Jdlj‘r,ed advisable with
due reference to existing conditions in our relations wit rance, and with a
wise forecast of the future; they were well informed that the second article was
not asked for by France, but wasa diplomatic device to relieve our envoys from
an apparent breach of instructions and usurpation of authority in signing the
treaty, and the Senate must have been convinced of the utter uselessness of the
article, and of its liability to create with claimanis unfounded ordelusive hopes
of future negotiation in the interest of their claims. While it was no doubt
firmly helieved that the article could do no good—could secure no advantage to
our Government or to the claimants in future—it might do harm, because it was
misleading,

That the reservation of future negotiation in the second article of the treaty,
in its original form, was a diplomatic device of the negotiators, as already stated,
and was not intended by them to be a substantial or practically operative pro-
vision in future, sufficiently appears from their official correspondence to be
presently cited; and that elﬁrovislon was worthless to the claimants, and
therefore prol)erly rejected by the Senate, will also appear from an examination
of the provision itself and from the history of succeeding times,

The ultimatum of Bonaparte, presented to our envoys after protracted corre-
spondence and conferences, co ed of two alternative propositions, either one
of which might be accepted as the basis of a new treaty, but the acceptance of
ecither one necessarily involved the rejection of the other. Both could notstand.
All that was left to our envoys was a choice between them, That ultimatum
(maintained by France with slight modifications of detail in the subsequent
course of the negotiation) was clearly stated by the French negotiators to onr
envoys in a letter dated 11th August, 1800, (Report of 1826, page 616,) In that
communication they proceeded to state their first proposition, which was—

*To stipulate a full and entire recognition of the treaties and the reciprocal
engagement of compeunsation for damages resulting on both sides from their
infraction ; but if the American envoys should continue to think it is impossible
for them to ackuowledge the treaties with the advantage of theirdate * * *
the French Government would consent to the abolition of the treaties,”

And therefore their second proposition was—

*The abolition of ancient treaties, the formation of a new treaty in which the
French nation, laying aside a privilege disagreeable to the United States, would
treat for its politieal and commercial relations as the most favored nation, and
in which there would be no demand of compensation.’

And they concluded by restating these alternatives in condensed form :

** Either the ancient treaties with the privileges resulting from priority, and
the stipulations of reciprocal indemnities; or a new treaty assuming equality

without indemnity.”

Our envoys were {1y embarrassed by this communi the out of
all their efforts to obtain terms from France and to secure the objects of their
mission. The acceptance of the first alternative was plainly impossible for sev-
eral most commanding reasons; nor is there any ground to believe that the
French negotiators expected its acceptance. It was in flat contempt of our act
of Congress which had abrogated those treaties, which ret Congress alone could
repeal. It was wholly inconsistent with the existing Jay treaty with Great
Britain, and would embroil us with that country, and by its revival of exclusive
privileges to French eruisers in our ports would have destroyed our declared
position as a neutral power. There were other objections, but these alone were
decisive. Besides, it was not within their power, under their instructions, to
revive or renew the old treaties; nor, if they had possessed ter powers,
could they have overcome the insuperable abstacles which stood in the way of a
renewal treaty and its ratifieation,

All this was well known to the Frenchnegotiators, and their renewed propo-
sition, coupled with claims adjusted on boih sides, was doubtless diplomatie,
to make their offer consistent with their prior attitude in the negotiation, and
to recommend, by way of contrast, the second proposition of the alternative to
the American envoys. It is now known that this ultimatum was the result of
very careful consideration between the French negotiators and their own Gov-
ernment, and it was adroitly drawn to its intended pu . The First Consul,
then fresh from the field of Marengo, made up his mind with his accustomed
decision upon the American dlsg:te. Hewould agree toan unconditional peace,
by-gones to be by-gones, and that amity and free commerce should obtain be-
tween his country and ours for the future, His negotiators enveloped his de-
termination in many words, but it was plail‘ly enough expressed in the second
alternative proposition above cited.

Our lmsﬂgatars gave to this proposal most earnest and anxious considera-
tion. They were surrounded by difficulties. No desirable course lay open be-
fore them. But they were patriotic men, and they determined to do their duty,
to do the best they could under the circumstances, and take the responsibility
of a treaty upon the terms last proposed. Thereby they would open the ports
of France to our merchants and shippers, would stop captures of our vessels
apon the ocean, and would save to our merchants no less than forty ships and
their valuable cargoes already seized by French eruisers but not finally con-
demned. These were great advantages to our commerce and to the men en-
gaged in carrying it on, while at the same time our Government was secured
from burdensome outlays under acts of Congress passed for the protection of
our citizens against France. But all this could not be secured under the French
offer now in question without an abandonment of the American claims; in other

words, without ceasing to urge them in the negotiation. \Was peace, open ports,
restitution of forty shipsand cargoes, and national interests all to be sacrificed
to further an utterly fruitless negotiation in favor of the ¢laims?

Their decision is shown by their journal under date of 13th September, 1800
&Reporl. of 1826, p. 684), where they say that they were then * convinced that the

oor was properly closed against all ho?e.s of obtaining indemnities with any
modifieation of the old treaties, and it only rémained to be determined whether
under all the circumstances it would not be expedient to attempt a temporary
arrengement which would extricate the United States from this war, or pe-

culiar state of hostility in which lhea'nn at present involved, save the immense
property of our citizens now depending bea;ra the council of prizes, and secure
as far ns ﬁnossible our commerce against the abuses of capture during the war.”

They therefore resolved to submit to the French negotiators certain proposi-
tions as the basis of an agreemeunt, one of which was the postponement of the
subject of old trealies and indemnities in very nearly the form which it assumed
afterwards in the second article of the new treaty. It is not material to trace
the negotiation further to its conclusion in the signing of the new treaty on the
30th of Seplember, nor to infer from their official correspondence the motives
operating upon the negotiators in adopting the second article of that treaty.

It is plain enough, upon a consideration of all the facts recorded, that for good

and sufficient reasons the American envoys accepted the second proposition of
the Honaparte ultimatum, which involved the abandonment of indemnity
claims in controversy, and that the for: postponement of them along with
the old treaty pretensions was with no expectation that negotiation thereon
would ever be resumed; and it is evident also that the French negotiators
agreed to this formal provision at the urgent request of the American envoys,
and not because they attached any importance to it as a provision for the fut-
ure.
Distinet and reliable evidence upon this subject is furnished by the letter of
M. Fleurieu, one of the French negotiators, to M. Talleyrand, dated 11th June,
1802, and appended to this report. It was Beeau.aeu the American envoys were
bound by instructions against a formal abandonment of the American claims,
and because they np]ereh;ended *the clamors of the ship-ownersand merchants
of the United States ' that no formal renunciation of indemnity was inseried in
the treaty, and the second article for an indefinite postponement of the subject
inserted; but both sides to the negotiation perfectly well understood that they’
were agreeing upon the Bona, ultimatum of the 1ith of August, which had
conelusively defined the position of France, and which the American envoya
had been compelled to accept.

For the reasons above shown the American envoys were fully justified in ac-
cepling a new treaty, with a virtual abandonment of the controverted Ameri-
can claims, The treaty they made was largely advantageous to onrmerchants
and shipping interests, and it secured the ultimate payment of all the claims
which could be recovered at that time from the Government of France. Nor
are they to be condemned for inserting in the treaty a claims-postponement pro-
vision under the circumstances in which they were placed. Their draught of
the treaty was subject to the approval, modification, or rejection of their own
Government, and it was perfectly competent for the President and Senate, by
rejecting or amending the treaty, to reopen negotiation with France in order
to obtain more favorable terms.

In this point of view the second article might be expedient, by furnishing oc-
casion for further correspondence. It was their intention to leave their Gov-
ernment as free as possible with reference to the course it would adopt, no mat-
ter what were their own fixed opinions as to the inutility of continued or re-
newed negotiation upon the subjects embraced by the treaty. Perhaps this con-
sideration, in addition to those mentioned by M. Fleurieu, influenced them in
obtaining the second article of the treaty. But the whole subject of the treaty
was remiited to their own Government for its deliberate judgment, and they
transmitted to the home authorities all the correspondence witﬁ the nch ne-
goliators and the private journal of their own consultations and proceedings
for the information of the President and Senate, ¥

AMENDMERT OF THE TREATY.

The Senate had no motive to strike out the second article of thetreaty in order
to get rid of the old treaties of 1778, for by that article those treaties were to
have no operation in future unless readopted. We were completely free from
them by thearticle itself, unless and until we chose to renew negotiations and
voluntarily accept them. It is therefore preposterous to say that the Senate
struck out the article in order to get rid of the treaties.

It is true that if both parties chose to find a convenient time to renew negotia-
tion France might renew her * pretension” that the old treaties constituted a
topic for consideration, but such pretension would not impose those treaties
upon us, or give to them in any manner the force of existing obligations. We
would be at perfect liberty to reject them. Besides, as will be hereafter shown
those old treaties had been abrogated for legal and just cause by the United
States, and they had also been set aside by public maritime war.

Nor did the Senate strike out the article to avoid any prospective demand by
Franee for renewed negotiation respecting them; in other words, to avoid any
renewal of these pretensions by which Franee had sought to complicate and
baffle the negotiation just closed, France had proposed in the ultimatum of
11th Angust to abandon all her pretensions regarding those treaties, and make a
trealy of amity and commerce, regardless of them ; and the second article of the
new treaty, which formally reserved n chance for future negotiation, was not
proposed by her, but by the American envoys. The trealy without the second
article was conformed to her ultimatum, and she asked for no reservation to
preserve her old treaty pretensions. The American envoys had sought and se-
cured the second article because it saved to them the point of honor under their
instructions, while their own Government was left free to accept or reject, in
whole or in part, the bargain proposed. France conceded the article, not be-
cause she desired it, but because it was harmless; because it bound her to noth-
ing in the future, not even to negotiate except when she chose, and then accord-
ing to her own sovereign pleasure. It was therefore morally certain that she
would never importune us to reopen negotiation under the second article, and
the Senate did not strike out that article to avoid future annoyance from her
upon old treaty pretensions,

Nor did the Senate strike out the second article in order to release France
from the American claims, todischarge her from a legal obligation to pay them,
There was no legal obllﬂﬁon to discharge, because the claims were war claims,
which, like counter claims of Frapce for losses on her side during hostilities,
had no legal standing in any forum of debate.

It has sometimes been said that the claims, if not strictly legal, were equilable,
but we are not to be misled by words. We are not here considering a question
of moral obligation or of abstract justice as agninst France, but an obligation
upon her under the sanction of international law,

Baut as a question under international law there was truth and foree in the po-
sition of the French negotiators, declared by them in conference 12th Septem-
ber, 1800, that—

**If the question could be determined by an indifferent nation they were sat-
isfied such tribunal would say that the state of things then existing was war on
the side of America (they might have added on the side of France also), and
that no indemnities could be claimed.”

The same view as to existing war was, about the same time, announced by
our Supreme Court, and was repeated by that court in cases subsequently de-
cided, as is fully shown at another place in this present report.

The Senale, therefore, in striking out the second article of the treaty did not
intend to release, and did not in fact release, France from any legal obligatior
to pay their claims, because no such obligation then existed.

Nor did the Senate strike out the second article with any intent of im ing
the payment of the claims upon our own Government. here iz no evidence
that they had such a purpose, nor has it ever been imputed to them in argu-
ment. They were intelligent and able men, well informed upon the whole
French controversy and upon all the details of treaty negotiation, and were
fully competent to decide upon the utlli&af the second article, and to forsee
the consequence of expunging it. That they did exp it is strong evid
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that it was worthless to the claimants (whose interests had been the main ob-
ject of the negotiation), and thatits elimination was notan assumption of claims
g:ymant by the United States. For if the Senate had considered the article to

of actual value to the claimants they would most certainly have ret;ai‘ned it,

ranted as applied to the present claims, and if it could be so applied would never-
theless be repelled by the subsequent correspondence.

In their letter of 7th Agril the American envoys Proposod—

“‘An arrangement, such as shall be compatible with national honor and exist-

inasmuch as there is good reason to believe they were friendly to the 1ts
and had been in full accord with the executive administration in all lhqdpr[or

res adopted for their protection and relief; and whether they considered
she article to be valuable or worthless, they would not, as reasonable and
patriotic men, have struck it out, and thereby consciously have imposed upon
our own Government a mass of claims for which it was not justly responsible,
and which it was unable to pay. =

If, then, the purpose of the Senate in striking out the second article was not
to get rid of the old and defunct treaties, nor to avoid French demand for re-
newed negotiation, nor to release her from legal obligations under international
law, nor to impose claims payment upon the United States, there remains but
one reasonable explanation of their action, namely, the one already given in
the present report. They struck out the article because it was both worthless
and misleading, and therefore unfit for continuance in the text of the treaty.

Assuming that they were right in this view (and strong proof that they were
£0 has been prodaced) the argument is closed ; forsubsequent proceedingsupon
the exchange of ratifications did not affect the treaty. The treaty has always
remnined precisely in the form in which the Senate ratified it, with the second
arlicle expunged, and in that form it is still found among the public records of
our treaties and laws, In that form it was promulgated to the people of the
United States by proclamation of the President, and in that form only did it
ever take effect or become an instrument for legal interpretation or construc-
tion.

But a pretext for argument has been found in the form of treaty ratification
adopted by Bonaparte as First Consul of the French Republie, or rather in o
remark appended by him to his unqualified ratification of the instrument. An
error of translation has represented that remark as a proviso to the ratificstion,
whereas the original French indicates no condition or qualification of ratifiea-
tion, but only a declaration of opinion or understanding by Bonaparte, correctly
deseribed by, Mr. Jefferson as simply an inference, and which, whether well or
ill founded, eould not affect the construction of the treaty or qualify its nccept-
ance. This was the view taken by the Senate when the treaty was again before
them; for they advised the President that it was sufficiently ratified, and of
ecourse required no further consideration. Bonaparte's added remark was
treated as surplusage, requiring no attention from our Government. Claims
negotiation sbandonment is not denied, but Bonaparte’s remark makes it no
more certain than before.

FRANCE DID NOT ACEROWLEDGE THE CLAIMS,

Much has been said in argument about an alleged recognition of the claims
by the French negotintors and an acceptance by them of the prineiple of nego-
tintion for their allowance; and sometimes it has been boldly asserted that the
French negotiators scknowledged the justice of the claims and admitted the
linbility of France to pay them. This was one of the grounds upon which the
Webster argument of 1836 proeceded. and was essential to its support., On the
other hand, it has been asserted that there was no such recognition of the claims
by the French negotiators, nor admission of their justice and of French liability
for theif payment. This was substantially the position taken by Silas Wright
in the debateof 1836, and by General Dix ten years afterwards. Upon thisques-
tion the facts are plainly set forth by the Ameriean envoys in their final report
to the Secretary of State, dated 4th October, 1800, in which report they trace the
course and results of the negotiations. They say :

“The claim for indemnities brooght forward by them [us] was early in the
negotiation connected by the French ministers with that of a restoration of
treaties for the infraction of which the indemnilies wareﬂrrincipally claimed.
To obviate this embarrassment, which it had not been difficult to foresce, the
American ministers urged in the spirit of their instructions that the treaties
having been violated by one party and renounced by the other, a priority had
attached in favor of the treaty with Great Britain, ete.”

After stating the considerations which led them suhsequently to offer a re-
adoption with limitations of the seventeenth article of the commercial treaty of
1778, relating to mutual port privileges for prizes of war, which they say the
French ministers * had particularly insisted on’’ as essential to the honor of
Franee, and which *they had given reason to expeet would be deemed satis-
factory,” they add:

“The overture, however, finally produced no other effect than to enlarge the
demand of the French ministers from a partial to atotal renewal of the treaties,
which brought the negotiation a second time to a stand.”

They then proceed to state that after a deliberation of some days they made
another proposition, * going the whole length of what had been insisted on,”
namely:

*An unlimited recognition of the former treaties, but with aright to extin-
guish such privileges under them as were detrimental to the United States by a
pecuniary equivalent. to be made out ofthe indemnities which should be awarded
to American citizens; a compensation which, though it might have canceled but
a small portion of the indemnities, was nevertheless a liberal one for privileges
which the French ministers had often admitted to be of little nse to France un-
dc{-fhe eo{:istruction which the American Government had given to the treaties.”

hey add:

“This offer, thongh it covered the avowed abjects of the French Government,
secured an engagement to pay indemnities, as well as the power to extinguish
the obnoxious parts of the treaties, To avoid any engagenient of this kind the
French ministers now made an entire departure from the principles upon which
the negotiation had proceeded for some time, and resumed the simple, unquali-
fled ground of their overture of the 23d of Thermidor, declaring that it was indis-
peansable to the granting of indemnities not only that the treaties should have
an ungualified recognition, but that their future operation should not he varied
in any particular for any consideration or compensation whatever. In short,
they thought proper to add, what was quite unnecessary, that their real object
was to avoid indemnities, and that it was not in the power of France to pay
them. No time wasrequisite for the American ministers to intimate that it E‘Qa
become useless to pursne the negotiation further.”

We have also seen by an extract from the journalof the American envoys
{given elsewhere) that the French negotiators declared that the claims were
Larred by actual war between the two nations, nnd that the fact that o state of
war had existed would be held by any independent power to which the ques-
tion might be submitted—a view supported by our own Supreme Courtin de-
cisions subsequently rendered.

From the foregoing facts recited by the American envoys the eonclusion is
evident that the French negotiators did not admit the validity of the American
claims against France now in controversy,or ever propose or intend to pay
them. eir dinlomatic dexterity in the negotiation embarrassed the Ameri-
can envoys; they were not entirely consistent in position throughout the cor-
respondence, nor apparently frank and sincere in its earlier stages in announc-
ing their determination and purpose. But it can not be fairly said that they at
any time admitted liability or intended payment; on the contrary, they denied
such liability or intention in express terms before the close of the negotiation.

The Webster argument of 1835 upon this point infers an acknowledgment of
the claims as just and legal obligations against France from the earlier notes
whieh passed between the negotiators, and particularly those of 7th and 9th
April, 1800, which the argument recites at length. But the inference is unwar-

ing cir ances, to ascertain and discharge the equitable claims of the citi-
zens of either nation upon the other, whether founded on contract, treaty, or
the law of nations.” 5

This was a carefullg-drawn paper, the full s[ﬁnlﬂmnoe of which will appear
only when particular attention is paid to the language employed, and when
proper classification of the American claims referred to is fairly understood.
The proposition related to private claims on either side (excluding public or
national ones), and defined those claims as equitable which would include
claims of imperfect legal obligation. Bot the most important point is the clas-
sification of the claims, namely, those arising upon contraet, those arising upon
treaties, and those arising upon international law, This threefold division of
the American citizen claims was not merely theoretical, a refinement of scien-
tific analysis, but was a practical one, and was necessary to their orderly and
intelligent examination. -

Now, the contract claims of our citizens against France had not been denied,
but had been vexatiously delayed, and it was an object of the negotiation to
secure their adjustment as to amount and also provision for their puyment.
The second class of claMns covered French appropriations of American property
by seizures and embargoes prior to July 7, 1798, in violation of the treaties of
1778 (and particularly the commereial treaty of that year). Asto most of those
seizures and detentions, it may be said that they were in the nature of forced
lonns under the French decrees which authorized them. and contemplated future
indemnities or payments therefor. In some cases indemuities had been volun-
tarily made, but the great mass of those claims remained open and unadjusted
at the time of the negotiation. But that part of these so-called tiealy claims®
which arose upon seizures between the French decree of January 18,178, and
July 7 following, which were in the nature of reprisals upon American com-
meree, or so claimed to be, stood upon a different footing from most of the prior
ones of the second class in the particular that France had not admitted liability
or promised indemnily therefor. ’

With this distinetion kept in view we may conveniently follow the example
of the American enyoys and speak of this second class as treaty claims. The
third class comprised the claims for seizures between the Tth July, 1788 (when
the treaties were abrogated by act of Congress), and the time of the negotiation
in the year 1800, The American envoys justly held that during that period of
time the treaties had no existence, and that the relations of the two countries,
whatever they were, were subject to thie law of nations, or, in modern languuge,
to international law. This period of time includes the great bulk of the claims
now in controversy, and as it has been shown to have been a time of public war
the claims which fall within it may be correcily described as warclaims.

Whether the period of hostilities, at least on the part of France, shall be car-
ried back of the 7th July, 1798, to the date of the French decree of January 18,
1798, or even an earlier date, is a qluustion forseparate examination; at present
we are concerned only with the classificalion of claims as made by the Ameri-
can envoys with reference to the abrogation of treatics by act of Congress.

It may be added that the classifieation is further shown by their project of a
new treaty, proposed to the French negotintors April 18, 1500, by the second arti-
cle of which five commissioners were to be appointed to adjust claims of citizens
of the United States and of the French Republic for losses or damage sustained,
and who should * decide the claims in question according to the original merits
of Lthe several cases nnd to justice and equity and the law of nations; and inall
cases of complaint existing prior Lo the Tth of July, 1798, according to the trea-
ge-;t tm‘n‘i consular convention then existing between France and the United

tates,

Having now examined the first note of the American envoys to the French
negotiators, the reply thereto is nextto beconsidered. In thatreply the French
negotiators said that an o!&ieet of the negotiation ‘' ought to be the determina~
tion of the regulations and the steps to be followed for the estimation and in-
demnification of injuries for which either nation may make claim for itself or
for any of its citizens; ” and another object was '‘to assure the execulion of
treaties of friendship and ce made between the two nations, and the ac-
complishment of the views ot reciprocal advantages which suggested them,”

Now, it can not be fairly infer from this communicalion that all clnsses of
claims of American citizens against France, or of French citizens against the
United Slates, which should be presented for consideration should be allowed
and paid. They conceded that one object of the negotiation ought to be to fix
the regulations and steps for estimating and satisfying both public and private
claims on either side, but this did not reasonably imply that all claims were to
be accepied and paid. Itcan only be claimed that by this note they virtuall
acknowledged that there were just American claims to be estimated and n{
lowed, without defining what they were or excluding objection to particular
classes of ¢laims, It is to be remembered in this connection that a large mass
of the American claims falling within the first and second classes above men-
tioned wil;e not disputed in principle, were in fact admitted by the treaty of
1503, and ‘Wwere snbsequently ascertained and paid.

Hut this note of the French negotiators proposed toextend the negotiation to
public elaims, and made the recognition of the old treaties a principle on which
the negotiation should proceed; and in a subsequentnote (hﬁysjt ey declared
that their mission pointed out to them the treaties '‘as the only foundation of
their negotiation.” Again, on May 23they informed the American envoysthat
** the tenor of their instructions made the acknowledgment of former treaties
the basis of negotiation and the condition of compensation.”

It has been already shown in the present paper that it was not possible for
the American envoys to accept the old treaties as still in force, against the
known facts of their violation by France and abrogation by us, and in view of
the intervening tresty with Great Britain of 1793, and of actual hostilities be-
tween the two countries by virtue of French decrees and acts of Con , and
that such acceptance, if otherwise possible, would be in disregard of their in-
structions and opposed to the interests of their country.

When, therefore, the recognition of the old treaties as uninterrugtad and sub-
sisting obligations was presented by the French negotiators as the condition-
precedentioentering upon the subject of indemnities, the American envoys were
greatly emba , a8 their report shows, and thenceforward they struggled
unavailingly to extricate themselvea from the ditHculties of the situation.
Finally they were compelled to accept substantially the alternative ultimatum
of Bonaparte of 23d Thermidor (11th August) as the basis of & new treaty, in
which, however, undisputed American claims of the fitst and second classes
were recognized, and a formal provision for renewing negotiations about treat-
ies and claims, ** at a convenient time,” was inserted.

That the French negotiatora and their government were insincere in claim-
ing that the old treaties be idered unbro} and of ti d force, and
their recognition in that view the condition of entering upon the consideration
of private and publie claims, can not be doubted by any one who has fairly
examined the official documents and penetrated the motives of those who made
them. It was to embarrass and bafile the American envoys that the prelense
of theircontinued existence and importance to France was presented, and their
full recognition demanded as a preliminary to claims negotiation. Well know-
ing that the Ameriean envoys could not acceptthem in the sense proposed asthe
basis of negotiation, they were made the sine qua non toany effective conference
or agreement.

Their motive, however, was fully disclosed in the ultimat note of 11tk of
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August and by their open avowal to the American envoys on the 12th of Sep-
tember, noted by the latter upon their journal and referred to in their final report
to the Secretary of State. The marks of their insincerity are also to be seen in
the treatment of propositions from the American envoys for money or supply
equivalents for former privileges under the treaties of 1778—extreme concessions
invited or entertained by them, and afterwards rejected. TUpon the whole, it is
plain that they never acknowledged our citizen claims, now in guestion, nor
ever intended to pay them, nor €ver agreed to open a negotiation which might
include , except upon a condition which they knew could not be accepted
by the envoys of the United States, The contract and treaty claims of our citi-
zens theretofore acknowledged by France were not controverted in principle, but
claims snbsequent to the Jay treaty, and especially after the retaliatory "rench
gdeme of January, 1798, they neither acknowledged nor intended to acknowl-
ge or pay.

If there could remain difficulty, doubt, or question ulj:on this point, after an
examination of the official documents heretofore published, it would disappear
upon a perusal of the papers recently obtained from the French archives and
appended to this report. The motives and action of the French negotiators in
their opposition to the contested American claims are therein fully disclosed.

WAR CLAIMS,

In the Webster argument of 1836, it was declared thgt the question involved
in the consideration of the claims was * essentially a Judicial question; not a
uestion of publie policy but of private right " between the Government and the
gnimmts. a position absolutely necessary to include insurance company claims
along with those of individuals; for the insurance companies must stand upon
agronl;_d of‘lopl right, and not of mere moral obligation or general considera-
ons of equity.
In the course of his speech Mr. Webster contended that there had been no
ublie war between France and the United States in 1798 and afterwards; that
nee had acknowledged in negotiation the validity and justice of the claims ;
that we discharged France from paying the claims in consideration that she
would discharge us from the old treaties between the two countries, and that
this bargain was worked out or produced h’y the American Senate inexpunging
the original second article of the treaty of 1800, The conclusion drawn from
these premises was that our Government had made itself liable tothe elaimants,
inclu insurance ies, and should appropriate $5,000,000 to be distrib-
uted p ta among them.

Inasmuch a% the first advisory report of the Court of Claims upon the general
question of governmental liabilit g,mnhﬂy based upon the propositions of that
u¥eech, and follows the lines of observation contained therein, an examination
of the speech will be virtm]lr an examination of that report, and will dispense
with the necessity of fo ¥ subjecting the report to analysis and reﬂy.

The first proposition of the speech, that there were only ** disturbed relations"
between us and France prior to the treaty of 1800, but no actual war, must be
aband d in all p t and future debate; for the evid which proves the
contrary has been produced and is decisive, There was actual public war be-
tween the two countries in 1798 and afterwards, suspended by consent on both
sides pending negotiations in 1800, and completely terminated by the treaty of
30th of September of the same year.

The war was limited in extent though not in character, because it was mostly
maritime, being confined to the ocean; but within the sphere of its operations,
as to the subjects it embraced, the laws of war applied to it with complete force.
It superseded treaty regulations of commercial intercourse between the two
countries, and in its prosecution fhe losses suffered by individuals on either
side were without ress, unless provided for in the treaty of peace.

It follows that the treaties of 1778, if otherwise existing, were abrogated by
war, and that the claims now in question, being mostly war claims, claims for
losses incurred from hostile forece ugim the ocean and prize condemnations on
1and, had no legal validity as demands against France. 'hey might be properly
made the subject of negotiation at the end of the war, but the true argument at
such a time for their allowance would be that France had been wrong in the
war and should pay indemnities to those who had suffered by her misconduct—
an mkmwledﬁ'mmt which France could not be expected to malke,

Our envoys did not venture to make this argument; they proposed mutunal
indemnities, not upon one side, but upon both; from which, as our claims ex-
ceeded those of France in amount, would result a balance in our favor. They
were driven to this position by necessity, and throughout the negotiation were
embarrassed by standing upon false ground. War was mildly described as''a
misunderstanding,” until the French negotiators threw off the mask near the
end of the negotiation (12th September) and declared, in sut , that in their
opinion the claims were by war, and they did not intend to pay them,

[French plenipotentiaries to American envoys, 11th August, 1800,]

At anll times the ministers of France, in acquiescing in this annihilation of
treaties, can not conceal that the act by which the United States have declared
their nullity has been a just provocation of war; that the e acts which
have followed this provocation, those which have been nullified with so much
&elat even since the French Government had caused every pretext of complaint
on the part of the United States to cease, have been war itself. That nce
disguised the true state of her relations with the United States when she recog-
nized them as a simple, temporary,and re le misundemlandlnﬁrin a word,
that a new treaty between France and the United States ought, ore all, to
be a Lreaty of peace. From this observation, therefore, it a; to them that
the two Governments should no longer occupy themselves with their respective
accounts, considering that the right of war lrEenses with repairing its rav-
ages, and that the honor of the national arms forbids even to be employed about
them, since that state which should have a balance to pay the other in discharg-
ing it would acknowledge a conqueror and would purchase a peace,

[Journal of American envoys, September 12, 1800, Conference wilth French ne-
gotiators.

They (the French plenipotentiaries) now openly avowed that their real object
was to avoid by every ANY engag t to pay ind ities, giving usas
one reason the utter inability of France to pay them in the situation in which
she would be left by the present war. The subject of the modification of the

was now particularly pressed in the manner agreed. The conversa-
on on this subject closed by a declaration of the president of the French com-
mission (.Tmr Bonaparte) that such a modifieation could not be acceded to
without new instructions; that they had no power to assent to such stipula-
tion ; butthat if the Government should think Emper to instruct them to make
atreaty on the basis of indemnities and a modified renewal of the old treaties,
be would resign sconer than sign such a treaty, adding that if the question
could be determined by an indiﬁmnt nation he was satisfled such a tribunal
would say that the present state of things was war on the side of Ameriea, and
that no indemities could be claimed. The other two commissioners made sim-
ilar declarations.

And in the communication of our envoys to John Marshall, Secret af
State, dated at Paris, October 4, 1800, they repeat this statement as to the final
osition assumed by the French n tintors. They say that the latter de-
lared **that it was indisp ble to the g ing of indemnities not only that
he treaties should have an ungualified recognition but tl}nt their future opern-

sary, that their real object was to avoid indemnities, and that it was not in the
power of France to pay them,” -

The case of Talbot ts. Seeman appears in 4 Dallas, page 34, having been ar-
gued al August term, 1800. It was reargued at August termn, 1801, gnd the
opinion of the court, by Chief-Justice Marshall, is contained in 1 Cranch, page
1. The case was that of the ship Amelia, of Holland, a neutral power, which
sailed from Calculta, in the East Indies, in April, 1799, foaded with productions
of that country and bound to Hamburg., 'The ship waseaptured 6th September,
1797, by the French naticnal corvelte La Diligente, a prize-master and French
sailors were placed in charge of the captured vessel, and she wus ordered to St,
Domingo to be judged by a prize court according to the laws of war. The
Amelia had on eight iron cannon and eight wooden guns when captured,
On 15th September, 179, the Amelin was recaptlured from the French by Cap-
tain Talbot, of the Constitution, who ordered her into New York for adjudica-
tion,and in subsequent legal proceedings claimed salvage for her rescue as the
condition of her return to her owners, This claim was eventually sustained by
the Supreme Court,the opinion by Judge Marshall being elaborate and based
mainly upon the fact that a state of war existed at the time of recapture between
the United States and France under the several acts of Cougress relaling to
France passed in 1708 and 1799, He said:

*In order to decide on the right of Captain Talbot it becomes necessary to
examine the relative situation of the United States and France at the date of re-
eapture [15th September, 1799]. The whole power of war being, by the Consti-
tution of the United States, vested in Congress, the acis of that body can alone
be resorted to as our guides in this inquiry. It is not denied, nor in the course
of the argument has it been denied, that Congress may authorize general hos-
tilities, in which case the general laws of war apply to our situation, or partial
hostilities; in which case the laws of war, so far as they actually apply to our
situation, must be noticed."”

He then proceeds to cite and examine four acts of Congress authorizing and
regulating hostilities against France upon the ocean, and anact 3d March,
1800, relating to salvage in certain cases of recapture, and holds:

“ That ‘one direct and declared object of the war, which was the protection
of the American commerce, would as cerlainly require the eapture of such a
vessel [as the Amelia] as of others more determinately specified. "

He then cites the decree of the French Government of 18th January, 1788,
which ordained ' that the character of vessels relative totheir quality of neuter
or enemy shall be determined by their cargo. In consequence, every vessel
found at sea loaded in whole or in part with merchandise the production of
England or her possessions shall be declared good prize, whoever the owner of
these goods or merchandise may be; " and declares that under thatdecree there
was danger of condemnation of the Amelia by France, from which danger the
recapture saved the vessel.

Further extracts from the opinion are as follows:

** America did remonstrate, most earnestly remonstrate to France, against the
injuries committed on her, but remonstrances having failed she appealed to a
higher tribunal, and authorized limited hostilities. This was not violating the
law of nations, but conforming to it. In the course of these limited hostilities
the Amelia has been recaptured.”

- ® - * ® £ 3 L

**It is not the authority given by the French Government to capture neutrals
which is legalizing the reeapture made by Captain Talbot: itis the state of hos-
tility between the two nations which is considered as having authorized that
act. The recapture having been made lawfally,then the right to salvage on
general principles depends on the service rendered

He also speaks of the time * before hostilities between the United States and
l!E‘l'iu'xﬁ 1;;1; terminated by a treaty,” evidentiy meaning the treaty of 30th Sep-

ember, i

In thisopinion the Chief-Justice nly uses the term * hostilities " as synony-
mous and interchangeable with the word " war.” But whal is most material
to our present purpose is the announced doctrine that the laws of war took
effect in a case of partial hostilities, suchi as then existed, so far as they applied
to the situation.

In the case of Bass vs, Tingy (ith Dallas, 37), which was heard by the Supremo
Court at the August term 1800, the four Au(lzes of the court present delivered
opinions seriatim (Chief-Justice Ellsworth being absent in Europe as one of our
envoys in the negotiation of the treaty), in which they beld, in substanece, that
the relation of public war existed between the United States and France, al-
though it was mainly confined to hostilities upon the ocean, and that France
WAaS legal contemplation, as well as in fact, the enemy of the United States.
Although this was a salvage case, involving only the guestion of individual
right to compensation for the recapture of an American vessel which had been
taken by a Fench privateer, it involved the general question of the existence
of war between the two countries.

Concurrent with the foregoing opinions of the Supreme Court was that of the
American envoys (including Chief~Justice Ellsworth), expressed in their com-
munication to the tary of State, dated 4th of October, 1800. They said :

* Doubtless the Congressional act authorizing the reduction of French cruisers
by force was an authorization of war, limited in its extent, but not in its nature,

“ Clearly also, their subseq t act decl 1z that the treaties had ceased to

be obligatory, however proper it might be for the removal of doubts, was but

“declaratory of the nctual state of things."”

THE OLD TREATIES WERE BROKEX BY FRANCE AND ABROGATED BY THE UNITED
STATES.

1. By the French decree in 1793 and the seizures under it, and by the Bordeanx
embargo. American property was taken by force and appropriated to public
use, in most cases upon prom of payment unfulfilled until 1303-'04. Insome
cases no payment has ever been made, seizures were in the nature of
&)me? io_g;s, produced great hardships, and were in plain violation of the trea-

es ol Liy

2. By the French decree of 1796, by which the commercial treaty of 1778 was
openly defled, and the main advantages to Ameriea therefrom destroyed ; under
which decree pillage and confiscation of our merchant ahlga and their cargoes
was authorized and earried out upon a large scale upon the European coasts,
on the ocean, and in the West Indies.

3. By other French decrees which, openly abandoning amity and commereial
right, as defined and guarantied by the trealies of 1778, made war upon our
commerce, letling loose thereon the public war ships and innumerable priva-
teers of France, whose seizures were followed by prize condemnationsin French
tribunals “cPo“ land, and appropriations of property to glut the rapacily of the
captors and of the French Government.

Vow, independent of the question of public war in 1798 and 1799, and its effect
upon the ol treaties, we have in this record abundant evidence that those
treaties were over and over again broken by France in their material provisions,
with most disastrous consequences to the commerce and interests of the United
States. Practically and in fact France setthe treaties aside, refusing to be bound
thereby, and substituted for them her own lawless will. By the plainest rules
of justice they could not thereafter be held to operate in her favor or to have
any continued existence, except by the acquiescence and consent of the United
States. And public Iaw in this case follows the rule of justice and gives to itan
effectual sanction. As contracts, the treaties being broken in their material

provisions by France, no longer bound the United States in 1798, it was not at

ion should not be varied in any particular for any i tion or P
lon whatever, In short, they thought proper to add, what was quite unneces-

| =t k-]

y for the United States to resort to war to rid herself of their oblign-

all
tions; she was already freed and discharged therefrom by the action of France.
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It was under these circumstances that our Congress p d the declaratory

isl

ds or to restore them by foree, but upon the higher and better ground that

act of July 7, 1798, which was as follows:

* An act to declare the treaties heretofore concluded with France no longer ob-
ligatory on the United States.

“YWhereas the treaties concluded between the United States and France have
been repeatedly viclated on the part of the French Government, and the just
claim of the United States for reparation of the injuries so committed have been
refused, and their attempts to negotiate an amicable adjustment of all com-
plaints between the two nations have been repelled with indignity; and

‘Whereas under authority of the French Government there is yet pugsued
against the United States a system of predatory violence, infracling the said
treatics, and liostile to the rights of a free and independent nation:

“ Be it enacled, ele., That the United States are of right freed and exonerated
trom the stipulations of the treaties and of the consular convention heretofore
concluded hetween the United States and France, and that the same shall not
hereafler be rega as legally obliggtory upon the Government or citizens of
the United States,”

That act was good law when it passed, and it still remains among our statutes
to define and fix conclusively and forever the position of our Government to-
ward those ancient treaties with France. Inbrief, those treaties had been shame-
fully broken and set aside by France, and they were formally abrogated hy us
on the 7th July, 1798, Thenceforth they had no obligation, validity, standing,
or force as treaty contracts between France and the United States.

1t is thus established that by the separate but eoncurring action of both Gov-
ments, as well as by actual war waged between them, the old treaties had no
legal existence in the year 1800. They were defunct and could be revived only
by & new agreement between the parties. Butthe negotiation ofany new agree-
ment which should revive them was expressly forbidden to our envoys by their
instructions from the Department of State (October22, 1799), and the prohihition
was classed among the ultimata of the negotation. The prohibition was in the
following language:

*That the treaties and consular convention, declared to be no longer obliga-
tory by act of Congress, be not in whole or in part revived by the new treaty;
but that all the engagements to which the United States are to become parties
be specified in the new treaty.”

The old treaties, the revival of which was thus forbidden, had been already
trokeu of by the Secretary of State in a prior part of the same letier of instrue-
:.]:n.‘sj.d\:dere. after referring to certain arlicles of the commercial treaty of 1778,

a .

“The dissolution of that and other treaties with France leaves us at liberty
with respect to future arrangements.” 3

1t is clear, then, that not only were the old treaties dead treaties, but our en-
voys had no power to revive or restore them, and were, in fact, forbidden todo
so; and it is equally clear that they cbeyed their instructions and did not at-
tempt to usurp a power they did not possess.

There is, therefore, no foundation in truth for the assertion, so aften and
boldly made, that the American claims were given up or abandoned to get rid
of the old treaties; and much less for the still more extreme and groundless as-
sertion that the claims were set off againstthe obligations immposed upon us by
those treaties. Equally unfounded is still another form -of assertion, that a
surrender by France of the old treaties was the consideration, and a valuable
one, for the surrender of the American claims. .

There were no treaties or treaty obligations in force atthe end of hostilities
in 1800 which were valuable to France or onerous upon usand which it was our
interest and desire to escape. The treaties hadﬁuna down amid scenes of vio-
lence, pillage, and bloodshed upon the ocean, followed by confiscation and out-
rage on land; they had been broken by French decrees, earried into ruthless
execution by French officials and employés, and their utter abrogation had been
righifully pronounced by the law-making power of the United States.

THE OLD TREATIES,

Having shown that the old treaties were extinct at the time of the negotiation
in 1800, it follows that all claims by France under them, as continuing obliga-
tions, were merely pretenses, unfounded in fact and in law, Bonaparte him-
gelf correctly descri them as *‘ pretensions’ in ratifying the treaty of 1380,
and such was undoubtedly their true character. Nor was it allowable for France
to allege that prior to the abrogation of the treaties by Con ,on July 7,1798,
she has suffered wrongs from the United States for which she was entitled Lo re-
dress, She was estopped by her own conduet and acts from taking thatground,
and, besides, the allegation wasuntrue. Neither the Washington proclamation
of neutrality of December 3, 1793 aor its subsequant enforcement, nor the Jay
treaty of 1795, nor any failure of the United States wo defend the French islands

France did not call upon usto execute the guaranty obligation. And that she
had a good and sufficient reason for wii.hhu‘idiug such demand has been clwl{
shown in the third general report of the Court of Claims. It is manifest that it
was to her interest and according to her desire that weshould remain a neutral
power and furnish her with provisions and other supplies, which she sorely
needed in the great wars in which she was engaged. But interference in the
West Indies by the United States meant our embroilment ina war for which we
were unprepared, and the certain destruction of our rights, privileges, and po-
sition as a neutral nation.

There were therefore no grounds upon which France could claim, in the ne-
gotiation of 15800, that prior to the treaty repenl of Tth July, 1798, we had broken
our treaties with her and made onrselves liable to account to her for injuries
arising therefrom. Much less could it be claimed that the acis of Congreass in
1798 and 1799, which abrogated the old treaties and authorized hostilities against
her, were unwarranted, or that those acts of Congress did not establish the
relation of war between the two nations and wholly extinguish the treaties.
In fact, the one argument France could soundly make, and did finally make
through her negotiators on the 12th September, 1500, was that the relation of
the two nations was the relation of war, and that, of consequence, no indem-
nity for losses could be claimed.

THE MADIEON EXTRACT.

The advocates of these claims have placed great stress upon an observation
made by Mr. Madison in a letter of instructions to Mr. Pinckney, our ministerto
Spain, in February, 1 (4, in which he said that the claims * were admitted by
France,” and that their release by us **was for a valuable consideration in the
corresponding release of the United States from certain claims on them.” And
it is probable that this passage from Mr. Madison'scorrespondence is the source
of the argument so often made in behalf of the claims, and which it has been
one object of the present paper to answer. It is not claimed that Mr. Madison
expressed any opinion upon the main question of the liability of the United
States, but the extract from the Pinckney letter appears favorable to the elaim-
ant's argument,

The remarks of General Dix upon this point in his speech of 1846 (Speeches,
tolume 1, page 97) may be consulted with advantage in this place, but the best
and the decisive answer to Mr. Madison’s observation upon the treaty of 1800,
is that it was inaccurate, and that it must have been made without due exam-
ination of official correspondence, and without the exercise of that cautious,
deliberate judgment which commonly preceded and characterized his expres-
sion of opinion upon public questions, All this is plainly apparent upon a re-
view of the negotiation which led up to the treaty of 1800, and of the circum-
stances attendant upon the amendment and ratification of that treaty as they
have been detailed or referred Lo in the present report.

It is to be remembered that Mr, Madison retired from Congress at the close
of the session of 1796-"97, and was absent from the seat of Government until the
summer of 1801, when he assumed the duties of Secretary under President Jef-
ferson. The treaty had then assumed its final form, and there was no oceasion
for exploring the mass of papers relting to it, although on file in his Depart-
ment. The negotiation of the treaty belonged to the past; the instrument was
10 be taken and executed as it had been made. But it is quite conceivable that
a certain amonnt of prejudice or of bias against the preceding administration
and all its works was entertained by the men who came into power by virtue
of the exeiting and heated election of 1800. Was not the surrender or abandon-
ment of American rights, and icularly of American claims by the French
treaty, a topic of complaint in t election, of assault upon the Adams admin-
istration and the Federal Senate? Political parties are not always just to each
other in great election contests.

These considerations tend to abate that confldence in Mr, Madison’s observa-
tions about the treaty of 1800 which might otherwise be indulged in by us, and
naturally lead to an examination of those facts of historical record by which
that observation will be supported or overthrown. But this examination hav-
ing been already made by General Dix in his Senate speech of 1846, and also
nme:i]e in the present report, need not in this place be again entered upon or pur-
sued.

Another point relied upon as pursnasive evidence in favorof the claims is the
large number of reports from committees of Congress during the last fifty years.
Here again the speech of G 1 Dix (Speeches, volume 1, page 63) may be re-
ferred to, in which he explains fully the manner and circumstances under which
those reports have been procured, heg have been uniformly referred to friendl
committees, and when the proper stan inmemitme has been known to be BIK
verse a select committee has been asked for and obtained, as was the case at the
Senat ion of 1846, Thus, by withholding thes

liation bill from unfriendly

of the West Indies from capture, nor restrictions rpon French war vessels or
privateers in American ports, authorized France (0o make reclamations, de-
mands, or complaints the United States in the treaty negotiation of 1809 ;
nor were any sions by France on either of these grounds ever acknowl-
edged by the United States to be just. =

1. The Wuhim%on proclamation of neutrality in 1793 was the exercise of a
clear national right, and did not violate any treaty obligation with France, Nor
did France object to that procl ion when i d, and the conduct of her
minister, Genet, in antagonism to it subsequently, was not supported by his
own Government; on the contrary, he was recalled. ;

2, The Jay treaty, ratified in 1795, was one which the United States had a right
to make, and the making of it was a necessity to the United States in the cir-
cumstances in which they were placed. It hasbeen characterized asunfriendly
to France; it was greatly tested.in a ble debate in the House of Rep-
resentatives, and was reluctantly accepted b{:lur Executive as containing the
best terms the. obtainable from one of the ligerent powers. Passing into
the field of political controversy, it was greatly deeried, bitterly denounced, but
it was accepted by Jefferson as preferable to the alternative of war, and impar-
tial history must approve his judgment. -

1t is said that that treaty extended privileges in American ports to British ves-
sels which were inconsistent with certain exclusive privileges of French vessels
under the seventeenth and twenty-second articles of our commercial French
treaty of 1778. But upon this point the answers given to France by Mr. Pick-

g, Secretary of State, and by Mr. Monroe, our minister at Paris, are in the
main sound and satisfactory, and leave no material ground of complaint un-
disposed of which would impeach the good faith and f{idelity of the United
States. The Jay treaty in its twenty-fiftharticle reserved the prior treaty rights
of France, and although there were British encroachments upon both French
and American rights, as defined by treaty and the law of nations, which greatly
embarrassed our foreign relations, we yet maintained toward France consist-
ently the tion of a just and friendly power. It was only in subsequent
years, under the pressure of actual hostilities waged by her against us, thatour
attitude toward her was changed.

3. Nor were the United States in faultin not protecting the French West India
islands from British capture and occupation. The mutualand reciprocal gunr-
anties of the eleventh article of the treaty of alliance with France of 6th Feb-
ruary, 1778, were never broken or violated by ihe United States. No demand
was made by France upon the United States to defend theislands from capture,
nor to assist her in defending or recapturing them, without which we were un-
der no obligation to interpose in their defense or for their restoration. The
treaty did not require us to volunteer aid to France, but to yicld it when re-
quired. The argument, then, does not rest merely upon the ground that we
bad no sufficient naval power or military force to prevent the capture of the

committees and always sendipg it to friendly and selected ones, a large num-
ber of favorable reports may be accumulated in process of time, without, how-
ever, adding any real strength to the argument in support of the clalms.

risumE,

‘Ugon the whole question of Government linbility for the claims we have come
to the following conclusions:

First. That upon the argument for the claimants, pting that arg tin
its full force, the claimants would be entitled to claim against Lthe United States
only the pecuni value of their claims as claims against France at the date of
the amendment of the treaty of 1800 by the United States Senate, and that the
claims were then of no appreciable value to the claimants under the original
second article of that treaty, and would never have been admitted or paid by
France if no amendment of the treaty had been made.

Second, That the abandonmentof the further ‘Proamutlan of the elaims by the
United States was not a release of the claims for a valuable consideration or
equivalent received from France, or in the nature of a sét-ofl of the claims
against the obligations of the old treaties of 1778:;

a. Because there was simply a giving up or abandonment by ua of negotia-
tion, present or prospective.and not an agreement about, or settlement of, ac-
Enowledged demands on either side.

b. Because there was no valuable consideration to us in a French abandon-
ment of the pretension that the old treaties were still in force, for those treaties
had been broken by France in their material provisions, had been for that rea-
son lawfully and justly abrogated by us, and, besides, they had been extinguished
by actual war.

Third. There were no counter-claims of France, just in themselves or ac-
knowledged by us,founded upon the Washington neutrality proclamation of
1793, the Jay treaty of 1795, or upon the guaranty and port-privilege provisions
of the treaties of 1778,

Fourth, The breaches by France of her treaties with us, set forth in the pre-
amble to the treaty-abrogation act of Congress of Tth July. 1798, are truly stated
therein; and that act, based upon those breaches, was a rightful and valid exer-
cise of power by us under the law of nations, and removed all ground of claim
that the old treaties had any validity, foree, or operation after that date.

Fifth, The evidence is now made complete by papers from the French ar-
chives in connection with official papers of our own Government heretofore pub-
lished, that in the negotiation of the year 1850 the French negotiators did not
acknowledge the validity of the American claims now in controversy or pro-
pose or intend their payment; that their pretension about ihe continuance of
the old treaties made to our envoys was not made in good faith or sincerely, but
to em negotiation. and while excluding claims recognition or negotia-
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tion, {o secure to France the advantiages of restored amity and reciprocal trade
with the United States.

Sixt:, That by persistent negotiation, several times renewed, and by resort to
actual defensive war against France upon the ocean, the Government of the
United States performed its whole duty to the claimants, securing to them, as
far as possible, protection against seizure and confisention of their property,
restoration of many ships and cargoes by virtue of the treaty of 1800, and nllow-
ance of their claimsto an amount of several millions of dollars by the same
treaty, which were afterwards paid to them in the adjustment of the purchase-
money for Louisiana,

Seventh. That the amendment of the treaty of 1800, by the United States Sen-
ate, in the striking out of the second article thereof, was not an nssumption of
claims payment by our Government, nor an appropriation of private properly
to public use, but was an exercise of political power by the Senate, presumably
in good faith to the claimants, and for the following substantial reasous, to
wik:

1. Because it was apparent upon the evidence before them that France wonld
not voluniarily pay the contested claims, and conld not be compelled to pay
them by the exercise by us of any practicable means of coercion or force.

2. Because, by the contemporaneous opinion of our Supreme Court. the rela-
tions between the two countries had been, as contended for by France, a rela-
tion of war, which, arguendo, barred claims for losses suffered on eitlier side
durinﬁ its continuance. Added to these considerations was the additional one,
that the article, if retained, would be mischievous, beenuse it would hold out
fulse, delusive hopes to claimants which in all probability could never be real-

We ask attention to the following papers printed asan appendix to this state-

ment.
JAS. N. BURNES.
WM. H.-FORNEY.
M. A. FORAN.
JOSEPH D. SAYERS,
J. C. CLEMENTS.
FELIX CAMPBELL.
EDWARD J. GAY.
EDMUND RICE.
SAM. J. RANDALL.

APPENDIX.
€. P. Olarel Fleurieu, councillor of state, to the minister of foreign affairs.
PAR1s, LE 22, Prairvial, An. 10 (June 11, 1802).

Crrrzes Mixister: * * * Ido not know what other kinds of claims to in-
demnity can be made by the United States, for in all the eourse of the negotia-
tion there was never a question on the part of their plenipotentiaries of any but
those which individual Americans believed they had a right to make for ves-
eels which they pretended to have been captured contrary to the law of na-
tions; becauge they supposed that the L’niteé States could deeclare war on the
French Republie in pronouncing the abrogation of the treaties, but that for all
that the state of war had not existed. This pretension on their part requires no
answer, and if one was necessary it is found in the letter you have done me the
honor to write me.

You saw at the time, citizen minister, by the accounts given you by the
French plenipatentiaries and notably by that of 7 Vendémiaire, year 9, that the
negotiation was to take and had taken successively different directions; for
the American plenipotentiaries did not always follow the same line, and we
wera foreed to follow them in their excursions to study the motives of each
change and to op constantly to their pretensions, which changed only in
form, measures which would bring us to our aim, that of refusing decisively all
indemnity in money.

To attain this end, to their demand of indemnity for which they presented
themselves armed with documents, we opposed the demand for 't;?;a re-estab-
lishment of the treaties in their integrity. We had clearly forseen that the;
were not authorized to and that they never would consent to this demand.
The treaty which the United States had concluded with England, subsequently
to ours, not Lo mention considerations of less importance, opposed to 'his an
obstacle which may be cal ed invincible; but their refusal would authorize us
to refuse, and the balance being esiablisimd. if we demanded the re-establish-
ment of the treaties, if we made much of the guaranty stipulaied by these
treaties, for the failure to execute which the United States had given usa r ght
to demand ourselves a larger indemnity, this was not because we regarded that
re-establishment as very advantageous to France, but it wasour arm of defense
and of attack, and in order to put as much force in claiming it as our adv rsa-
ries put advantage in refusing it.

After long discussions, sometimes lively enough, whereof the principles and
details are known to you, citizen minister, we arrived at a solut'on which may
be regarded as a mezzo lermine, which fully satisfied neither party, but which,
if it did not recognize the rights of their respe tive claims, seemed at least to

=reserve them in leaving an opening for an ulterior negotiation upon the recip-
rocal pretensions.

in effect, article 2 of the convention recalled the treaties without rendering
them obligatory for the moment, and postponed to another time the negotia-
tion, both as to the treaties and as to the indemnities mutually due or claimed.
By this arrangement we reserved to ourselves Lo return to the treaties if the
Ainericeans ever wished to return to the indemnities by the demand they conld
make for a reopening of negotiation. In plaim terms, article 2 of the conven-
tion is nothing but an indefinite postponement, but that ?ostpouemen!- isto our
advantage, for, having stipulated in the convention of the ¥th Vendémiaire
all that can truly interest us as to our commercial relations, as well as the safety
and property of French citizens in the United States, we can leave in oblivion
some articles of ancient treaties either practically indifferent or whose execu-
tion, such as that of the article which stipulates the mtamm%; by the United
States of our p i in America, is, properly speaking, but a matter of
words and of illusions. The Amerieans, on their side, clearly foresaw, thor-
oughly felt, that they would never obtain even a di of the ind ities,
still less their payment, and they profited by the occasion lo exonerate thens-
selves from treaties, which in various circumstances might give rise to difficul-
ties in negotiations they wished to open either with England or with other

Wers.
p%uell was the state of affairsat the signature of the convention; such it was
well nnderstood on one side and the other to be; and if it is not presented _t_hus

The French ministers answered this interpolation by remarking that thestipu-
lations thus far arranged were limited to regulating affairs of the moment and
for the existing war; that such an arrangement restrained within such limits
had only a transitory aspect; that the questions of neutrality were themselves
decided only according to this transient and limited view ; that this was leav-
ing the relations of the two States on an incomplete and arbitrary basis, put-
ting in the prospect a com]lau]sory and necessary refurn to the question of in-
demmnities and treaties, which the one party and the other well understood they
were abandoning forever (entendail bien abandonner potr towjours): that it was
necessary, and that the dignily of the two states required that they should treat
on she essential matters commonly contained in treaties of commeree, except-
ing stipulations truly commercial, which for the moment the French Govern-
ment preferred to omit; in fine, that the ministers of the Republic desired a
treaty of amity and commerce complete in form and in title.

The ministers of the United States were vehemently opposed to this preten-
sion. They reminded us that the negotiation, since we had agreed upon the
basis of their note of 19 Fructidor, had proceeded upon the theory of a provis-
ional arrangement, and could not be given an aspect as extended as we wished
to give it; that they had positively expressed in that note that, the disenussion of
indemnities and treaties being postponed, the next thing was to make a tem-
porary arrangement under the name of convention; that this basis had been
agreed to; that their instructions forbade them to make a treaty in which in-
demnities were not stipulated for; that they absolutely conld not con=entto the
i:;npmsuom of the French ministers, and if insisted upon the negotiation would

onee again broken off. According to these principles they rejected the arti-
cle concerning i ; that e ning the establishment of a consular sys-
tem ; that concerning the proclamation of peace and friendship,a formula by
whichall treatiesof amily and commerce commence; infine,all that which went
beyond the present and the absolutely necessary. They added that all the stip-
ulations to be introduced could only turn upon matters of common right, which
needed no treaties to sanction them.,

The French ministers in turn became warm ; they insisted on the indecency
of a transaction which bore all the marks of ill-humor and dislike ; that it was
not becoming in the United States Lo rigorously oppose that article and to ap-
pear to reject the friendship of France, and to repulse her from the circle of na-
tions allied by treaty, leaving her to the law of nations, pure and simple; and
that France would not likely pass over the sentiments which that wish and the
transaction which would result from it would cause all Europe to understand ;
that it was time for confidence to take the place of jealousy, to dissembled ill-
will, to all kinds of uncandid views, and that to persist in dispositions which
bore only that character was to respond very ill to the frankness and the earnest-
ness which the French Government had not ceased to display through its min-
isters in the negotiation ; in fine, leaving considerations of propriety for those
of interest, that whatever exalted notion the United States may have conceived
of their future power and their influence, they could not so diminish in their
own eyes both the strength and influence of France as to re her with utter
indifference, and believe that no time would ever come when that influence could
be of service to them,

The American ministers withdrew to deliberate, and the French ministers,
remaining by themselves, were confirmed by discussion in the opinions they
hiad expressed and sustained with so much heat.

The American ministers having returned to the conference-room, declared
thalthey ecould not accept the title of Treaty of Amity and Commerce ; they
would not refuse to discuss any articles the French ministers might present;
they would voluntarily yield as to the realities, but they could not yield as to
the names of things. They represented that it would be to sacrifice their per-
sonal consideration to push any further the abandonment of all indemnity ;
that under the form of a convention, although it was quite real, it was, how-
ever, less absolute, and preserved some appearance of gign{t e the word
*treaty '’ once pr 1, they would have to drink the chalies heretofore
agreed about. From these considerations, from which they could not depart,
and which they submitted, inasmuch as they were personally interested, to the
fairness of the French ministers, they offered to split the difference and give
the treaty the name of Amity and Commerce, the word * treaty " to be qualified
and softened by the word * provisional.”

The French ministers took this proposition under consideration. They con-
sidered that from the manner in which the American ministers expressed
themselves it was to be believed that if their hands were really tied, as they
said (which, indeed, was vi‘riy doubtful, considering the declarations of that
kind which they had falsified in the course of the negotiation), it would at
least be personally disadvantageous to them to yield on this point in the pres-
ent state of the negotiation, and upon the terms to which it was reduced we
ought to make mutual concessions, there being no more capital points on which
it was absolutely necessary for one of the parties to yield. These points were
embraced in the abandonment of indemnities, in the assurance of equality with
other nations for our privateers, in the restitution of vessels of war, and very

tly in the ¢ t that the treaty might contain all the usual stipulations
of a treaty of amity and commerce.

We had now the realities; was there any very strong reason to insist on mere
forms? Ought we to insist on having the word * treaty” pure and simple?
This was to risk delays and to push one’s advantages too far. It was necessary,
then, to choose between the word “convention™ and that of * treaty " quali-
fled. The word * convention” conveys the idea of a very limited transaction
both as to time and scope; it applies to stipulations concerning a single point
and to a passing moment. The expressionapplies iparfectly to tﬁemngement
as the American ministers had proposed to make it. It no longer was appro-
priate after they had abandoned their idea and admitted all the ordinary stip-
ulations of treaties. The qualification by the word * provisional” did not alter
the sense of the word " treaty,” since every day treaties are limited to five, six,
or twelve years. On the contrary, the present trealy had no term, although
having the qualification of pmvw‘onﬂ; it had a character more permanent
than the majority of treaties, and this provisional treaty would last as long as
there was no agreement to make an end of it.

This was, then, to give the American a pure satisfaction of words, while we
had the irrevoeability of the treaty assured as a reality. One could raise diffi-
culties only on account of the odium attached to the word * provisional " dur-
ing the tati and vicissitudes of our Revolution, where every adminis-
tration for a long time twas provisional. Butin Englh‘h it was not this sense;
and if it is necessary to abandon words on account of the sad use made of them
in the course of our agitations, it will be necessary lom aﬁnking. Finally,
the qualification suited the idea which the ministers often coneeived, not
to abandon absolutely the treaties, and this idea with that of

clearly and expressed in a manner thus explicit, this was from cond 5
8o to speak, and to arrange things for the American plenipotentiaries, who ap-
peared to dread exceedingly the elamors of the ship-owners and merchants of
:.hs United States, if the convention should stipulate a formal renunciation of
ndemnities,

FROM JOURNAL OF FRENCH NEGOTIATORS,
[Translation.]
Conference 4 Vendémiaire, An, 9 (Seplember 25, 1800).

This conference has been veenz important for the objects treated of in it. The
American ministers demanded of the French ministers whether they had any
articles to pro ; for themselves, they said, thev had nothing further to ask;
sthey bhad finished as to what concerned the United Statesand their interests,

to app

the Americans of maervinf some appearance upon the sacrifice of the indem-
nities. From all these considerations we preferred the word * treaty " with the
qualification of ** provisional " to thetitle of ** convention," because there was no
exumple of such a word being applied to treaties asextensive asthe present one,
and because that generie expression had originally in publie law but a limited
signification, and had been replaced by the word '‘treaty."” The French ministers
returned and consented to the word ' provisi 1" Thisd jon terminated
we drew up the articles which are in the treaty, the first, seventh, tenth, and
twenty-fourth,, = * = L. A. PICHON.

BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON THE POST-OFFICE AND POST-ROADS.
Mr. BLOUNT. I ask, by unanimous consent, that Tuesday week, im-
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mediately after the reading of the Journal, be set apart for the consid-
eration of bills reported from the Committee on the Post-Office and
Post-RRoads.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. BLoUNT]?

Mr, BURROWS. Why do we not have a report from the Committee
on Rules fixing days for each of these committees, inclunding the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions, so that we may have some pension legisla-
tion? It seems that by this process we are going to shut out the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions entirely. I must object.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Committeeon Invalid Pensions has every
Friday evening.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

Mr. BURROWS. I will not object to the request, Mr. Speaker, if
we can have unanimous consent for a day to be set apart for the con-
sideration of general pension legislation. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !
on the Democratic side.

Mr, TOWNSHEND. My friend from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] for-
gets that the Committee on Invalid Pensions has every Friday night.

Mr. RYAN. That is only for private pension bills.

h]‘\{ri. BURROWS. Unless that can be done, I give notice that Ishall
objec
LIENS OF JUDGMENTS, ETC.

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, submitted the following re-

port:
The ittee of fi on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the n d ts of the S te to the bill (H. R. 8180) to regulate the liens of

judgments and decrees of the courts of the United States, having met, after full
and conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re-
speclive Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disag
ate and agree to the same,

ent to the d ts of the Sen-

JOHN 8. HENDERSON,
WILLIAM E. FULLER,
JOHN H. ROGERS,
Managers on the part of the House.
JAMES F. WILSON,
WILLIAM M. EVARTS,
J. Z. GEORGE,
Managers on the part of the Senale,

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I submit, on behalf of the
House conferees, a statement of the effect of the action of the confer-
ence committee.

The bill as amended reads as follows:

Anaect to regulate the liens ofjudgmg::n 1"?a;:n‘.l decrees of the courts of the Uniled

Be it enacled by the Senale and House g{fReprmnhHm of the Uniled Biales of
America in Congress bled, That j and decrees rendered in a cir-
cnit or district court of the United States within any State shall be liens on
property throughout such State in the same manner and to the same extentand
under the same conditions only as if such gudg‘menm and decrees had been
rendered by a court of general jurisdiction of such State: Provided, That when-
ever the laws of any State require a ju ent or decree of a State court to be
registered, recorded, docketed, indexed, or any other thing to be done, in a
particular manner, or in a certain office or county, before a lien shall attach

this act shall be applicable therein whenever and only whenever the laws o

such State shall authorize the judgments and decrees of the United States courts
to be stered, recorded, docketed, indexed, or otherwise conformed to the
:ﬂleg and requirements relating to the judgments and decrees of the courts of

a State, 3

Sec. 2. That the clerks of the several courts of the United States shall pre-
pare and keep in their respective offices complete and convenient indices and
cross-indices of the judgment records of said courts, and such indicesand records
shall at all times be open to the inspection and examination of the publie.

Sgoc, 3. Nothing herein shall be construed to require the docketing of a judg-
ment or decree of a United States court, or the filing of a transcript thereof, in
any State office within the same county (or parish in the State of Louisiana), in
whiech the judgment or decree is rendered, in order that such judgment may be
a lien on any property within such county.

The question being taken, the report of the committee of confer-
ence was agreed to.

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote
by which the report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to
reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

TARIFF.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. Mr1LLs] that the House resolve itself into Committee
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration
of bills raising revenue.

The motion was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair) and resumed
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and sim-
plify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the pending amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out lines 362 and 363, as follows :

* All tobacco in leaf, unmanufactured and not stemmed, 85 cents per pound.”

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Idesire to be heard further upon this amend-
ment,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoL-
LETTE] is recognized and will proceed.

XITX——408

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I move to substitute whatI send to the desk
for the lines under consideration.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out lines 362 and 863, inclusive, and insert instead :

“All leaf-tobacco contained in any package, bale, box, or in bulk, or shipped
in any form whatever, any part or é)m-tlnn of which is suitable for wrappers,

if not stemmed, 75 ceuts ﬁl]‘ pound; if stemmed, §1 per pound, on the whole

o« ts of such e, box, or bulk of tobacco.”

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No better illustration of the evils which this
bill seems designed to work can be found than in the paragraph under
consideration. This paragraph reduces the duty on a class of tobacco
which competes with that grown in the States of Connecticut, Massa-
chusetts, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois,
and Wisconsin.

The history of the growth of this indusiry and its relation to tariff
legislation presents an interesting and instructive lesson in protection.
In 1875 the value of the crop was little more than $7,000,000; in 1830
more than eleven and a half millions,and in 18586 something over $13,-
000,000.

In my own State and Congressional district the erop in 1885 (the last
census year) was as follows:

Tobaceo erop—1885.

. T
] Acres.| Value,

State of Wi KRN b aian s smesonon l 29,504 | §2,959, 462

Third Congressional district, Wisconsin v “] 13,408 | 1,351,073

From the first this crop promised new resources to agriculture. AsI
have stated, its cultivation had attained a substantial and encouraging
dovelopment nearly ten years ago. In the States named the farmer
turned with new hope and zeal from the overworked soil of his large
grain fields, turned from his reduced yield and depressed market
to the cultivation of a few acres of tobacco as well. This diversified
his labor. It yielded employment almost the year round. It reduced
competition and pressure in the old lines of produection, and so benefited
agricnlture in all the States, It laid heavy burdens of expense upon
the beginner, but it offered fairly liberal returns, and where scil and
climate seemed favorable it was tried and began speedily to fulfill its
promise. The farmer came to feel a confidence in the situation. He
soon understood the cuoltivation of the crop; he knew his market. It
was a home market; it was a reiiable market. It depended upon a
constant and *‘increasing consumption '’ upon which he could calculate,
He felt secure.

But foreign capital saw its opportunity. Directly under the equa-
tor lay a group of islands belonging to the Netherlands, washed on
one side by the Pacific Ocean, on the other by the sea of China.
On one of these islands were gathering the forces, directed by a rich
and powerful syndicate, destined to reach half way round the earth
and pluck the American market away from the American farmer.
Upon that island they had discovered that they conld produce a pe-
culiar tobacco-leaf, small, flexible, thin as tissne-paper, fine as silk. It
did not matter that it was inferior in all other respects to the Amer-
ican leaf, that it did not burn so well, that it did not taste so well. In
working up as a wrapper for cigars it proved cheaper than the Amer-
ican leaf, and therefore the cigar manufacturer would buy and use it
instead. This foreign syndicate found that they could grow three crops
a season; that they could employ cooly and Chinese labor at 7 to 10
cents per day; that they could cultivate, harvest, and prepare the leaf
for the market at a cost—taking into acconnt the peculiar quality of -
the tobacco—which would absolutely displace 4 pounds grown by the
American farmer with every pound they could raise and ship from this
island of Sumatra.

Mark what followed! In 1880only 38 pounds of that tobacco found
its way from the Netherlands to the United States. The following year
200,602 pounds, the next it more than trebled, running up to 782,763
pounds, and by the next year, 1883, the enormous amount of 3,818,-
931 poundscame from thesame source to crowd four times that amount,
or nearly 16,000,000 pounds, grown on our own soil out of our own mar-
ket.

The farmers conld not stand the competition, and they appealed to
Congress to increase the tariffon this tobacco. For a score of years all
unmanufactured leaf-tobacco had paid a duty of 35 cents per pound,
but these new competitors paid that duty and laughed at the trifling
obstacle it offered to their advancing monopoly. There was at that
time a Republican administration and a Republican Congress, and the
appeal was heard and responded to. In March, 1883, a law was passed
designed to increase the duty on leaf-tobacco suitable for wrappers
from 35 to 75 cents per pound. In this House if received the vote and
support of Republican members, and met the opposing influence and
vote of Democratic members. ' .

The effect of the increased protection given by that Congress was at
oncemanifest. Theimportationsof Sumatratobaceo decreased morethan
three and a quarter million pounds. It really seemed that our own




6514

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JoLy 19,

market was to be given to our own farmers. They were encouraged,
not because the law gave them a subsidy or bounty, not because of any
advantage given them over any competitorson our own soil, butbecause
the law furnished a protection againsta foreign article produced by cheap
labor under different circumstances and conditions. They returned to
the caltivation of this product. They re-enforced their skill with in-
telligentexperiment. They invested theirmoney. They builltobacco
barns and store-houses. They increased the quality and value of the
American product—not to the depression of the market, but by a
healthy and normal growth.

But no one had suspected the power, the determination, the dis-
_ honesty of the foreign enemy. The law had been framed to apply to

the foreign leaf as it was then produced, assorted, packed, and sold.

As enacted, and as it now stands, it reads as follows:

Leaf-tobacco, of which 85 per cent. is of the requisite size and of the neces-
sary fineness of texture to be suitable for wrappers, and of which more than 100
leaves are required to weigh a pound, if not stemmed 75 cents per;{)ound; if
stemmed £l per pound. All other tobacco in leaf unmanufactu and not
stemmed, 35 cents per pound. |

Under that law, as this tobacco was then produced, assorted, packed,
and shipped to this country, it would substantially all be subject to the
75-cent rate, as it was and is practically all suitable for wrappers.
It was the intention of Congress that it should pay the higher rate. It
was to secure the protection which the higher rate gave to the Ameri-
can farmer that the law was passed. .

Almost immediately the foreign importers sought to evade the stat-
ute. By its terms the tobacco must meet two requirements to be as-
sessed the higher or 75-cent rate. It must be:

First. Leat” tobacco 85 per cent. of which is suitable for wrappers;
and

Second. More than one hundred leaves must be required to weigh a

und.

Avoiding either test it wonld escape the 75 and only pay the 35 cent
rate of duty.

The first attempt to evade the law was by invoicing. The tobacco
was shipped from Sumatra to Amsterdam, where out of the entire in-
voice of say one hundred packages or bales of wrapper-leaf tobacco six-
teen bales or packages would be replaced with inferior tobacco not
‘‘suitable for wrappers,’’ so that less than 85 per cent. of the invoice
would be suitable for wrappers. This was anticipated and met at the
cnstom-house at New York by Treasury Department raling that the in-
voice would not be taken as the unit on which to compute the per cent.,
but that each bale of wrapper-leaf must pay the 75-cent rate.

Then came a new and more successful frand. Each bale or package
weighing, say, 200 pounds, was opened at Amsterdam and a number of
the little bundles of leaves, called ““hands,”” of which the package or
bale is composed, weighing about 37 pounds, were taken out and 37
pounds of tobacco not suitable for wrappers substituted, thus reducing
the percentage of wrapper-leaf in each bale or package below 85 per
cent.

This was followed by the decision of Secretary Folger, May 1, 1884,
directing the custom-house inspector to break open bales or packages
and assess the wrapper-leaf at 75 cents per pound. These lawless in-
vaders of our market carried their opposition to the courts, protracting
the fight, and contesting the enforcement of the law openly as well as
secretly. The decision was sustained.

Then this syndicate carried the cheat down to the collection of
leaves in the ** hands.”” Their labor is so cheap that they can afford
any expenditureof it to beat thelaw. They then placed leaves enough
not suitable for wrappers into the little bundle or ‘““hand »’ to bring
the percentage of wrapper-leaf below 85 per cent.

In Augustlast Assistant Secretary Maynard ruled in accordance with
the decision of Secretary Folger that the bale or package or *‘hand”’
is not the unit under the law, but that the *‘ leaf-tobacco suitable for
wrappers '’ must pay the 75-cent rate without reference to the form or
vehicle of shipment.

The slow and laborious process required to collect this duty renders
the existing law exceedingly difficult of enforcement. Since 1834 the
evasions under it have been simply enormous. The total amount of
this tobacco entered for consumption from the Netherlands at the New
York custom-house for the last three years is as follows:

Total num- | Total num-

ber of pounds ber of pounds
Year. entered at | enteredat
35 cents per | 75 cents per
pound. pound.

1885 2,217,917 88,016
1886 , 000, 519 29,994
1887 4,213, 336 28, 756

This discloses the fact that the great bulk of this tobaceo only pays
the lower or 35-cent rate.

When it is remembered that every single pound of it displaces 4
pounds of that grown in this country it will be seen that in both 1886
and 1887 these foreign gentlemen took away from our own farmers the

market for more than 16,000,000 pounds, or more than one-fourth of
the annual crop of American wrapper-leaf.

The effect of this unfair and unlawful appropriation of our market
has been to give this industry a most serious injury and discourage
and dishearten those engaged in the business. I know farmers in my
own neighborhood who have old crops of two and three years on hand
awaiting buyers who do not come. In a single year the crop fell oft
3,000 acres in Wisconsin, Greatand expensive tobacco barns and store-
houses stand empty or only partially used, while a erop which ought
to have a permanent and prominent place with the farm staples main-
tains a doubtful and uncertain existence.

How is it with the Sumatra competitors? The question is scarcely
necessary. Paying next to nothing for the hands employed, they are
able to expend so much labor in the eultivation, selection, and assort-
ment of the leaf that they role the market and gather in certain and
large profits.

Hon. Isaac Bell, jr., our minister at The Hagte, in a communication
to Secretary Bayard December 22, 1885, notes the fact that—

Some of the Sumatra tobaceo companies had declared annual dividends of
over 100 per cent.

And Iam informed that in 1887 their profits were nearly 200 per
cent.

The producers of American wrapper-leaf tobacco have pressed this
matter for consideration in Congress with great earnestness for the last
three years. Until very recently they have not succeeded in getting
the party in power here to make any audible answer to their urgent
appeals. A few weeks ago, however, the New England Homestead pub-
lished the reply of the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee
[Mr. M1LLs] to a request to clear the present law of the clauses which
make its evasion possible and leave the rate at 75 cents per pound. I
read what the gentleman [Mr. MILLs] said in response to that request
from the farmers:

A NOTE FROM MR. MILLS,
[New England Homestead, Saturday, May 19, 1888.]
® L] ® ® &® - *®

On the subject of tobacco we can not accept your request. Thirty-five cents
per pound is & high enough duty on tobacco; 70 cents is prohibition and norev-
enue, and we can not afford to destroy our foreign trade in tobacco or any other
article. The Sumatra tobacco is now smuggled in at 35 cents,

R. Q. MILLS,
HouvsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, D. C.

In this note it will be observed that the gentleman says that ‘75
cents is prohibition and no revenue.”” What does he mean by that?
Does he want more revenue? Have not the people been told through
all these weary months that ruin could only be averted by reducing the
revenue at once? And now the gentleman refuses relief in this in-
stance on the ground that the rate asked by the producer of this prod-
uct of the soil will prohibit the importation of Sumatra tobacco and
have the disastrous effect of producing no revenue. For that reason
he condemns it. No plea is advanced by him that Sumatra tobacco is
one of the much talked of ** necessaries of life,”” and for that reason the
duty must be reduced, but the farmers are told in a curtlittle note that'
the 75 cent rate if retained and enforced will keep the Sumatra tobacco
out aitoget.he:r and yield no duty to the Government—that it is ** prohi-
bition and no revenue.”” To one industry these gentlemen say, ‘‘We
lower the duty because the revenue must be reduced.”” Here the duty
is reduced to increase and insurerevenue. This bill puts vegetables on
the free-list because they are necessaries of life, and because the accu-
mulation of the surplus must be stopped; and it reduces the duty on Su-,
matra tobacco because it is a luxury and because the present rate en-
forced will not assist in inereasing the surplus.

But the gentleman assigns another reason. Hesays ‘“wecannotaf-
ford to destroy our foreign trade in tobacco or any other article.”’ Here
is the chronie trouble with the free-trader. He can see nothing near to
him. His vision is peculiarly defective. It renders him totally blind
to what is going on around him in his own country, while the dreamy
“ far-sightedness '’ which keeps his gaze constantly fixed on distant!
foreign objects plays strange tricks with his processes of reasoning,.

The gentleman from Texas [ Mr. M1LLs] says ‘* we can not afford to
destroy our foreign trade in tobacco.’’ He entirely ignores the im-
portance of our home trade in tobacco. It appears to be a matter of
utter indifference to the gentleman how guickly and completely this
shall be annihilated, but Heaven save the ‘‘foreign trade in tobacco.’’
It gives him no concern that our farmers have on their hands one-fourth
of the wrapper crops of 1886 and 1887 awaiting a market which has:
been appropriated by this imported tobacco, Itdoes not worry him be-
cause the foreign syndicate has more than $8,045,505 of money which
should have gone to our own people, who have instead their unsold
crops. He is happy because he has the *‘foreign trade’” in Sumatra
left. This “ foreign trade in tobacco’’ with the Netherlands must be
saved at any sacrifice. And yet it all amounts to just this: that for
every single dollar which they leave in this conntry in that trade they
take three dollars out. This is the “‘ foreign trade in tobaceo’’ which'
the gentleman would buy at the cost of an important agricultural in-
dustry. 8ir, it is too high a price to pay for the luxury.

But the gentleman has still another reason. Hesays the *‘Sumatra
tobacco is now smuggled in at 35 cents,”
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True, Mr. Chairman, a great quantity of itis smuggled in at 35 cents,
but does that furnish a reason for reducing the tariff? Are laws to be
repealed because they are evaded or defied? Isthere to be a preminm
put on crime? Why shonld these foreign law-breakers be rewarded ?

Here the issue is at last distinctly made. Let there be no more
misunderstanding. Here is a contest between the American farmer
and the foreign smuggler, and the gentleman from Texas arrays him-
self and his party against the farmer. He takes away from the agri-
culturists of the United States a promising industry and bestows its
valuable and coveted market on the Netherlands. He smites with
heavy hand the plain, patient, toiling supporters of this Government,
and generouxly gives millions to rich foreign syndicates employing la-
bor scarcely a grade above absolute slavery. And this is a fair sample
of Democratic tariff revision.

Mr, Chairman, ever since the beginning of the Forty-ninth Congress
I have tried to secure the amendment to the existing law which I
have offered to this paragraph.

There is no ambiguity in its terms, It would put anend to all at-
tempts to violate the law. Under it if the tobacco were mixed, as it
now is to cheat the Government and steal into our market, *‘the en-
tire bale, box, package, or bulk’’ would be assessed the higher rate of
duty. This would be the imposition of such a penalty as the importer
would be careful never to invite or provoke. Though urged since the
first days of the Forty-ninth Congress, the Democratic Ways and Means
Committee of the last House and this have persistently refused to re-
port that bill for the relief of this industry.

And after all the protests and pleading for the tobacco-growers this
tariff bill was reported here containing a proposition to take away from
them even the imperfect protection afforded by the presentlaw. Though
only a portion of this tobacco pays the higher rate, when all ought to
pay it, still the winding, devious course which 4he importer has to
pursue to perpetrate his cheat and sneak through the custom-house, is
in itself something of a hindrance and check to the importation. But
the bill, as it came from this Democratic Committes on Ways and
Means, proposed at one stroke to reduce the duty on all leaf tobacco
to 35 cents per pound.

Now, at the last moment, there is a sudden change in the attitude of
the committee—not that they are more friendly to the farmers who
produce the domestic leaf, but that they evince a little less zeal for the
Sumatra producer. The gentleman from Texas now moves to strike
ont these lines in the bill and leave the present law unchanged. Why
does he do this? 1t surely can not be that he wants to give our tobaceo-
growers the protection of a 75 cent rate of duty, because he says in his
letter which I have just read that—

Thirty-five cents n pound is a high enough duty on tobaceo,

It is not because he wants the Sumatra importers to pay the higher
rate of daty, for he says in the same letter that—

The Sumatra tobacco is now smuggled in at 35 cents, -

Of course if the law is unchanged it will continue fo be **smuggled
in at 35 cents.”” If friendly consideration for this great American in-
terest moved the gentleman he would not oppose and with all the other
gentlemen on that side vote down my amendment, which would stop
the smuggling he admits is practiced now. No; but an explanation
for this action I think can be found in the necessities of the political
situation. The farmers of Connecticut cultivate annually about 8,000
acres of this tobacco. They with other growers want protection; they
want the law changed so there can be no evasion; they do not want
the paragraph in this bill now under ewonsideration. Itis against the
principles and practice of the Democratic party to give them this pro-
tection. So gentlemen on the other side refuse to change the law and
stop the smuggling,

But as the absolute necessity of earrying Connecticut in order to
elect a Democratic President has lately become soapparent the gentle-
man from Texas shrinks from the responsibility of further angering
the farmers of Connecticut just at thistime. He shrinksfrom putting
into his bill the affirmative proof of his hostility to protecting the to-
baccogrowers. He shrinks here on the eve of this great political con-
test from thus openly relieving the Sumatra importers of the trouble of
mixing and packing their tobacco to evade the law. By refraining
just now from making the law a little harder on the Connecticut
farmer and a little easier for the Sumatra importer, gentlemen on the
other side hope to be able to make enongh of a show of friendliness to
hold on to the farmer vofe until after the 6th of November.

Mr. Chairman, I saw an interesting paragraph in the New York Sun
a few days ago, taken from the St. Paul Globe (Democratic) of July 9.
It was entitled ** Mills and Vance Lock Horns Again.”” This time it
was not about the paragraph on *‘ wood-screws,”’ but it was over this
very clause on leaf tobacco now under consideration. The paragraph

concluded with the statement that Congressman VANCE said to-day
openly:
Unless that clause is stricken out we can not hope to carry Connecticut.
It is just possible that this may explain the strange motion which
g:a gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] now makes to strike out the
use.
The clever and genial gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. VANCE] may

succeed in making his Democratic constituents believe that he rendered
them a valuable service in persuading the gentleman from Texas that
it was not safe this year to declare openly in the tariff bill against eur
tobacco-growers, butif he has power enough with his Democratic friends
on the Ways and Means Committee to work this change, I apprehend
that his farmer constituents will ask him to explain why he did not se-
cure someamendment to the law thatwould be of value to them; why
he did not secure an amendment that would stop this foreign eompetitor
from smuggling in annually 4,213,336 pounds of Sumatra at 35 cents a
pound to crowd four times that amount of American leaf out of the
market.

Mr. Chairman, I trust thatthe time has atlast come when the farmers,
notonly of Connecticut but of the United States, will plainly understand
that their interests are not with a party that wounld ruin its home in-
dustries to build up a ** foreign trade.”’

You Democrats have the majority here. You have the power to
change this law and give the farmers the reliefl they ask, and you refuse
to do it. It is your fixed purpose to give this with other American in-
dustries over to your foreign idol. You may ignore petitions and refuse
to listen to all pleas here, but, gentlemen, there is another court and
another day, and from your tyrannical majority both hereand in com-
mittee we appeal to the people.

Here the hammer fell. ]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. Does the
gentleman withdraw his formal amendment ?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Ido.

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, I renew it.

[Mr. BAKER, of Iliinois, withholds his remarks for revision.
APPENDIX. |

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, the double-headed proposition
made by our Democratic friends upon the wool question is amusing
in itsabsurdity. They tell us that to put wool on the free-list will give
the farmer higher prices for his products and at the same time afiord
the people cheaper woolen blankets and clothing. Just how a finished
article i3 to be made cheaper by increasing the cost of the material
of which it is composed they do not explain, thongh they have been
many times in this House challenged to doso. Indeed,the proposi-
tion would seem to the ordinary human intellect to be the climax of
nonsense.

But our friends on the other side are in a desperate situation. They
want the votes of the laboring man, so they argue to him that the daty
on wool is just so much added to its cost, and asa uence so much
added to the costof his blankets and clothes, and hence in his interest
it shounld be repealed. -

But our Democratic'friends want the votes of the farmers ani wool-
growers also, and so they argue that by striking off the duty which
protects them from competing with c¢heap wool grown by foreign cheap
labor and on cheap lands the price of wool will be advanced.

You see how well they snit them to the necessities of their condi-
tion. It is true they say thisin defiance of all logic and common sense,
but when was the time when the Democracy was not equal to the cheeky
and impudent task of endeavoring to make the people believe that
black is white and white is black if their case appeared to demand
it?

There can be no donbt that the repeal of the duty on wool will make
the price of wool higher, but not to the American wool-grower. It
will be the American consumer of wool, the laborer, and others, who
buy blankets and woolen cloths who will pay the higher price. For
when the duty on wool shall be repealed the cheap wools of Australia
and South America will flow into our markets and so reduce the price
of American wool as to drive our farmers toslanghter their flocks. By
that means the fleeces of forty-four million American sheep will be lost
tons. That alone will necessarily enhancethe priceof wool. Weshall
also by that means be left entirely tothe mercy of foreign wool-growers,
who will make such prices as they please.

That is the true picture of what the free-trade Democracy have in
store for both the farmers and consumers of the country—the destruc-
tion of the product of the one and the increase of price to the other.

But one other serious question arises in this connection. If the wool
industry in America is protected and our farmers are enconraged to in-
crease their flocks, so as to afford us wool for our wants, where will the
money go which paid forit? It goes to our own people. It remains
here 1o be circulated among our people and thus increases the volume
of our currency, while if the duty is repealed and the industry is
destroyed we shall buy abroad, send our money abroad to pay, and so
decrease our circulating medinm. And what is true in this respect of
wool is true of all our products. -

The more we produce at home the more of the people’s money we
shall keep at home for their use. Every new industry created among
us is a sourceof wealth to the people. Iveryindustry destroyedleaves
a gap to be filled by foreign producers and opens the way to sending
the people’s money out of the country.

This fact demonstrates the utter absurdity of the declared purpose
of the Mills bill—that is, to reduce the revenue so as to prevent any
further surplus accumulating in the Treasury. This was the reason
given by the President, and is the reason or excuse given by the free-

See
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trade Democracy in this House for assaunlting the industries and labor
of the country.

When we have remonstrated against placing lumber on the free-list
we have been answered that there is a great surplus in the Treasury
which threatens a business panic and gensral financial disaster.

When we ask that building stone, vegetables, fish, and fifty-three im-
portant industries in the North be not sacrificed or given over into for-
eign control to enrich people not owing allegiance to our flag nor pay-
ing any of the expenses of our Government, we have been met with the
same reply, and so have we been when we have resisted the reduction
of duties upon our manufactures and farm produets in the North to so
low a figure as to place our people in unequal competition with cheap
labor on our northern border and across the sea. Although, when we
have raised our voices against taxing the people $60,000,000 to main-
tain a small industry in Louisiana which has never produced more than
one-tenth of the sugar the country consumes, and when we ask why
rice should pay a duty of 100 per cent. in order to protect a few rice-
growers in %outh Carolina and Georgia, though it is shown that by
placing these two articles on the free-list the revenues would be suffi-
ciently reduced to prevent any further accnmulation of surplus in the
Treasury, the only reply we get is a solid vote of the Democracy in the
House to retain these extraordinary duties.

The truth is that the reduction of the surplus is mot the purpose,
but the pretense of the Democratic free-trade party. It is made a
cloak to cover the attack of that party upon Northern industries ex-
cept in some few favored Democratic districts. The surplus has grown
up under a Democratic administration. Purposely it has been allowed
to accnmulate when under existing law it might have been applied,
and pow it is songht to be used as a menace to frighten us into the
ranks of free-traders.

Baut this scheme will not work, for every intelligent man knows that
the Mills bill will angment to indefinite dimensions the very danger
which its friends pretend to fear.

What danger is there in the accumulation of a surplus of revenue in
the Treasury ? Whatis the hurtful effect which it may have upon the
country? How can it produce business panic and financial disaster?
Only in one way certainly, that is by keeping out of circulation the
money which should be among the people.

I would like to see the surplus disbursed, and I would gladly vote
for a sensible bill which would accomplish that purpose without injur-
ing our industries. But such a bill will have to be framed by the
friends of America, by men who believe in her institutions, in the in-
dependence of her position, in the genius of her people and the power
of her workingmen, in all pursuits, to make her the producer of all
that her wants demand. Yes, by men who know a better way to dis-
tribute her surplus than the Mills bill provides, which is to send it
across the sea to fill the treasuries of foreign nations and the pockeis of
foreign manufacturers; forall that thedistribution of our presentsurplus
would inerease the volume of our circulating currency would be but
a fraction of the amount which our circulation would be decreased by
our loss of the money which the Mills bill wounld send out of the conn-
try to purchase foreign manufactures and products to take the place of
those which the destruction of our industries would prevent us from
furnishing at home.

The gentleman from California a few days ago presented the tables
which show that notwithstanding the surplus has increased in our
Treasury, the circulation of money among our people has at the same
time increased from month to month. How has this ocenrred? It is
wholly due to protection, which has kept our mechanics and farmers
and all our producers at work and thus kept our money at home.

Should the Mills bill become a law, how long would it be before the
balance of trade would be against ns? How long before the volume
of our money pouring out of our country to foreign lands to buy what
we now produce would exceed by twofold the surplus which runs
into our Treasury? Whatever the disadvantages of the surplus may
be I would rather risk it in our own Treasury, whereit is the property
of our own countrymen, than in the pockets of British merchants and
manufacturers who are, if not the enemies, certainly are the competi-
tors of our people in the great battle for national prosperity and progress.

The effect of low duties, amounting practically to free trade, upon
the volume of money among the people was so keenly experienced and
bitterly felt by our forefathers during the time of the Confederation
that it should never be forgotten, but remain in men’s memories as a
sad and salutary lesson to those who would see their country cursed by
such mischievous leﬂ'u]ation as the free-trade Democracy propose to
enact in the Mills bill., )

Then our forefathers had what this bill provides in part at least and
what the Democrats in this debate have again and again urged and
argued for—practical free trade. What was then the result? Cheap
goods flowed in from Europe; the money of the people poured over the
sea to pay for them, until all trade became barter. Therewas no cur-
rency left for cirenlation in the country; people trafficked in cattle and
sheep and most everything, except silver and gold coin or any kind of
money.

'I'hey general disaster which fell upon all classes and every kind of
industry has formed too many sad pictures in the descriptions of

statesmen and historians to admit of repetition here. It was arrested
only by the formation of a Constitution for all the colonies, the estab-
lishment of a new and stronger Government, and the enactment of a
protective tariff which encouraged hew industries that gave labor to
the people and kept their money at home.

The same principles will operate to-day as then. Like causes will
produce like effects, and it will be found always that in a country
where labor is high, as in our own, the best assurance of a sufficient
volume of currency is that protection to domestic industries which
shall give employment to the toilers and stimulate the development
of all the varied resources with which God has enriched the nation.
Under such protection our country has had a degree of prosperity un-
known in the history of mankind. Let us maintain it, whether it
be assailed by the theories of doctrinaires, old prejudices, sectional
envy, or the alliance of British greed with Democratic ambition for
political power. -

Mr. FORAN. Mr. Chairman, while the general debate was pending
I gave my views, at considerable length, npon the measure under con-
sideration. Since that time the bill has been o modified and amended
that many of the objections I then entertained against the proposition
no longer exist. There still remain in the bill, however, a few impor-
tant provisions and sections, which are so utterly at variance with my
convictions of duty and the pledges made my constituents that I can
not consistently or conscientiously vote for it. I re; this exceed-
ingly because it has always been my aim and my desire to be in line
with my party upon all important questions of public policy. Besides,
the ‘‘condition’’ mentioned by the President in his message to this
Congress still confronts us. Our patriotism as citizens anfl onr official
oaths alike require and demand at our hands the solution and removal
of this **condition.””

The collection by the Government and retention in the United States
Treasury of a sum annually equal to one dollar for every man, woemen,
and child in the Republic can not long continue, except at the cost of the
most direful consequences to the prosperity and business interests of the
country. The contraction of the circulating medinm of a country al-
ways results in enhancing the value of money, while it invariably
decreases the wage of the laborer. The *‘condition’’—the surplus—
ought to be and must be removed, and at once. The Mills bill
seeks to accomplish this result. It diverges, in a few essential details,
from the line of policy I would follow were the entire responsibility
upon me; yet I am not gzepared to say that the Ways and Means
Committee, upon the whole, especially in the amendments allowed
since the bill was introduced, have not honestly endeavored to for-
mulate and perfect a bill that would relieve the people from unneces-
sary burdens and at the same time do justice to the various conflict-
ing interests of our greatly diversified industries,

If the committee failed in some instances it is because the tariff
question, in the very nature of things, ean not be delocalized or nation-
alized, I had hoped that ourfriends upon the other side of the Cham-
ber wounld formulate and present a measure that wounld more nearly
meet my views; but in this hope I have been disappointed. Their
policy has been to point out alleged detects in the bill in speeches,
which were not calculated or intended to create a healthy public opin-
ion or sentiment upon the vital and the main question—the reduction
of the surplus—but which were calculated and intended solely to in-
fluence and affect and create Republican sentiment for the November
election. Much as I differ with the majority of my party upon the
tariff’ question, I can not consistently, as a Democrat, aid the Repub-
lican party in creating an issue’that is illusory and misleading.

The present condition of the Treasury—the surplus and the giant
evils itis bound to precipitate upon the country—brings us face to face
with a public, not a political question. This question is so grave and
far-reaching and so liable to affect injurionsly the best interests of the
whole people, that it ought to be approached, discussed, and consid-
ered by patriots, not partisans; it is above and beyond mere party con-
siderations. The Repunblican minority, however, have not seen fit to
soregard it. ThePresident’s message was hailed by Republicanleaders,
not so much in the light of a menace to the industries of the country
as in the light of outlining a policy which they believed they could, by
judicions twisting and appeals to local prejudice, turn to their advan-
tage politically. These gentlemen will vote against this bill, not be-
cause they honestly believe it is a vicions measure, but becanse some
injudicious utterances by gentlemen on this side of the House will en-
able them to tell their constituents it is a free-trade measure, and in
support of that contention they will cite, not the bill itself or its con-
tents, but the remarks of gentlemen who have supported it.

How any bill which provides for average duties ot 40 cent, can
be called a free-trade measure Eaasm human comprehension; but that
fact will be carefully obscured by the bewildering denunciations which
will be hurled at the bill and the Democratic party, because a few gen-
tlemen have permitted themselves in the discussion on this bill to in-
dulge in the glittering generalities of free-trade philosophy. Now,
while I can not vote for this bill, for the reasons already stated, I cer-
tainly ean not have any sympathy with the opposition to it, which
springs from the selfish and partisan motives which dominate the Re-
publican party.
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To vote against the bill would be to countenance and commend the
unpatriotic and selfish policy of the Republican party. My own party
fealty as well as my convictions of right and duty make such action
impossible. I have, by my votes, entered my protest against those
items in the bill which my judgment lead me to believe were illogical
or wrong, while I have uniformly voted for all items, clauses, and
sections I believed to be sound and right. I am sorry the bill is not
in such shape as would prompt me to vote for it, but it is too near my
position, and the opposition to it is of so selfish and purblind a char-
acter thdt it is impossible for me to vote against it.

One word more. As a Democrat, I donot regard the tariff as a party
question. It is local in character, a business question that should be
dealt with in a non-partisan spirit,

The principles of the Democratic party are too broad, too deep, too
far-reaching to be even temporarily put out of sight for a question that,
in details, is far better understood by manufacturers and merchants than
by statesmen. The difference hetween the two great parties now con-
tending for supremacy in this country is as vast and as wide as space.
I am a Democrat. I mean by that,as-I said upon another occasion,
that a Democrat is a

FREE RESPONSIBLE SOUL.

A Democrat is a man who would increase by all lawful means, to the highest
attainable limit, the power of the individual, without sacrificing the require-
ments of public order; he believes that there should be no inequality ot con-
dition except that which springs from the inequality of talents, and he aims at
removing all inequality except such as isabsolutely necessary to the progress and
development of humanity ; he believes that men are responsible solely as men,
have rights simply because they are men, and shonld be valued solely as men,
and that every man has the right to raise himself to the highest point of excel-
lence of which his soul and mentality are capable. In a word, the Democrat be-
lieves that merit is everything, birth nothing,

Politically a Democrat is a citizen who believes in a government by the
people, while a Republican is a citizen who believes in o government of the
people, The D atie citizen believes in the largest possible limit of direct
popular control in the government, consistent with social order and progress,
while the Republican citizen would limit and eircumscribe this direct popular
control, believing that beiter government can be secured by placing govern-
mental power only in the hands of the so-called well-born or privileged class.
Again, the D tie citizen beli in limiting the powers of the Federal
Government and conserving to the States, atall hazards, every right and power
reserved to them by the Constitution. In other words, the Democrat wonld
maintain the binding force of the exact literal language of the Constitution, and
would oppose at all times, by all means, the enlargement of Federal powers by
interpretation. The Repuablican believes in the reverse of all this, me is the
correct, the exact dividing line between the two parties.

It is nupon these lines that I have always contended that the wage-
worker, the toiler, and the man of limited means is ont of place in
the Republican party. The traditions and the inherited principles of
the Republican party are those of Hamilton, while the Democrat be-
lieves in the teachings of Jefferson. Parties sometimes swerve from
the straight line of principle and follow the devious line of expediency.
The Democratic party is no exception to this rule. Parties are merely
aggregations of men, and all men are selfish, and the prospect of pres-
ent success often lures them from the path that leads to a success which
may be remote, but is always certajn.

Through all the trials, through every crisis of the Democratic party,
the principles upon which it was founded by Jefferson always survived,
for principlesnever die. The party may have erred, it may haveswerved
from its path, but its faith, its principles as above outlined, are as pure
and as just to-day as when first the lovers of free popular government
made them the creed and dogmas of a political party. Here is a plat-
form upon which all Democrats can stand. Questions of expediency
and policy—side issues—sink into obscurity and insignificance when
contrasted with the great essentials of human liberty upon which the
Democratic party is founded. Divergence of opinion upon guestions
of party expediency farnish no excuse for desertion to the enemy.
‘While I will not vote for this bill, while I could not vote for it under
any circumstances in its present shape, yet will I be found this fall—and
at all times while life lasts—in the ranks of my party, in the forefront
of the fight for Democratic ascendency and the perpetuation of Demo-
cratic principles in this Republic. I can see no hope for the people in
Republican ascendency. If the principles of the Democratic party are
sound—based on justice and right—and so I believe, I feel it my duty
to combat errors into which it may fall from within, not from without.

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the formal amend-
ments will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read the pending paragraph
under consideration.

The Clerk read as follows:

All tob in leaf, factured, and not stemmed, 35 cents per pound,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on striking out the paragraph
which has been read, the motion having been made hy the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. MILLs].

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. HITT. What has become of the amendment proposed by the
gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr, LA FoLLETTE] on yesterday.

The CHAIRMAN, It has been disposed of.

Mr. MILLS. T move, on page 29, line 1 of section 4, to strike out
¢ July’’ and insert ‘‘ October;’" so as to read:

SEC. 4. That on and after the 1st day of October, 1583, in lien of the duties here-
teiure imposed on the articles hereinafter mentioned, there shall be levied, col-
lected, and paid the following rates of duty on said articles severally.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SPINOLA. I move, on
and 89, as follows:
Pipes, pipe-bowls, and all k

page 32, to strike out lines 86, 87, 88,

, T

s’ articles w ver, not specially enumer-

ated or provided for, 50 per cent. ad valorem ; all common pipes of clay, 25 per
cent, valorem. = :
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to going back to that para:
ph?

There was no objection.

The question recurred on Mr. SPINOLA’S amendment, and it was
adopted.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph, which
was passed over at the suggestion of the gentleman from New Jersey
[Mr. LEHLBACH]. :

The Clerk read as follows:

Bonnets, hats, and hoods for men, women, and children, composed of hair,
whalebone, or anv vegetable material, and not specially enumerated or pro-
vided for, 30 per cent. ad valorem,

Mr. BYNUM. Before we proceed with the debate on that paragraph
I ask to move a mere formal amendment on page 58, which is a part of
the repealing clause,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sgc. 24. That sections 3011 and 3013 of the Revised Btatutes be, and hereby are,
repealed as to all importations made after the date of this act; and all laws and
paris of laws inconsistent with the other requirements and provisions of Lhis
act are also hereby repealed.

Mr. BYNUM. I move to strike out the words:

And all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the other requirements and
provisions of this act are also hereby repealed.

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the paragraph passed
over on motion of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LEELBACH],
which has already been read, and the Clerk will now report the amend-
ment moved by Mr. LERLBACH to that paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:

Add to the paragraph the following :

*‘Buttons ealled by and known among manufacturers as pearl buttons, a spe-
cifie duty of 4 cents per line per gross (English measurement).”

Mr. MILLS. I askthat debate on this paragraph be limited to two
hours, one hour on each side.

Mr. REED. I object. I think we had better go on with the five-
minute debate.
Mr. MILLS, T ask thatan hour be given on this side.

Mr. REED. I object.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Possibly an hour will not be needed.

Mr. MILLS. We gave twenty minutes yesterday to the other side
and fifteen minutes this morning, and I do not see why gentlemen
shonld object to the time asked for on this side.

Mr. BUCHANAN. But my colleague desires tospeak to a substan-
tial amendment, and I suggest that the gentlemen wait until my col-
league gets through before fixing the limit.

Mr. MILLS. I am perfectly content that the gentleman shall have
all the time he wants within reasonable limits.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands objection is made.

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwishto submit arequest for unanimous consent
to the House, and with a view of doingso I submita formal amendment
to strike out the last word of the pending paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DockERY). The gentleman from Illinois
will proceed.

Mr. SPRINGER. T have listened with great patience to all gentle-
men in this Honse during all of this long and protracted debate, and
I believe that during this discussion every gentleman has been per-
mitted to speak as long as he desired. I now ask the indulgence of
the committee that I may be permitted to address myself to that part
of the bill which relates to the tariff on wool, with the assurance that
I will confine myself exclusively to that subject; and I ask unanimous
consent that I may be permitted, after the gentleman from New Jer-
sey shall have concluded his reharks, to address the committee for a
period not to exceed one hour.

Mr. REED. It does not seem to me to be a fair proposition after
the debate is closed that a gentleman should come here with a prepared
speech and ask additional time for the purpose of delivering it. Had
we been notified a reasonable time in advance it would have been
granted, and probably would have been granted with the greatest
pleasure. But I do not think it is desirable now to reopen the subject.

Mr. SPRINGER. On the subject of wool permit me to state that
geutlemen on the otherside of the Chamber oceupied one hour and forty-
five minutes more than was occupied on this side; and this order, if
granted, would not even eqnalize the debate on that question. I have
no desire to depart from the legitimate subject under consideration or
indulge in any political matters.

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman from Illinois will yield to me for
amoment 1 will remind my friend from Maine that the gentlemam from
Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE] was given fifty minutes consecutively,
as a matter of eourteesg to him and that side of the House, on this sched-
ule—the woolen schedule—uninterruptedly, within ten minutes of the

time asked by the gentleman from Illinois on this side.
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The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state the request of the gentleman
from Illinois,

Mr. REED. If there is a proposition for an hour on each side I
should not make special objection to it, after having called attention

- to the way that this thing is done. I do not think it is a satisfactory
method of doing business in commitiee.

Mr. McMILLIN. The first request of the gentleman from Tllinois
was for an hour.

Mr. REED. And I objected to the first request.

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Maine object to two
hours, then, one on each side ? 3

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request to the com-
mittee.

Is there objection to allowing debate for two hours on the woolen
schedule of the bill, that time to be equally divided between the two
sides of the House ? -

There was no objection.

Mr, SPRINGER. Now let the gentleman from New Jérsey occupy
such time as he desires on his amendments.

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman from
Maine will be allowed to control the hour on the left. Does the gen-
tleman desire to proceed now ?

Mr. REED. No; the gentleman from Illinois will take his hour

t.

Mr. SPRINGER. After the gentleman from New Jersey has con-
cluded his remarks I will proceed.

Mr. LEHLBACH. Of course I know nothing of this arrangement.
The time shonld be given me to offer two substantial amendments,
which I propose and on which I ask to be heard.

The CHAIERMAN. The gentleman will send his amendments up.

Mr. REED. This does not come out of any time that we may have
on this side under the new arrangement.

The CHAIRMAN. It doesnot. The time occupied by the gentle-
man from New Jersey will be on his own amendments.

Mr. BLAND. That is, for five minuntes, under the rule?

The CHAIRAJIAN. Of course the gentleman occupies the floor, if at
all, under the rule.

Mr. BLAND. But I understand it is only for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Hespeaks under therule of course. If the gen-
tleman gets more time that will be by the consent of the committee.

Mr. LEHLBACH. My first amendment is to strike out ** thirty,’’
in line 26 of this paragraph, and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so that it will read
50 per cent. ad valorem."

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment

by the gentleman from New Jersey.

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr, Chairman, I offer this amendment at the
request of the hatters of my district, and it seems to me, after having
considered their reasons for this change, that it would be wise to in-
crease the duty on these articles. I will briefly state to the committee
the facts. The consumption of these articles in this country is not so
great bnt that those engaged in their production are able to supply the
demand. Until within the last ten years few hats were imported, and
our workingmen engaged in thisindustry were kept busily employed. Of
late years the importation has steadily increased, and where formerly
an imported hat was a novelty, it is now a thing of common use.
These large importations have had the result of lowering the wages of
those employed, and of ecompelling idleness ab certain portions of the
year. In order to prevent further increase in importation it will be
necessary to increase the duty on these articles. This is the effect of
my amendment, namely, an increase from 30'to 50 per cent. I had the
honor to present a petition to the House, signed by 2,170 hatters of
my district, asking for this legislation.

In a letter inclosing the petition Mr. Daniel McCarthy, of Orange
Valley, N. J., secretary of the United Hatters of Essex County, says as
follows:

Qur reason for asking this legislation is {that a few years ago an imported hat
was a novelty, but now they are seen ever¥where, and the importation is yearly
on the increase. Takimﬁ_tha importation of 1857 as a basis, the wages for mak-
ing 42,365 dozen hats, which, at per dozen, amounts to §338,920, is in reality
$33 per annum each from the 10,000 peopl loyed in the hatting industry in
this country, or about one-sixteenth of the average earnings for the entire year.
In this country alone there are nearly 4,000 men employed at hatting, who would
all have signed the petition if the committee who had it in charge had taken a
few days more to circulate it, but we were afraid to delavyit. Now, we are com-

pelled through lack of work to lose at least three months in the year which
could be partly remedied by an increase 1o 50 per cent.

If the rate of duty is not changed the hatters fear that the importa-
tions will not decrease, but rather increase, and that it will condemn
them to idleness for a longer period during the year. With this briet
statement, I ask for a favorable consideration.

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. LERLBACH; and
on a division there were—ayes 72, noes 84.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. LEHLBACH. I now offer the amendment I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert after line 26: .
** Buttons, ealled by and known among manufacturers as ‘ pearl buttons,’ a
specific duty of 4 cents per line per gross (English measurement),”

Mr. LEHLBACK. My, Chairman, this amendment proposes a spe-
cific duty which will, as I am informed, be equivalent to about 50 per
cent. ad valorem, or double the present duty. But a few years ago
the pearl-button industry was a flourishing one in the city of Newark.
The competition at that time was entirely with English manufactur-
ers, and the duty of 25 per cent. was sufficient to make up the differ-
ence of wages between the two countries. At that time there were
few or none manufactured in Austria. At present the importations
to this country, according to the report of Consul-General Jussan,
made December 30, 1887, amount, in round figures, to $2,300,000, and
of this amount nearly §1,700,000 comes from Austria, the bulk of the
balance coming from France. The hand labor in Austria, as well as
in France, is performed at the low rate o. from 5 to 7 florins per week
(or from $2 to $2.80 per week). In the manufacture of pearl buttons
no machinery can be used; itis all hand work. Itis hardly necessary,
therefore, to state that since this has become an industry in Austria
and France, and the bulk of their manufactured-articles have been ex-
ported to this conntry, that most of our manufactarers have been com-
pelled to close their factories, and those yet remaining are engaged
only part of the time, and then only at the highest grade of

The petition which I will present to the Honse and ask to have read
states that in Vienna and the suburbs there are several thousand con-
victs employed in making pearl buttons, and the sale of {hese
being prohibited in Anstria they are exported to the United States. If
this be true, and I do not doubt it, then it is high time that we, hav-
ing in most of the States protected honest labor from our own convict
labor, should take steps to protect it from infinitely worse competition,
the convict labor of Austrian prisons. This is not the first attempt
that those engaged in this industry made to obtain relief. Six years
ago my predecessor introduced a bill for their relief. It was referred
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and nothing was done. Inthe
last Congress I introduced a bill increasing the duty. It was referred
to the same committee. A chance for proper explanation was given
by that committee, but no tariff legislation being had during the Forty-
ninth Congress, of course no relief was given. If Congress will not
goon do something for these people an industry will be wiped out of
existence which would in o short time have given employment to thou-

sands of our people. This is a very peculiar case, and I hope that the
petition of the committee of the pearl-button makers, which I now
send to the Clerk’s desk to have read, will result in causing favorable
action.

The Clerk read the petition, as follows:

NEWARK, N. J., December 21, 1887,

HoxoRABLE Sir: The petition of the undersigned, who are a committee of
the National Pearl-Button Makers' Association, appointed by them to present to
gour honorable self, praying that they may have your support in advoeating a

ill of the pearl-button manufacturers, which is about being presented to Con-
gress, asking for such relief that will enable us to be on an equality with other
mechanical industries in thiscountry. We beg you toallow us to present to yon
a few fa;]':ts. which we think, after your perusal, we shall have your support and
sympathy. -

}\\’e are a body of mechanies, who some ten or fifleen years ago represented
thousands, our oceupation was such that we were enabled to have steady em-
pln;‘mcm, our principal eompetitor in pearl buttons was England, and the com-
petition was sach that we could favorably compete, but since that time Austria
and Germany commenced making pearl buttons; and where there was one
thousand gross ol pearl buitons made in those two countries alone there are
now to-day one hundred thousand, till the competition is so great that two-
thirds of the workmen in this country are doing nothing, and what few have
work, only get two or three days per week. The wages we get when at work
averages from §12 to §$15 per week, which we think you will agree is not too
much for a skilled mechanic who has had to labor for several years before he
becomes proficient, but as the case now is this labor has been entirely thrown
away.

Our chief competitor now is Austria, as there we have not only the regular
workmen to contend against but in Vienna and the subnrbs there are several
th d conviets ployed making pearl buttons, and there is a law prohib-
iting the sale of such goods in their own country, and which gnodsiind a ready
mariet here. Again, the wages of aregular mechanicin Austria are exactly in
ourmoney $2.83 per week, 80 you canreadily see the comparison of the w of
the foreign and domestic mechanic. Our wages, taking it at the lowest basis,
is four or five times as much as theirs, and the duty that is imposed on such
goods is 25 per cent, ad valorem. Now it can readily be seen the disadvantage
we labor under, How can our employers find work for us to do when import-
ers in this conntry have their agents in Earope who buy goods that are the re-
sult of conviet and pauper labor, or, in other words, how can it be expected that
they will buy goodsin thiscountry of which thelabor alone costs 81 when in a
forrign country it costs30 cents?

Things have gone so far with us that it is only a question of a little time when
the climax will come. We have labored hard for a long time to keep the wolfl
from the door and looking with longing eyes for a bright sun to rise which
would break forth into a glorious morning; but we have hoped in vain; the
tide does not seem to turn, and as a last resort we appeal to you, most honora-
ble sir, to help us in our great diffieculty. ‘We are well aware that Congress has
the inclination to reduce the tarill instead of raising it, but we feel we are jus-
tified by our condition in asking that an exception be made in our case. In
faet, our trade has been in such extreme ne Ly that the whole press of this
mechanical city and the press of New York have taken it up and from observa-
tion have made prolonged articles upon it. Our employers are also in a bad
condition; two-thirds of the factories are completely closed, and the others, on
an average, do not run two days per week.

Now, honorable sir, we have endravored to state our case to you in a plain
and truthful manner, praying that you will give us your valuable assistance so
that we can make an honest living at our own legitimate occupation, as we feel
we have to work against more competition and have less protection than any
other industry in the whol e country, as our goods are made exclusively by hand
and ean not be made in any way by imiprorod machinery; the same process of
manufacture has to be gone through in Austrin as in this country; and we
can assure you that the contents of this letter we can vouch for,ns n great
many of your humble petitioners have followed their oecupation in Europe,
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The lathes that are used in this business can not be utilized for any other pur-
pose, which is another great disadvantage we labor under; in fact, we labor un-
der every disadvantage and have nothing to encourage us. We pray that you
may see the condition that we are placed in and that something will bedone at
this session of Congress to give us that relief that will extricate us from our un-
fortunate position and enable us to support our wives and families as it becomes
every honest and respectable mechanie. We do not ask forextortionate wages,
but we pray for a duty which will protect us and give us steady employment.

Respectfully yours, ete,, O E O BT
HARRY TONKS,
JOSEPH WOLFF.
DANIEL BLAKEMAN.
JOSEPH LANG.
JOHN F. HEALEY.
MICHAEL J. DEGNAN, Secretary.

To Hon, HERMAN LEHLBACT.

Mr. LEHLBACH. Isimply wish tostate thatto my personal knowl-
edge these facts are not ted in this petition. Theshops in my
city have been closed for want of work and the people are walking the
streets in idleness. It is simply a question here whether this industry
shall longer exist in this country or not.

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from New Jersey
a question. This petition recites the fact that these men only get em-
ployment for about two days in a week. Is that a correct statement ?

Mr. LEHLBACH. They donow; but they did formerly, when they
were coming in competition with England alone, work full time at full
wages,

Mr. BLOUNT. Does my friend mean to say thal since Austria be-
gan to manufacture this class of merchandise, these persons have but
two days work in the week?

Mr, LEHLBACH. That is substantially correct.

Mr. BLOUNT. How long has that been going on?

Mr. LEHLBACH. - For the last six years. Most of the buttons
- 8old in this country now are made in Austria.

Mr. BLOUNT. And that condition of your labor has existed for a
series of years? i

Mr. LEHLBACH. I will state to the gentleman that they make
only the higher grades of goods here.

Mr. BLOUNT. And these people only find employment two days in
the week?

Mr. LEHLBACH. In that industry. The balance of the time they
are working in some other line of industry where they can get employ-
ment. Now, the question is whether you are going to strike that in-
dustry down or not.

[Mjr. WHEELER withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEXN-
DIX. :

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama has
expired. The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACH].

The question was put; and there were—ayes 67, noes 83,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr, Chairman, the debate on the pending hill
began on the 17th day of April last; since that time the committee has
been occupied in general debate twenty-three day and eight evening ses-
gions. There were consumed in the general debate one hundred and
eleven hours and fifty-four minutes—fifty-six hours and eighteen min-
utes by Democrats and fifty-five hours and thirty-six minutes by Re-
publicans, or those opposed to the bill. In all one hundred and fifty-
one speeches were made during the general debate on this bill. Thede-
bate upon the bill by paragraphs began May 31, since which time there
have been occupied twenty-eight days or one hundred and twenty-eight
hours and ten minutes, including the time that will be consumed to-day.
The whole number of days devoted to the debate and consideration of
the bill has been fifty-one, and the number of hours two hundred and
forty. This debate will perhaps be knuwn as the most remarkable
that ever occurred in our parliamentary history. It has awakened an
interest not only throughout the length and breadth of our own coun-
try, but throughout the civilized world; and henceforth, as long as our
Government shall endure, it shall be known as ** The Great Tariff De-
bate of 1888."7

The House in Committee of the Whole on Monday last voted on the
question of striking out of the pending bill the paragraphwhich placed
all wools imported into this country after the 1st day of October next on
the free-list, The vote by tellers showed that 120 members voted for
free wool and 102 voted to retain the present tax. It was my intention
before that vote was taken to have addressed the committee in oppo-
sition to striking out the paragraph; but on aceount of a slight cold
I was unable to do so at that time without personal discomfort. Bat
as the motion to strike out did not prevail, and che clanse securing free
wool still remains in the bill, and ninst be voted on as a part of it on
the final passage, I beg the indulgence of the committee at this time
to express some views on the subject.

CHANGE IN WOOL TARIFF IN 1883,

On the 3d day of May, 1382, I had the honor to address the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the bill to provide for the appointment of the
Tariff commission. In my remarks at that time I referred to the tariff

on wool at some length, and advoeated the placing of wool on the free-
That Congress passed at its second session the tariff act of March

lisk.

3, 1883, which slightly reduced the duty on wool. It repealed the
ad valorem duty of 10 and 11 per cent., but retained the specific duty
of 10 and 12 cents a pound on unwashed wool of the first and second
class. 'The specific duty on coarse carpet wools was reduced one-half.
It is claimed by gentlemen on the other sideof the Chamber that these
reductions worked disaster to the wool-growers of the country. 1 do
not concede this. On the contrary, I hold that the reduction of the
duties on wool did not produce the changes in the prices of wool or
number of sheep which followed. First as to the number of the sheep
in the country before and after the change, takethe four years immedi-
ately preceding the change and the four years succeeding it. The act
of 1883 took effect July 1 of that year. The number of sheep in the
United States in 1883 was 49,237,291,

: The number in each of the four years preceding this year was as fol-
OWs: 4

s s el =i Lo han 38,123, 800
1830 40, 765, 900
1881 569, 599
1882 45, 016, 224

Total s 167,475,823

Or on average of 41,868,955 sheep for each year.
The number in each of the four years succeeding the change was as
follows:

Sheep.
1834 50, 629, 626
1885 50, 360, 243
1885 48,322,331
1887 44,759, 314
Total < seessnnsenss 194,068, 514

Or an average of 45,517,128 sheep for each year.

This shows an average of 6,648,173 more sheep in each of the four
years succeeding the change than there were in each of the four years
preceding the change. If the change in the tariff in 1883 had any
effect in this respect it was to increase the number of sheep in the
country. Gentlemen on the other side are in the habit of pointing to
the number of sheep in 1883 and in 1887, and assuming that these two
items determine the whole question.

And in this connection I desire to call attention to the resolution
adopted in this city in January, 1838, at the conference of wool-grow-
ers, wool-dealers, and wool-manufacturers. Those resolutionswere ad-
dressed to Congress as a remonstrance on the part of the representatives
of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers and of the Wool
Growers’ National Association against the passage of the Mills bill, and
assumed to furnish Congress information upon the condition of wool-
growing and wool-manufacturing in the United States.

I quote from the Bnlletin of the National Association of Wool Man-
ufacturers, dated Boston, 1837, one of the resolutions adopted, which
is found on page 336 of that bulletin, as follows:

The fact that the reduction in the tariff on wool in 1883 was immediately fol-
lowed by a decrease in the number of sheep in the country from 50,626,628 in
1884, to 44,759,314 in 1897, gives warning that the abolition of duties on wool
would seriously eripple the raising of sheep in this country, whiech is the third
producer in quantity among the nations, and would thus inerease the price of
wool all over the world, while the consequent destruction of sheep would ma-
terially affect the supply and the price of meat, and, to a considerable degree, of
all provisions,

A person reading this resolution wounld naturally infer that there had
heen & great destruction of sheep in the United States since the reduc-
tion of the tariff on wool by the act of March 3, 1883. These honor-
able gentlemen, assnming to furnish the representatives of the people
with valuable information upon interests represented by themselves,
assume that the condition of wool-growing in the United States after
the passage of the act of 1883 gives warning that the abolition of duties
on wool would seriously eripple the raising of sheep in this country.
They assume with a positiveness which amounts to assertion that there
was a great falling off of sheep in this country after the passage of that
act, while, as I have shown, there were in the United States on an
average for each of the four years which have elapsed since 1883, 6,000,-
000 sheep more than there were on an average for the four years pre-
ceding the change, What confidence can we place hereafter in the
representafsons of interested parties on this subject?

There are fluetuations in all business. Sheep-raising is no exception
to the rnle  But general conditions ean only be reached by taking the
average for several years. The average of four years preceding and
succeeding shows a large increase in the number of sheep after the
tariff' rednction on wool in 1883.

Now, in the second place, as to pricesof wool. There wasa decrease
in the average price of fine wool of about 10 cents a pound during

‘the [our years sueceeding the change as eompared with the four years

preceding the change. There was a corresponding decrease as to other
classes of wools. The average price of fine wools in January for the
years 1579, 1880, 1831, and 1882 was 46.25 cents per pound. For the
succeeding four years, 1884 to 1837, the average was only 35.50. But
there had been a gradual decline in the average price of wool from
1867, when the high protective tariff on wool was passed, until the
present time. In 1867 the price was 68 cents a pound.

In 1869 it was 50 cents, in 1873 it was 70 cents, and then it dropped
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each year thereafter to 58, 55, 48, 46, 44, and to 34 in 1879, or about
the same price it now commands. What caused the decline in 1879 to
34 cents a pound while the tarifl was unchanged® What cansed the
decline from 70 to 34 cents a pound on wool during the highest tariff
era ever known in this country? Gentlemen must find other canses
for these changes than the raising orthelowering of thetariff onwool. I
concede that such changes of the tariff do aflect prices remotely, but
not directly. Prices of all commodities are controlled by the inexor-
able law of supply and demand. There was a greater supply of wool
in this country during the four yearssuceeding the change in the tariff
in 1883 than during the four years preceeding the change. Thestatistics
prove this. But the average number of sheep each year was 6,648,000
greater. If each produced afleeceof 6 pounds, the wool supply would,
from the home clip only, exceed by 40,000,000 pounds each year that
of the preceeding four years.

This would materially depress prices, unless there was a correspond-
ing increase in demand. We have no statistics since 1820 that would
accurately determine this fact. The probabilities are, however, that
there has been in recent years a large overproduction of woolen goods
in this country. As such goods are loaded down with the taxes on the
raw material, they can not be shipped abroad and sold in competition
with goods manufactured out of untaxed raw material. Hence they
must overcrowd our home market, and thus depress not only the prices
of woolen goods, but also of wool itself. Overproduction is the inevit-
able consequence of high tariffs. In many branches of business com-
binations or trusts have been formed for the purpose of limiting pro-
duction and controlling the prices of their products. Thus high tariffs
produce overproduction and overproduction produces the combine and
the trust. )

I do not charge that there has been a trust formed by those engaged
in woolen interests, But it is conceded that the high tariff on wool has
restricted our wool-growers to the home market; they can not ship
their wool, under present conditions, to other countries. A restricted
market places their products at the mercy of the manufacturers of
woolen goods in this country. When they overstock the market, they
must shut down their mills or work them on limited time and with
less force. This diminishes the demand for wool, and a fall in prices
is the inevitable result.

NOT AN INFANT INDUSTRY.

On yesterday we heard the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Bu-
CHANAN] speak of the potter's art as one of the oldest industries
known to man, but the raising of sheep is of even greater antiquity.

The stereotyped pretext of protecting an infant industry can not be
set up in defense of taxing either wool or pottery. The very earliest
industry known to man was that of raising sheep. Abel, the second
son of Adam, was ‘‘a keeper of sheep.”’ [Laughter.] The offering of
the firstlings of his flock as a sacrifice to the Lord proved more accept-
able than did the offering of his brother, and the murderous jealousy
ensued, which caused Abel’s death. In Exodus (22, 1) the penalty
for stealing sheep was the restoration to the owner of four sheep for
each one stolen. In Deuteronomy (22, 1) is found the injunction *‘not
to see thy brother’s sheep go astray.”” The law required every shep-
herd to look after the welfare of his neighbor’s flock as well as his own,
and not to permit his sheep to go astray. On the occasion of great as-
semblies of people sheep were slaughtered for their food. We are told
in I Chronicles (5, 21) that the sons of Reuben took from the Hagarites
in war 250,000 sheep. This was 1,300 years B. C., and indicates that
there was a large sheep-growing industry more than three thousand

years ago.

Mr. McCREARY. Did they have free wool inthosedays? [Laugh-
ter.
M]r. SPRINGER. Yes; they had free wool in those days.

The Seriptures are filled with references to sheep. Abel and David
were shepherds. The Savior of the World is called the Good Shepherd,
and his birth was first announced ** to the shepherds who watched their
flocks by night’’ on the plains of Judea. What excuse can there be
for placing the business of raising sheep and growing wool in the cate-
gory of infant industries? What nonsense to assert that thisindustry
can not exist in the United States of America, where the soil and cli-
mate are nnsurpassed, unless Congress imposes a high tariff’ on wool !
What folly to load down with taxes that article of all others which
most contributes {o the health and comfort of mankind !

A COXDITION CONFROXTS US,

At the beginning of this session of Congress we were confronted with
a condition of affairs which demanded a revision of the tariff and a re-
duction of the surplus revenue in the Treasury. The President, in his
annual message to Congress in December last, called attention to this
condition, and recommended the immediate passage of a bill to correct
the inequalities of the tariff and reduce the surplus, characterizing
our tariff laws as *‘ the vicious, inequitable, and illogical source of un-
necessary taxation.’”” At that time the excess of revenue for the fiscal

year ending June 20, 1887, amonnted to $55,000,000, and the estimated
surplus at the end of the fiseal year was placed at $140,000,000. Ac-
corling to the statement made by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr.
DuckERY] in the House on July 3, last, the surplus at the close of the

last fiseal year (June 30, 1887), was $129,272,205.90, notwithstanding
a purchase of bonds during the year up to that time to the amount of
$32,386,800.

THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE ON FREE WOOL.

In view of these facts the President was justified in departing from
the usual custom of sending in & message on the leading topics of home
and foreign affairs and devoting the whole paper to the snbject of the
surplus and suggesting the proper means for its reduction. He nrged
the reduction of tariff taxes and a revision of the customs laws as es-
sential to the removal of unnecessary burdens on the people and in
order to promote the general welfare. Among other subjects referred
to by him was the tariff on wool, and he urged the reduction or re-
moval of this dnty in any revision of the tariff laws that might be
made. This part of his message is clear, forcible, and convineing, and
deserves the careful consideration of every person in the United States,
and especially of the voters who are to pass upon this question at the
polls in November next,

The following are the portions of the message on this subject:

. The farmer and the agriculturist, who manufacture nothing, but who pay the
increased price which the tariff imposes, upon every agricultural implement,
upon all he wears and upon all he uses and owns, except Lhe increase of Lis
flocks and herds and such things as his husbandry procFuees from the soil, is
invited to aid in maintaining the present situation; and he is told that a high
duty on imported wool is ry for the | fit of those who have sheep to
shear, in order that the price of their wool may be increased. They of course
are not reminded that the farmer who has no sheep is by this means obliged,
in his purchases of clotning and woolen goods, to pay a tribute to his feﬁow
farmer as well as to the manufacturer and merchant; nor is any mention made
of the fact that the sheep-owners themselves and their households must wear
clothing and use other articles manufactured from the wool they sell at tariff
prices, and thus as consumers must return their share of this increased price to
the tradesman.

I think it may be fairly assumed that a large proportion of the sheep owned
by the farmers throuﬁhout. the country are found in small flocks numbering
from twenty-five to fiflty. The duty on the grade of imported wool which these
sheep yield is 10 cents each pound if of the value of 30 cents or less, and 12 cents
if of the value of more than 30 cents, If the liberal estimate of 6 pounds be
allowed for each fleece, the duty thereon would be 60 or 72 cents, and this may
be taken as the utmost enhancement of its price to the farmer by reason of this
duty. Eighteen dollars would thus represent the increased price of the wool
from twenty-five sheep and $36 that from the wool of fifty sheep ; and at present
values this addition would amount to about one-third of its price. If upon its
sale the farmer receives this or a less tariff profit, the \roof’len.\'(s his hands
charged with precisely that sum, which in all its changes will adhere to it, until
it reaches the consumer.

‘When manufactured into cloth and other goods and material for use, ity cost
is not only increased to the extentof the farmer’s tariff profit, but a further sum
has been added for the benefit of the manufactnrer under the operation of other
tariff laws. In the mean time the day arrives when the farmer finds it neces-
sary to purchase woolen and material to clothe himself and family for
the winter. When he faces the tradesman for that purpose he discovers that he
is obliged not only to return in the way of increased prices, his tariff profit on
the wool he sold, and which then perhaps lies before him in manufactured form,
but that he must add a considerable sum thereto to meet a further increase in
cost caused by a tariff duty on the manufacture. Thus in the end he is aroused
to the fact that he has paid upon a moderate purchase, as a result of the tariff
scheme, which, when he sold his wool wume‘f 8o profitable, an increase in price
more than sufficient to sweep away all the’ tariff profit he received upou the
wool he produced and sold.

When the number of farmers engaged in wool-raising is compared with all
the farmers in the conntry, and the small proportion they bear to our popula-
tion is considered; when it is made aﬁparum that, in the case of a large part of
those who own sheep, the benefit of the present tariff on wool is illusory ; and,
above all, when it must be conceded that the increase of the cost of living caused
by such tariff becomes a burden upon those with moderate means and the poor,
the employed and unemployed, the sick and well, and the young and old, and
that it constitutes a tax which, with relentless grasp, is fastened upon the cloth-
ing of every man, woman, and c¢hild in the land, reasons are su »d why the
}-emovnl or reduction of this duty should be included in a revision of our tariff
AWS.

* CONSUMFTION OF WOOL AND WOOLEN GOODS.

The manufactures of wool enter into universal consumption. No
otherelement enters so largely into domestic affairs as does wool. From
the cradle to the grave it is aronnd and about us. In the Northern
portions of our country human existence wounld be intolerable and vast
areas would be comparatively depopulated if woolen goods were elim-
inated from our domestic economy. The health, comfort, and pros-
perity of the people largely depend upon a liberal supply of the pro-
ductions of wool, or those of which wool is the chief component.

The production of wool in the United States for the year 1586 was
285,000,000 pounds. The imports of wool for that year were 129,-
084,950. It is estimated that the woolen goods which were imporied
into the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, con-
tained raw wool to the amount of 196,000,000 pounds. This would
show that the amount of raw wool consumed in the United States for
the year 1886-'87 amounted to 610,034,958 pounds. Assaming that
the population of the United Statesat this time is (0,000,000, this
would show that the consumption of raw wool per capita for the past
year was 10 pounds, or for a family of five persons 50 pounds of wocl
was consumed. The average price of raw wool at this time is 34 cents
a pound, and the 50 pounds consumed by each family would therefore
amount to $17, which would represent the cost to each family of five
persons in the United States of raw wool for the past year. II we
multiply the whole number of pounds of raw wool consumed by the
price of wool at this time, it will show that there were $207,428 885
worth of raw wool and wool in manufactured woolen products con-
sumed in the United States in the year 1886-'87.

"The value of manufactures of woolen goods consumed in the United
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States in 1880 is estimated as follows: The domestic production of
woolen fabries, according to the census of 1880, was valued at $267,-
252,913. There were imported during the year 18380 woolen goods to
the amount of §35,013,255. The duties paid npon the imported goods
amounted to $21,152,070. The manufactures of men’s and women’s
clothing in the United States for the eensus year 1580, less the cost of
materials used therein, were valued at $90,630,745. I deduct the
materials used in the manufacture of clothing for the reason that they
were composed of the domestic productions and importations already
estimated. The aggregate of these amounts wounld represent the total
value of woolen goods consumed in the United States in 1880 in the
hands of the manufacturers, or at the port of entry, plus the duty upon
the imported goods. It iswell known, however, that the cost of bring-
ing these goods to the consumers of the country will add at least 25 per
cent, to their value in the hands of the importers and manufacturers.
The 25 per cent. thus added would amount to $103,512,245, making a
grand aguregate of cost for th#t year of woolen goods te the people of
the United States of $517,561,228,

There were in the United States in 1880, in round numbers, fifty
millions of people, and if we divide the aggregate of woolen goods con-
sumed by the whole number of the population it will show that the
cost for woolen goods to each person was $10, or for a family of five
persons, $50.

There is an element in this cost which is attributable to the tariff
on wool and woolen goods. It will be interesting to determine how
far the aggregate of cost of woolen goods was increased on that ac-
count.

I do not claim that the whole amount of the duty paid on foreign im-
portations is in all cases added to the cost to the consumers of like prod-
ucts produced in this country; but where the home product does not
exceed the home demand for consumption and foreign productions must
come in to supply the deficiency, the cost of the home product is fixed
by the cost of the foreign product plus the duty. * In thecase of woolen
goods, the supply did not equal the demand, as it appears that $25,-
000,000 worth of woolen goods were imported into the United States
in 1&3%%, upon which duties were actually paid to the amount of $21,-

, 000,
TARIFF INCREASES COST OF WOOLEN GOODS.

It is safe to estimate that the woolen goods manufactured in this
country were enhanced in value on account of the tarilf en imported
goods of like quality to the extent of at least 40 per cent., or on this
account to the amount of $106,873,165. There were actually paid in
duties on imported woolen goods for that year $21,152,070. This
amount was necessarily added to the cost of the imported articles.
This would make a total increase of the cost of the domestic product
of woolen goods in the hands of the manufacturers and importers to
the amount of $128,025,235. If we add to this amount 25 per cent. as
commissions and expenses necessarily incurred before the goods reach
the consumers, making $32,006,308, we will find that the total cost to
consumers in the United States in 1880 on account of the tariff on
woolen goods amounted to $160,031,543. At that time, as stated be-
fore, there were 50,000,000 inhabitants in the United States, and the
cost of protection to wool and woolen goods would therefore amount to
$3.20 per capita, or to a family of five persons, $16.

If each Congressional district contained at that time 150,000 inhabit-
ants, which is about the ratio, the woolen goods consumed in each
district would have cost the consnmers in 1880, $1,500,000. The tariff
burden per capita, as before stated, for that year was estimated at $3.20.
The amount of tariff burden, therefore, to each district wounld be $450,-
000. :
These estimates are based on the statistics of 1830 for the reason that
we have no statistics since that time of the amount and value of do-
mestic manufactures of woolen goods. It is safe to say that there has
been an increase in domestic mannfactures of woolen goods since that
time equal to the increase of population, and perhaps greater, as our
wants are continually expanding. Theratiooftariffburdenson woolen
goods consumed has at least been preserved since 1880, and in all prob-
ability increased. It is therefore safe to estimate that there has been
an increase in each item of at least 10 per cent.

The account in 1880 would then stand as follows: The whole amount
of woolen goods consumed in 1880 was $517,561,228. Ten per cent.
of this amount wonl i be $51,756,122. Our total costin 1880 of woolen
goods consumed was $569,316,350. The tariff burden in 1880, as be-
fore stated, was $160,031,543. If we add 10 per cent. to this, namely,
$16,003,154, we will have a total of tariff burdens in the United States
in 1888 amounting to $176,034,697. The tariff burden in each Con-
gressional district in 1880 was estimated at $480,000. If we add 10
per cent. to this, namely, $48,000, we would have a tariff burden to
each Congressional distriet of $528,000 on account of the tariff on
wool and woolen goods.

c WHAT PROTECTION TO WOOL-GROWERS COSTS,

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DiNGLEY] said on Thursday last
(see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 6757):

Nothing can be clearer than that if wool is admitted free of duty it will re-
sult in a decline of wool nearly to the extent of the duty.

This means that the domestic product of wool is increased in valué
or price to the purchaser to an amount equal to the duty on the im-
ported article. This will be true as long as the duty remains.

The average rate of duty on imported unwashed wool for 1887 was
35.10 per cent. ad valorem, or about 10 cents a pound.

The production of wool for 1886 was 285,000,000 pounds.

If the wool-growers in 1886 realized an increased price on their wool
to the amountof 10 cents a pound the gain would amount to $283,500,-
000. dThey do not, however, realize the full amount of 10 cents a

nnd.

But for the sake of argument let us concede a loss the first year to
the wool-growers of $28,500,000 on their wool produet in case of a re-
peal of the duties on wool.

This would be a loss to the wool-growers of each Congressional dis-
trict, assnming (which is only approximately the fact) that the wool-
growers were equally distributed to each district, of the whole sum di-
vided by the number of districts, including Delegates, or only $55,585.

It appears also that in order to afford the wool-growers a protection
on their wool product of 1886 of only $28,500,000 the consumers of wool
in the United States were subjected to a tax equal to $176,034,697.

This tariff burden on account of the protection to wool-growers
amounted in each Congressional district to $528,000, while the average
amount of protection realized to each district was only $85,585, a nefb
loss to each district of $442,415. Assuming that the wool-growers re-
ceive all the protection which is claimed, we submit that such protee-
tion is an expensive luxury to the consumers of woolen goods in this
conn .

It §ynot true, as stated by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING-
LEY ], that ‘‘to admit wool free of duty would result in a decline in
wool nearly to the extent of the duty.”” It is true that during the
continuance of the protective duty the price may be advanced alter
the business of the country has become adjusted to the duty, to theex-
tent of the tax, or nearly so.

But if we abolish the duty, and place wool on the free-list, there
will be a variety of conditions or circumstances which would result
therefrom, which would all tend to increase again the price of wool,
and that, too, within a very short period of time.

TARIFF ACT OF 1867 AND ITS RESULTS,

In 1867 the wool-growers of the country and the manufacturers of
woolen goods succeeded in inducing Congress to impose protective
duties on the importation of foreign wools, and also to impose such ad-
ditional duties upon importations of foreign woolen goods as would
compensate them for the loss they wounld sustain by reason of the duties
on the raw material. The tariff upon wool prior to 1867 had been
fluctuating under various acts of Con from 1824 to 1865. Some of
these acts place the duties very low. From 1858 to 1861 wool costing
20 cents per pound or less was on the free-list, and all other wools paid
a duty of 24 per cent. ad valorem. From 1862 to 1864 the duty on
wools costing 18 cents per pound and less was but 5 per cent. ad va-
Jorem ; and over 18 cents and less than 24 cents it was 3 cents per
pound ; and over 24 cents per pound in price, 9 cents per pound in duty.

Between 1865 and 1866 the tariff on wool costing 12 cents per pound
and less was 3 cents per pound, and costing over 12 cents up to 24 cents
per pound the duty was 6 cents per pound, and between 24 cents per
pound and 32 cents per pound the duty was 10 cents per pound apd 10
per cent, ad valorem; and all wools costing over 32cents per pound the
duty was 12 cents per pound and 10 per cent. ad valorem. The act of
August 22, 1866, slightly changed these duties, but they remained sub-
stantially the same until the taking effect of the act of March 2, 1867.

The duties were very unequally distributed by the act of 1867 on the
different classes of wool, carpet wools being taxed at the rate of from
18 to 39 per cent. ad valorem, while fine wool pays from 37 to 53 per
cent. in the grease, and from 31 to 96 per cent. if washed, and from 73
to 110 per cent. if in scoured condition. It will be seen that the high
tariff upon fine washed and scoured wools has had a marked effect upon
the manufacture of woolengoods in thiscountry, and has worked greatly
to the injury of both the wool growers and manufacturers, as will be
seen as I proceed further.

The wool-growers felicitated themselves after the of the
act of 1867 upon the success which had attended their efforts in se-
curing a protective tariff on their preduct; but we will see how far
their expectations have been realized. Their object in securing
tariff’ legislation was to prevent foreign wools from competing with
their products. They desired to practically exclude many classes of
wool from our markets in order that they might receive greater
prices for all they might raise. I shall be able to prove that, so far
from realizing their expectations, the market was actually depressed;
that in the States east of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers the num-
ber of sheep vastly decreased, and that the price of wool averaged less
per pound after the high tariffs were imposed than prevailed pre-
viously under low tariffs.

HOW TARIFFS AFFECT FRICE OF WOOL.

The American wool-growers are not the only persons who have been
disappointed in this respect, and our Government is not the only gov-
ernment that has imposed protective duties on wool at the instance of
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wool-growers to realize later that the object had in view was not only
not accomplished but theopposite of public expectation occurred. The
history of protective tariffs on wool in this country and in France and
England shows how wrong in theory is the idea that tariffs of them-
selves control prices. Tariffs may contribute to raise or to lower, as
other circumstances may contribute to produce results, but they are
not the sole cause of high prices or low prices. It has frequently hap-
pened in the history of our country, and in the history of other coun-
tries, that protectionists have secured high tarifls on particular articles
only to realize low prices at home for articles intended to be protected;
while, on the other hand, free-traders hoping to secure low prices by
taking off duties have been disappointed to find the prices higher
after than before. I have the anthority of Mr. Bastiat (Sophisms of
Protection, page 211) for the following information in reference to pro-
tective tariffs on wool in France and in England:

Tor instance—

fays Mr. Bastiat—

In I to protect the fi , & law was passed imposing a duty of 22 pe

untm 1m]?ortedw ol me{l.w m‘;t‘tvhu been l.hatl:mﬂ:% woo]sy:.lmva sgh;
for much lower prices than before the passage of the law, In England alawin
bebalf of the s Was d exempting fomifn wools from duly, and
the consequence has been that native wools have sold higher than ever before.

History has repeated itself in the United States on this subject;
and this leads us to consider how prices are affected by tariffs. The
reason a protective tariff may result in diminishing the price of the
home product is from the fact that while the supply may have di-
minished by cutting off the foreign importation of the raw material
the embarrassment to manufacturers resulting from this may have
eaused a diminished demand; and if the demand should diminish in
greater proportion than the supply should diminish the price would
fall instead of increase. On this subject I may be permitted to quote
again from Mr. Bastiat. He says:

1. Prices rise either on account of augmented demand or diminished supply.

2, They fall by of an aug tation of the supply or diminution of the
d d.

e';“:':;em two kinds of dearness and two kinds of cheapness, There isa bad
dearness, which results from diminuotion of supply, for it implies searcity and pri-
vation, There isa good dearness, that which results from an inerease of demand,
for this indicates the aug tion of 1 wealth,

There isalso agood cheapness, resuiting from abundance, and there is n bale-
ful cheapness, such as results from the cessation of demand or the inability of

to purck Sophisms, page 214, 2

Applying these general principles to the facts in relation to the wool
interest of the United States, the complications concerning the subject
will be easily understood.

The average price of medium American washed clothing fleece wool
in New York for the fifteen years preceding 1867, the date of the pas-
sage of the act of that year, placing high protective duties on wool,
was 52.8 cents per pound. The average price for the fifteen years suc-
ceeding the passage of that act was 48.6 cents per pound. This shows
thnt there was a depreciation in prices for fifteen years after the pas-
sage of the high tariff duties on wool equal to 4.2 cents per pound.

The whole amount of wool produced from 1867 to 1881 was 2,796,-
750,000 pounds, upon every pound of which the American wool-grow-
ers have averaged aloss of 4.2 cents. The average production for each
of the fifteen years would amount to 186,450,000 pounds, and the aver-
age annnal loss amounted to $7,830,900, while the grand aggregate of
fifteen years’ loss amounted to $117,463,500.

1 refer in this connection to the pamphlet recently published by Dr.
E. P. Miller, an eminent writer on economic questions, of the protec-
tion school, entitled ‘‘ Facts About Wool and Woolens,”’ page 10. His
testimony on this subject is important, and is as follows:

A signifieant fact in connection with this subject is this: In 1833 wool under
8 cents a pound was admitted free of duty; the price of fine wool in January of
that year was 55 cents a pound, while in January, 1834, it was 70 cents, a rise of
15 cents per pound; the price of coarse wool in January, 1833, was 33 cents a

und; in April it was 33 cents; in July, 40; in October, 45; "and in January,

4, it was 45 cents a pound, showing an advance of 15 cents a pound in one
year after putling wool on the free-list. Again, in 1857, when wool valued at 20
cents a pound or less wns‘rut upon the free-list, although it fell off a little in
1858, it was 2 cents a pound higher in January, 1859, than in January, 1857.

In 1824, after thirty-five years of free wool, the price of fine wool in January
was 68 cents, and in April 70 cents a pound. In May of thal,lymrn tariff of 15
and 20 per cent, was placed on wool, but the price instead of going up went
down, for fine wool sold in July at 55 cents; in Octoberat 60 cents; in January,
1526, at 55 eents; and inJanuary, 1827, at 36 cents. Again, in 1842, after ten years
of nearly wool, a tariff was placed on low-priced wool, and jn January of
that year fine wool was sold at 45 cents and coarse at35 cents; in Januoary, 1543,
fine at 35 cents and coarse at 23 cents per pound. Afterthe increase of tarifi’
in 1861, wool, like all other articles, went u}) in price, owing to general inflation
of prices resulting from the large volume of paper money circulated during the
w:rﬁ" the tariff act of March, 1867, the highest in the i:is:ory of the country,
the price of wool declined instead of advancing, for it sold in January, 1566, at
70 cents; in January, 1867, at 68 cents; in April, at 60; inJuly, at 55; in Octo-
ber, at 48; and in January, 1568, at 48 cents a pound; in April, at 50; in July,at
46; and in October, at 45—a decline in one year of 20 cents a pound.

There was not only a great fall in the price of wool after the passage

of the act of 1867, but there was an immense redunction in the number
of sheep in the country.

DISASTROUS RESULTS.
There were other striking results which followed the high protective
tariff of 1807. I asked the Bureau of Statistics to furnish some figures

on this subject showing the number of sheep in the States east of the
Mississippi and Missouri Rivers for 1860 to 1888, that being the portion
of the country which was principally interested in procuring the high
protective tariff on wool. From this table, which I will print in con-
nection with my remarks, it appears that in 1860, after the period of
free trade in wool which preceded that time, there were in the States
east of the Mississippi and the Missouri 19,221,714 sheep, whilein 1888
in the same States there were only 18,696,719, showing a falling off of
oggro a half million sheep in the States east of the Missouri River since
1860.

But that is not all. Between 1860 and 1867, when the tariff duties
were very low and scarcely affected the production or the price of wool
at all, there was an increase of from 19,000,000 to 38,991,912 sheep in
all the United States, and in the Stateseast of Mississippi and Missouri
there was an increase to 37,864,G09. That was the number in this
country when the wool-growers formed a combination with the woolen
manufacturers and secured a high prosective tariff on wool. Imme-
diately after the passage of the act of 1867 there began a decline in the
wool interests in all of the States which had invoked that change, from
the Missouri River east to the Atlantic Ocean.

The fall was so great that at this time (1858) in the same States east
of the Missouri River we have only 18,000,000 of sheep, whereas in
1867 there were 37,000,000. In other words, we have now less than
one-half as many sheep in this portion of the country as we had
at that time. It will be interesting for gentlemen upon this floor
to compare the figures in this table showing the number of sheep in
their own States at different periods and to see what a besom of de-
struction was visited upon the flecks east of the Mississippi and the
Missouri after the tarift of 1867 was passed. I desire especially to call
the attention of the Republican Representatives from the State of
Ohio, a State that has a large sheep-growing interest, and one which
contributed, perhaps, more than any other to secure the tariff legisla-
tion of 1867 for the protection of wool-growers.

In that State in 1867 there were 6,730,126 sheep. In 1875 thenum-
ber had decreased to 4,592,600; in 1878 to 3,783,000, a loss in ten years
of nearly one-half the sheep of the State. There has been a gradual
increase from 1878 to the present time, 1888, when the number in the
State is put down at 4,108,622, which shows that there are now in
Ohio 2,623,504 sheep less than there were twenty-one years ago, when
a protective tariff was invoked by the sheep-growers of that State to
protect their industry. I hope the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKIN-
LEY] and his colleagues will be able to explain to their constituents
during the ensuing vacation how it is that the protective tariff has re-
duced the number of sheep in Ohio in twenty-one years nearly 33 per
cent., when by natural causes there should have been at least an in-
crease to that extent. I will also ask the gentlemen who represent
the State of Pennsylvania on this floor; and who are so clamorous for
protection for wool-growers, to consider the effects of the tariff of 1867
upon the sheep industry of Pennsylvania.” In 1867 there were in that
State 3,422,002. There are in that State to-day the beggarly amount
of 984,891, being a loss in that State in twenty-one years of 2,437,311,
o loss exceeding two-thirds of the entire number in the State.

The eloquent gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. BUrRROWS ] has raised
his voice on this floor on many occasions in behalf of a high protective
tariff on woel, presumably in the interest of the wool-growers of Mich-
igan. Let us see how that State has flourished under the protective

‘oime. There were in Michigan, in 1867, 3,948,191 sheep, while in
1533 there are only 2,113,004, a loss in that State, in twenty-one years,
of 1,824,957, nearly half of the entire number in the State, If this
protective system can remain in force another twenty-one years, the
entire nnmber will be wiped out of the States, with the same ratio of
decrease.

I perhaps ought to refer to the State which I have the honor in part
to represent, Illinois. That State is represented on this floor by four-
teen Republicans, all of whom are opposed to putting wool on the free-
list, presumably in the interest of the wool-growers of our great State.
Let us see how Illinois has fared during the era of high protection
on wool-growing. In 1867 there were in that State 2,736,431 sheep,
while in the year 1835 the number is put down at 814,177, showing a
loss of 1,922,254,

Neither ought I to neglect the State of Maine in this connection,
although the number of sheep raised in that State is scarcely worth
mentioning. In 1867 the number of sheep in that State was 752,542;
the number in 1888 is 547,725, showing a loss in this State of 204,817
sheep; not great in numbers, but being a proportionate reduction of
nearly one-third, thus showing that the general average of reduction
is preserved along the whole line. I have already referred to the fact
that during this same period the price of wool has fallen from 68 cents
a pound in 1867 to 34 cents a pound in 1888, a fall of just one-half in
the number of sheep east of the Missouri and Mississippi Rivers and
just one-half in the price of the wool which they bear. I will print
in this connection a statement, taken from the special Treasury re-
port, 1887, on Wool and Wool Manufactures, page 109, showing the
price of wool in New York from 1860 to 1887, (See appendix.)

I commend these facts to the careful consideration of the gentlemen
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on the other side of the Chamber. They will have plenty of time be-
tween this and the reassembling of Congress in December to explain to
their constituents how it happened that after the Republican party, at
the instance of the wool-growers, placed a high protective tariff on wool
in 1867, that immediately in the States interested in that protection
the number of sheep feel off, the price came down, and now, after
twenty-one yearsof sad experience, they have reduced the number and
the price one-half. So much for the benefits of protection to the wool-
growers of the country.

It will be seen from these statistics that after twenty-one years of
g;htective tariffs on wool the number of sheep in the States intended to

benefited have fallen off one-half, notwithstanding the fact that the
population of the country during that time increased over 30 per cent.
and railroads penetrated all the Western States and Territories and
immense agricaltural interests grew up everywhere. Contrast these
facts with the sheep interests in Great Britian. The whole number of
sheep in Great Britian in 1866 was 25,795,000, in 1874 it was 35,000,-
000, an increase in eight years of 35 per cent. under absolute free trade
in wool, and with an area no greater than some of our larger States.

I desire to explain as clearly as I am able 1o do the remarkable re-
sults following the passage of the protective tariff cn wool in 1867. I
know that protectionists are slow to believe fi unweleome to them
as those which I have presented, but facts are Tacts and must be ac-
cepted as true, These facts are consistent with all other facts which
have taken place since the passage of the act of 1867. I have stated
that prices are sometimes affected by other causes than by the imposi-
tion of enstoms duties to protect the home product; but in the case of
ihe tariff on wool passed in 1867, which instead of increasing the price
of the home product diminished it, the explanationis found in connec-
tion with other facts to which I will call attention.

As I said before, prices may be eghanced by diminishing the supply,
or prices may bereduced by limiting the demand; inother words, prices
are controlled by the inexorable law of demand and supply.

The immediateeffect of the passage of the act of 1867, placing high
tarifls on wool, was to encourage sheep-raising, and the productions of
wool in the United States increased from 168,000,000 pounds in 1867
to 150,000,000 pounds in 1868, being an increase of 12,000,000 pounds.
This overproduction of wool immediately depressed prices of wool, and
reacted on wool-growing. The number of sheep fell off rapidly, as al-
ready explained, especially in the States east of the Mississippi and
Missouri Rivers. The production of wool began to fall off, and in 1871
the product was only 150,000,000 pounds. But the disaster to wool-
growing was taken advantage of by the importers, and the imports of
wool increased from 25,000,000 pounds in 1888 to 126,507,000 pounds
in 1872.

But the prices of wool have never reached on an average the prices
which prevailed in 1867, when the high tariff on wool was first im-

. The price of fine woolin January, 1867, was 63 cents a pound
in New York; of medium, 53 cents, and of coarse, 50 cents. In.Janu-
ary, 1883, the prices of the same grades were 40, 43, and 33, and in
Jannary, 1887, they were 33, 38, and 33.

Reference is made to a statement which will be found of interest in
this connection, and which I will print in the Appendix, showing the
quantities of wool produced, imported, exported, and retained for con-
sumption in the United States, from 1839 to 1886, inclusive.

Neither the wool-growers nor the wool-manufacturers were bene- |

fited by the high-tariff act of 1867.
THE ACTS OF 1867 AND 1883 COMPARED,

It is claimed and has been frequently asserted since this debate be-
gan that the slight reduction of the wool duties by the act of 1833
produced disastrous resnlts to the wool-growers of the country. The
reduction was very slight, only about 10 per cent. ad valorem. The
ad valorem duty was dropped and the specific duty of 10 and 12 cents
apound was retained. The greatest reduction was on the high-priced
wool, as will be seen by the following tables:

Table showing the rate of dufy on wools of the firsi and second class, re-
duced to ad valorem figures, under the tariff in force previous fo July 1,
1883, and the tariff’ of July 1, 1883,

Ne;:n;{::d in | Under ﬁﬂgﬂ;}; {o?ét;spmvions Under tariff of July 1, 1853,
Pence.| Cents.| Rate of duty. Equal io—| Rate of duty. Equal to—
Per cent. Per canf.
6 12} | 10 cents per pound 4 10 cents per pound. 'y
and 11 per cent.
9| 18 do 543
13 24 3 do.. 41
15| 808 |.ccewndo.. 2 36}
18 364 12 eents per pound 33
and 10 per cent. *
aL | 42 d 231
21 48 24
30 60} 19
a6 3 16
40 8l} do T L RS, T SRR SR 143

Table showing the rale of duly on earpet wools, reduced lo ad valorem fig-
ures, under the tariffin force prior to July 1, 1833, and the taviff of July
1, 1883.

h%‘nmﬂ. in | Under ll:;tlliﬂ; l]l"l {g;ie priorto | oaar tariffof July 1, 1883,
Pence, I Cents. Rate of duty. Equalto— Rate of duty. Equal to—
Per cent. Per cend.
3 6+ | 3 cents per pound 49} | 2} cents per pound 414
31 A ] 43 |..... R 3L
i 5 30
4k ok
5 24
3§ 224
53 a3 214
G und 413
7 e 854
8 304
9 o7
10 243
1L 28f
12 204

The average rate of daties imposed on unwashed wool by the act of
1883 was, on the importations of 1887, equivalent to 35.10 per cent.
ad valorem, surely a sufficient protection to prevent disastrous or even
injurious competition. This duty is on the unwashed product. If
washed the duties are doubled, and if scoured the duties are trebled..
This assumes that unwashed wools have only 33 per cent. of pure
wool—the rest is dirt and grease. The dirt and grease constitute no
part of the wool, and the duty is therefore the treble duty on scoured
wool, namely, under the present law, on first and second class wools,
30 and 35 cents a pound, and on the carpet wools, or third class, 74
cents and 15 cents a pound. The average duty on the scoured wools
of the first and second classes was, on the basis of the importations of
1887, 67 per cent. reduced to an ad valorem basis.

It will be seen by reference to the Treasury report of imports anp
exports for 1837 that the amount of scoured wool imported was val-
ued at only about §78,000, and the washed wools at only about $131,000,
while the total valne of wools imported during that year (1887) was
$18,206,957.

DIRET AXD GREASE,

There is a great outrage concealed in this classification of wools un-
der the tariff laws.

I call attention of members to the definitions of ‘‘washed’ and
**seoured ¥’ woold, and to the percentages of sconred wool, as given in
the speeial report of the Treasury Department (1837) on ‘‘ wool and
manufactures of wool,”’ pages XXV and XXVI:

Washed wool.—Washed wool is wool washed on the back of the animal by n
bath or by spout-washing, or washed upon the pelt or hide of the slaughtered
animal.

Seowred wool.—All wools that are washed after they are shorn or pulled from
the pelt or hide of theanimal are called scoured wools. This term is generally
applied where the use of warm or hot water is made. A

ercentage of scoured wosl.—Unwashed merino wool shrinks “from 50 to 8
per cent. in scouring. The lightest and choicest Ausiralian medium, unwashed,
will yield 53 per ernt.less of scoured wool,and the heaviest mestiza buck's
fleeces will vield about 20 per cent. of pure scoured wool. Most un washed wools
yield less than 5) per cent. of scoured wool. The light, open, coarse, unwashed
wools of the carpet class yield from 5) to 70 per cent. of scoured wool. Fine
Ohio full-blood merino unwashed wool, exclusive of buck’s fleeces, yields from
85 to 40 per eent.of scoured wool. The merino fleeces grown in Texas and on
the Western prairies of the United States yield from 25 to 30 per cent. of scoured
wool. Unmerchantable Olio fleeces yield from 37 to 40 per cent. of scoured wool,
British and Canada wools yield from 70 Lo 85 per cent. of seoured wool. Cross-
bred, washed Ohio fleeces yield from 60 to 80 per cent. of scoured wool. Cross-
bred Western American prairie fleeces yield from 30 to 50 per cent. of scoured
wool. Tub-washed wools and cross-bred sheep generally yield from 80 to 90
per cent. of scoured wool. Scoured wools, as usually manulactured orasscoured
for sule, yield from &5 to 90 per cent. of scoured wool in rewashing,

It will thus be seen that the Ausiralian wools, such as are required
in this country to mix with our native wools, will yield 50 per cent.
and the British and Canadian wools from 70 to 85 per cent. of scoured
wool. Hence, it pays the importer better to import wool in the
or in its natural state than after scouring, Australian wool, if im-
ported in the grease, would pay a duty of 10 cents a pound, if valued
at less than 30 cents a pound; if valued over 30 cents a pound, 12 cents
a pound. In 100 pounds of this unwashed wool there would be 50
pounds of scoured wool.

The duty on the 100 pounds would be, if imported unwashed, ten
or twelve dollars. 1f scoured, the duty would be thirty or thirty-six
dollars. Or on a package that would yield 50 pounds of pure wool,
the duty wonld be, if imported in the grease, $10 if valued before
sconring at 30 cents or less per pound, or $12 if valued at over 30 cents
a pound; but if imported as pure wool the duty would be $15 or $18,
according to the same classification. Hence the importer requires his
customers, the producers of the imported wool, to ship it in the grease.
Or in other words, the producer is required to ship and pay freight on
100 pounds of dirt and grease in order to ship 100 pounds of wool to
market, Thus Congress throws a great obstacle in the way of com-
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merce in wool by requiring a pound of dirt to be shipped with every
pound of wool which may come into our country from abroad. This
is precisely the same in effect as raising the freights 100 per cent. on
all imported wools, without any benefit to any one except the owners
of ships, whose freightage is thus increased. As imported wool is con-
sumed by our own people, the burden thus artificially created is borne
by the American consumers of woolen goods. Can legislative folly be
carried to greater extent?

Suppose a law should be passed requiring the Western farmer, when
he ships a bushel of wheat to England, to ship at the same time a bushel
of sand, and to pay the same freights on both; would not everybody
cry out against it as iniguitous in the extreme? Yet that is strictly
analogous to the law now in force on the subject of importing wools.
[Derisive laughter on the Republican side.] Gentlemen may laugh,
but the law remains as I have stated it, and they can not deny it.

DEFPRESSIONS, HARDSHIFPS, AND DISASTERS,

But notwithstanding the folly of Congress and the insatiate greed of
private interests, the tariff on wool has not resulted in the benefits to
woolen manufacturers that they anticipated and confidently expected.
Since the imposition of the high protective duties by the act of 1867
there have been many seasons of depression, hard times, and even dis-
asters, °

‘In 1874 a committee of the New York Wool Trade made a report to
the committee of the Chamber of Commerce of New York on the re-
vision of the tariff, in which it was stated ‘‘that our woolen interest
is depressed and suffering, and that in reality it has never reached that
degree of stability and security which would be commensurate with
its magnitude and importance; that the amount of capital invested in
it and that the indomitable energy which has so far preserved it from
serious decline are facts too well known to require any proof at our
hands.”’ This report then proceeds to explain some of the difficulties
which beset the wool interests of the country. It says:

Our manufacturers are prone to rush into the production of such classes of
goocds asa tary d d has rendered profilable, and the invariable result
is an overproduction of those fabrics. Such an overproduction sometimes hap-
pens to manufacturers in Europe, but they can relieve themselves of their sur-
plusstock at a comparatively small sacrifice by consigning their goods to foreign
markets, where their cheapness has already introdoced them. Our manufact-
urer, having made his goods out of highly taxed wool, has no such outlet for
them, and is compelled to await the slow operation of time or submit toa heavy
sacrifice by forcing his surplus on the home market in competition with his sim-
ilarly situated neighbors.

This argument applies with equal force to all other manufacturing
interests. But I quote further from the same report:

Pefore we enter upon an examination of the effects of our tariff on the wool-
growing interest it will be well to consider that neither our ceuntry nor any coun-
try in the world does or can produce toadvantage wools of all kinds and grades,
It must further be borne in mind that in order to produce the endless variety of
woolen fabrics demanded by our times, with the highly improved machinery now
in use, and with the active com getition amongall manufacturing nations, the free
and unrestricted selection of the most suitable classes and grades of wool has
grown to bea matter of much more importance to the manufacturer of every coun-
try than it used tobe in old times. Nor will it be denied that but few of our mills
can at this day be run to advantage without using to some extent wools of such
working quality as can not be produced in this country, or are not produced here
insufficient quantity. The simple factthat even under our present tariff we have
annually imported from fifteen to sixty million pounds of fine wool sufficiently
proves these positions. The question of duty on fine wool can therefore never be
a simple question of protection or no protection to the wool-grower,

The report points out wherein the tariff of 1867 failed to accomplish
the object for which it was established, as follows:

These facts show most conclusively that the object ostensil ‘%e imed at by the
tariff of 1867, namely, the protection and encouragement of the wool-growers,
has most signally failed. ie wool-grower must be blind, indeed, if by thistime
he has not learned the lesson that he can not ?rnsper as long as the woolen in-
terest does not flourish; why should he not aiso nnderstand that our industry
can not permanently flourish until it is relieved of the present heavy burden of
obstructive tariff legislation? By helping the manufacturer he would certainly
help himself, and secure a belter reward for his labor and investment than he
could ever expect to derive from the illusive protection of any tariff.

The conclusion reached by this report is as follows:

Facts, indeed, as well as sound reasoning, call loudly for the abolition of all
duties on wool. In the light of past experience it is clear that neither the wool-
grower nor any other special interest ought to plead any injury as likely to re-
sult in our country from a policy that has had the most encouraging effect in all
other parts of the civilized world. No perfectly safe and solid ground will be
reached until wool takes its permanent place on the free-list, and this must be
the g!oal of the manufacturer as,well as of the wool-grower—in fact, of the whole
people.

The foregoing report was published in 1874. In 1878 the leading
manufacturers of woolen goods in the United States united in a peti-
tion to Congress in favor of a revision of the tariff on woolen goods,
in which they requested that the duties on all wools may be largely
reduced, if not wholly removed; that wools not produced in this conn-
try be put on the free-list, and that the duties on woolens may be fixed
at a moderate rate, corresponding with the scale adopted in other man-
ufactures.

They represented to Congress in their petition that for several years
past their industry had **suffered great and general depression;’’ also
that “‘many failures have occurred, many mills have stopped, and

many others continue to run without adequate remuneration to their
owners.”” They say:

Webelieve that one great cause for this widespread depression & to be found
in the present high rates of duty on wool. .

And again:

High cost of our fabrics has limited consumption and entirely prevented ex-
portation, while low-cost foreign goods have forced their way into our markets
through both legitimate and illegitimate channels,

After pointing out the facts that the shrinkage of values since 1867
had impaired the ability of consumers to pay the high prices con-
templated by the tariff; that the number of those who ean afford to
purchase at a given price is lessened; that the wool-growers had not
realized the advantages from’ the act of 1867 which they expected;
that the depressed condition of woolen industry had given the wool-
growers a poor market; that the production of fine wools has abso-
lutely declined; that manunfacturers of woolen goods must be left free
to select their raw materials with reference to the goods they wish to
make, the petitioners conclude by expressing their ‘‘ deliberate con-
viction, after ten years’ experiment, that the tariff of 1867 has not pro-
moted the interests of the wool-manufacturers, has not promoted the
interest of the wool-growers, and has been a great burden upon all the
consuming classes, inmeturn for which it has yielded no adequate rev-
enue to the Government.”

This petition is dated at Boston, January 17, 1873, and is signed by
over one hundred of the leading woolen-manufacturing establishments
in the United States.

‘What more could be said against any tariff law than the leading
manufacturers of the country have said in this petition? When the
manufacturers, for whose benefit the high tariffis hava been enacted,
learn from sad experience that their coveted protection has ceased to
protect, the great mass of consumefsand tax-payers may hope and con-
fidently expect relief.

HOW TARIFF ON WOOL EMBAERASSES AMERICAN WOOL MANUFACTURERS,

Secretary Manning in 1885 sent out circular letters to our manu-
facturers and merchants sequesting their co-operation in the improve-
ment of our fiscal policy. The replies received were all transmitted to
Congress, and were printed in Senate Executive Document No. 72, first
session Forty-ninth Congress. On pages 299 to 322 of that report will be
fonnd the communication of the National Association of Wool Manufact-
urers. It is signed by William Whitman, Boston, president of the as-
sociation, and by D. L. Einstein, New York, Thomas Dolan, Philadel-
phia, and Samuel R. Payson, Boston, vice presidents; Benjamin Phipps,
Boston, treasurer, and by the members of the executive committee,
namely, Rufus 8. Frost and Joseph Sawyer, Boston; John L. Houston,
Hartford; Charles F, Fairbanks, Boston; George Maxwell, Connecti-
cut; John N. Carpenter, New Jersey; James Dobson, Philadelphia;
Lewis N. Gilbert, Massachusetts, and John L. Hayes, secretary.

Thisstatement should receive the careful consideration of every mem-
ber of Congress and of the voters of the country. It is an unanswer-
able argument in favor of free wool. I say it is an unanswerable argu-
ment in favor of free wool, not that it advocates free wool in terms, but
because it forcibly points ont the evils of a high tariff tax on raw ma-
terials. I quote the following extracts:

The American manufacturer ¥ engaged in a rpetual struggle with the
manufacturers of Europe for thefposseasiun of the markets of this country,
As before said, the advantages of our competitors are our obstacles. In this
strife the European manufaciurer p the advant which would be
overwhelming if not counteracted by special legislation, of having the raw ma-
terial of his manufacture free from duty—no duties on wool existing in Great
Britain, France, Belgium, the Netherlands, and very slight duties, if any, in
other manufacturing nations, Our European competitors are exem t from the
direct enhancement, by a duty,of the cost of wool, thus requiring less capital
to supply their mills, and no cost of interest on the duty required in carrying
their stocks of wool and goods. They are free from the apprehension of changes
in the value of wool, such as have taken place in this country in consequence
of no less than seventeen changes in the tariff on wools within the memory of
living manufacturers.

They are exempt from the daties on wool substitutes, so usefully employed
to mix with wool in the manufacture of the cheaper and heavier eloths—duties
which with us are absolutely prohibitory. They are able, from the lower cost
of their raw material, to relieve themselves from overproduction by ignin
their surplus stock at comparatively slight sacrifice to foreign markets, to whic|
their eheapness has already introduced them. They are not compelled, as we
are, to diseriminate in their choice of wool to avoid the effect of the duty, and
are able to select their wools in any condition, whether unwashed, washed, or
scoured, with reference only to their desirable qualities, Through freedom of
importation they have near markets—as at London, Havre, Antwerp, and Ber-
lin—offering vast assortments and a steady supply of all kinds of wool—ad-
vantages especially fuvorable to the small manufacturer, ¥

This exemption from all restrictions in the selection of raw material, together
with the facilities for supply and the certainty that values will not be disturbed
by legislation, is believed to be the chief cause of a characteristic of the Euro-
pean woolen industry, namely, that the manufacturer abroad obtains suceess by
adhering with steady attentivn to the special fabrics he has undertaken to
make, and in which he has acquired excellence, while diversification of manu-
factures. so necessary lo prevent overproduction, is encouraged by the equal
availability of all varieties and conditions of raw material. The effect of this

policy upon the agricultural interests apd the labor of the countries which adopt
It we are not at present called npon to consider.
- - L

- - -

-
The high duty is not the only ﬂim«:ul? with which our manufacturers requir-
ing foreign wools have to contend. It is held that complete protection to the
most important branch of our wool-growing industry, the merino sheep hus-
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bandry, reqaires that washed wools in class 1 should be subject to double the
duty of unwashed wool, and the duty on scoured wool should be three times
the amount upon the unwashed wools—an arrang t which 1s the im-
portations of class 1 wools to be in the greasy state, itating the t t-
ation charges on from two and a quarter to three pounds of grease and dirt in
the wool required for a Eound of cloth, The effect of the compulsion to bu;
greasy wool and pay a heavy specific duty on its impurities is that the Ameri-
can manufacturers are thereby obliged to give undue preference to light condi-
tion over fineness and the otber valuable qualities of wools offering in foreign
markets. Our manufacturers, moreover, are obliged by this restriction to con-
centrate their competition in foreign markets upon the always small proportion
of the li{zhlest unwashed wools, while our foreign competitors, having to pay
duty neither upon wool nor on grease and dirt, can buy the heavy wools in the
market to much betler advantage,

To these considerations it should be added that the high specific duty on cloth-
ing wools—a duty irrespective of the cost—practically excludes the cheap and
abundant clothing wools of South America, and by freeing them from our com-
petition for their purchase makes them much cheaper than they would other-
wise be to the manufacturers of France, Belgium, and Germany, who work
them up into cloths and stuffs by the cheapest labor in Europe.

® * & ¥ = * ® -

It may be said thata remedy for these difficultiesis to be found in the excln-
sive use of the domestic wools, which will be abundantly supplied under due
protection. To this we reply that neither our own country nor any other inthe
world does or can produce to advantage wools of all kinds and grades. Ex-
perience under high protection of wool in this country for over thirty years had
demonstrated that our domestie wool-growers find it to their advantage to pro-
duce only the staple wools required for the ordinary range of woolen fabrics,
and as these fabrics will always be in demand they bulld up their flocks—a work
of time—for the production only of the fleeces which will be profitable for along
series of years,

This system, although providing admirable raw material for common goods
isincompatible with the variety required for the diversified and highly advan

fact which should be our aim. The American manifacturer, to com-
pete with the fabrics of other nations in the endless variety demanded by our
times,must have the power of selecting a portion of his raw material from all
the world’s sources of sup]{,lg. The sudden and exceptional d d for more
or new raw material must be supplied by importation,

AL

The communication from which the foregoing extracts are taken has
appended thereto, in addition to the signatures of the gentlemen men-
tioned, the following:

At the annual meeting of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers in
the ecity of New York, on the Tth of October instant [1885], the above paper was

md;it length, and by a resolution of the iation was unani ly ap-
proved.
Attest: JOHN L. HAYES, Secrelary.

I regret that I can not quote further extracts from this communica-
tion, but these will serve to point some of the disadvantages of highly-
taxed wool. ;

A XEW DEPARTURE.

Since the imposition of high protective duties on wool has resulted
so unsatisfactorily to the interests intended to be protected, why not
try a new departure, as proposed in the Mills bill, and put all wool on
the free-list and reduce duties on manufactured goods to 40 per cent.
ad valorem, as this bill provides ?

‘What would be the probable effect of such a policy ?

First. It would result in a large reduction in the price of woolen
goods and goods into which wool enters as a component part to any
extent. I have already pointed out the probable saving in dollars and
cents. But there wounld be another advantage.

ADULTERANTE IN WOOLEN GOODS,

Our woolen goods would be of better quality. According to the
statistics of the Tenth Census, 1880, the total amount of raw material
consumed in the manufacture of woolen goods was as follows:

Pounds.
D stic wool 222, 991, 581
Foreign wool 73, 200, 698
Camel’s hair. 1,583,119
Mohair ...... 159, 678
Buffalo hair 671,027
Halr of other Bnimals, ........c.ccsrreressssemmssmssssssssrssssssssnss i mssssas ssssss B, 664,142
............ 48, 000, 857
, 163,
Tolal TAWMABETIRL < ioviiiiisnnsssisssssssessrssissnsssesy sssnnsssseanes 404, 434, 978

The wool used is reported as wool in the grease, and should be re-
duced at least 60 per cent. to obtain the amount of pure wool con-
sumed. The legal ratio of loss is 66.66 per cent. Thus only 118,476,-
891 pounds of pure wool were consumed. This shows that the adul-
terants of woolen goods made in 1880 were as 108 parts of adulterants
to 118 parts of pure wool, or that 118 pounds of pure wool were mixed
with 108 pounds of hair, shoddy, cotton, etc. Any one acquainted
with the internal workings of our woolen factories will recognize the
trath of this statement.

And I presume that if the truth were known that ten-dollar **all-
wool ? suit which the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKiN-
LEY] presented for the inspection of the House some time ago was

composed of these adulterants in that ratio and sold outas ** all wool.”
[Langhter.] That, however, implies no fault on the part of the gentle-
mankwhn sold it, because that is the way those goods are rated in the
market.

I quote from a petition of workingmen in woolen mills in Philadel-
phia, presented by thegentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]
and printed in the RECORD of June 30, page 6253. This petition rep-

resents the views of those who work in the Philadelphia woolen mills,
and the facts therein stated can not be disputed:

Tt is no stretch of the truth to say that these discriminationsagainst the manu-
facturing industries have very materially discouraged the use of wool and pro-
moted the substitution of adulterants, most manufacturers having for some time
given more attention to the manipulation of substitutes, so as to give them the
appearance and touch of wool, than to the matter of improvements in the mak-
ing of pure woolens in order to compete in quality with their foreign rivals.
This bas given rise to the impression that we are lessskilled than the KEuropean
workmen, yet it is self-evident that it requires as much if not more skill to
work up the adulterantssoas togive them a marketable appearance as to manip-
ulate the genuine materials. -

A great deal of stuff is put upon the markets now as cassimeres, ete., that
does not contain over 10 per cent. of wool. Manufacturers who atlempt to
make nothing but pure woolens are compelled to close their mills, To make
stuffs that shall compete in the markets with foreign makes in textures and va-
riety it is almost invariably necessary to use some wools of foreign growth for
mixing with the domestic; but as the tariff enhances the cost of these wools by
from 25 to 150 per cent. there is no possibility of the American manufacturer
using them in competition, and hence we are forced to give over to the foreign
manufacturers the monopoly of all the markets and allow them to supply our
own people with ds into which not a pound of American wool enters. Thus
the woolen man tures imported in 1887 amounted to 49,000,000 pounds, which,
at 4 pounds of raw wool to the pound of finished produet, represented 196.000,-
000 pounds of wool, which, with the 115,000,000 pounds of raw wool, makesa total
importation of 311,000,000 pounds, or considerably more than the entire wool-clip
of the United States, If all this had come in free in the raw state it would have
absorbed for mixture a large quantity of domestic wool, instead of every pound
that did come in anyhow displacing a pound of American wool and at the same
time depriving American labor of employment and our poor people of the com~
fort of woolen clothing.

From a statement recently made public by a leading carpet manufacturer we
glean the fact that ingrain carpets which formerly were made largely of wool
are now made of an average of one-fifth wool and four-fifthsadulternnts, and in
the whole of the carpet industry probably nota million pounds of domestic wool
is nowused. There is no carpet wool raised in this country, and yet a tax of
over 26 per cent., which far exceeds all the wages paid in the manufacture of
carpets, is still imposed upon the wool which is necessarily brought in from the
outside. If this wool were admitted free, a greater quantity would be used, and
probably not less than 10,000,000 pounds of domestic wool would be absorbed for
mixture.

For these reasons we fail to see how the wool-growers are benefited by the
tariff on wool, as it inevitably restricts the market for their wool both by forcing
the use of substitutes and by promoting the importation of wool in the manu-
factured state, all of which must redound to the injury of both the wool-grower
and the woolen-worker,

TAILORS AND WORKERE IN WOOLEN GOODS.

The tariff on wool and woolen goods bears with peculiar force and
hardships upon American tailors, tailoresses, milliners, seamstresses,
and those engaged in the manufacture of clothing. ‘The high prices of
cloths, thread, linings, and all materials used, by reason of the tariff
thereon, raises their products to such a high price that the margin of
compensation for the labor, both skilled and otherwise, is very small.
According to the census of 1880 there were in the United States at that
time 430,950 persons employed as tailors, tailoresses, seamstresses, and
like industries, and in the manufacture of clothing, men’s and women’s,
there were 186,000 employed. It appears from the census that the
materials used by those employed in making clothing were valned at
more than three times the amount of wages paid to employés. This
poor remuneration to labor is attributable in great measure to the high
price paid for the materials.

WOOL AND WHEAT.

Much hasbeen said during this discussion about the relative prices
of wheat, wool, and other farm products at various periods in the his-
tory of our country. The price of wheat in 1860 in New York was,
highest, $1.70; lowest, $1.35; average, $1.52 abushel. Six and thirty-
five sixtieths bushels of wheat would buy a $10-suit of clothes at that
time. The price of wheat in 1886 in New York was, highest, 95} cents;
lowest, 83 cents; an average of 89} centsa bushel. Hence it would re-
quire 11{# bushels to buy a $10-suit of clothes in 1886, the difference
in favor of 1860 being 4§ bushels. In other words, it required 4§
bushels lessin 1860 to purchase a $10-suit of woolen clothes than it re-
quires at this time, 1888, If the price of woolen goods had not been
increased by the high protective tariff on wool and woolens a Western
wheat-grower would probably be able to-day to purchase a $10-suit
with 63§ bushels of wheat, as he d‘id in 1860.

THE AVERAGE CLIP.

Much has been said during this debate about the average number of
pounds of each fleece of wool. There hasbeen in all parts of the world
marked improvement in the wool product per capita. In 1840 the
average weight of each fleece was only 1 85 pounds, in 1850 it was 2.42
pounds, in 1860 it was 2.68 pounds, in 1870 it was 3.52 ponnds, in 1880
it was 4.79 pounds, and in 1887 it was about 6 pounds. Strange and
preposterous as it may seem, gentlemen on the other side of the Cham-
ber have claimed repeatedly that this increase was owing to the pro-
tective tariff on wool! It was all on account of the tariff’!

The same gentlemen, in their zeal to sustain their pet theories, at-
tribute all the blessings, or most of them, that we enjoy in this coun-
try to protection. Nothing is attributed to the skill of our working-
men, the perfection of our machinery, the productiveness of oursoil, and
the salubrity of our climate. If the protective tariff produced the
large increase in the average clip in this country from 1.85 pounds in
1840 to 6 poundsin 1887, what has produced a much greater increase
in the weight of the clip in Australia. In 1880 there were in thaf
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country 51,000,000 sheep, and the wool erop amounted to 392,000,000
pounds, or 8 pounds per fleece. In 1836 the number of sheep had in-
creased to 86,254,000, and the wool crop of that year at 8 pounds per
fleece would amount to 690,000,000 pounds., In Australia there is free
trade in wool, and the industry, both as to the number of the sheep
and the weight of the fleece, is even more prosperous than in this coun-
try. The increase in the weight of the clip is accounted for in both
cases by the improvement in the science of sheep-breeding, the mixing
of different breeds and varieties, and the proper care and treatment of
the sheep so as to produce the best results. It is science and not sub-
sidies that prodnces the change. It is proper treatment, and not pro-
tective tariff!
CALAMITI® PREDICTED.

Since this debate began we have heard the same iteration and reite-
ration from day to day. The burden of the argument, if it ean be
dignified by that name, is that if we pass the Mills bill the particular
industry under discussion will be runined. The petitions from manu-
facturers and other interested parties are to the same purport. Ruin,
swilt and complete, will follow as to every item touched by the bill.
It makes no difference whether the item be put on the free-list or
whether a prohibitory duty be redueed within the possibility of a slight
competition, the result will be the same. Ruin to the industry is in-
evitable! The persons employed will be ithrown out of employment,
the factories or mills will be closed, and bankruptey and financial de-
pression will ensne. It would be invidious to quote from any one on
the other side to illustrate the character of their lamentations and fore-
bodings in case this bill should pass. In reference to wool, they all
agree on the other side of the Chamber (with a few exceptions) that
the placing of wool on the free-list and the reduction of the duties on
manufactured woolen goods to 40 per cent. ad valorem will wreck
wool-growing and wool-manufacturing in this country.

They can see nothing, after the passage of this bill, so far as the wool
interests are concerned, except the slanghter of our sheep for mutton,
closing of our woolen mills, and the flooding of our country with the
manufactured woolen goods of free-trade England, whose manufactur-
ers, in view of the destruction of our own sheep and mills, will charge
their own prices. We will then be without the home supply and at
the mercy of the enemy. Do gentlemen really believewhat they say ?
Are they so blinded to every fact which controls the subject that they
can not reach a logieal eonclusion? Do they ignorantly follow the
teachings of interested parties, and protected classes, who are growing
rich by the protective system? Perhaps there are some who seek to
blind the eyes of the people for partisan purposes and advantages.
But for the sake of this argument I will assume that gentlemen sup-
porting the other side of this question are honest in their views, and
that they are merely mistaken.

FREE WOOL IN OTHER COUNTEIES.

Fortunately for the friends of this hill the raising of sheep and the
manufacturing of woolen goods are not left to the experience of this
country. InJune, 1887, the population of the United Kingdom of Great
Britain was 37,000,000, about-two thirds of the population of the United
States. The total cultivatable area of land is only 47,874,369 acres,
yet there were 29,401,750 sheep in Great Britain at that time raised
and supported on land worth from $500 to $1,000 an acre. The wool
imported into England in 1886 amounted to 596,470,995 pounds, and
the amount exported amounted to 312,006,380 pounds; retained for
home consumption 248,464,615 pounds. There were in England at
that time 2,751 woolen, shoddy, and worsted factories, 6,144,594 spin-
dles, and 282,255 persons employed in woolen manufactories. The ex-
ports from Great Britain for 1887 of woolen and worsted goods were
valued at a hundred million dollars. Thus have flourished the wool
and woolen industries of Great Britain under perfect free trade in wool
and woolen goods. Compare this condition of the woolen interests in
free-trade England with the same interests in the United States.

Here we had in 1880, the last census on the suhbject, 2,689 factories;
161,557 persons employed, and no jexports worth mentioning of wooel
or woolen goods, but imports of wool in 1887 valued at $18,206,000,
and of woolen goods valued at $40,000,000. The number of sheep in
this country in 1857 was 44,759,314, or about three-fourths of one
sheep to each inhabitant, while in England the number of sheep
was 29,401,750, and the population only 37,000,000, or about four-
fifths of one sheep to each inhabitant. In this country there were in
1840, aecording to the census, 536,081,835 acres in farms, of which
284,771,042 acres were improved, or cultivated, or about 6 acres of im-
proved land to each sheep, and about 12 acres of farm lands to each
sheep. This does not inelude an estimate of the ranch sheep that
pasture on plains in the Western States and Territories. The enlti-
vable area of lands in Great Britain is only 47,874,369 acres, or abont
one and six tenths acres to each sheep.

1f free trade in wool and woolen goods in England will support a
sheep on every acre and six-tenths of an acre of cultivatable land, what
have we to fear in this country if wool is put on the free-list? TUnder
a high protection on wool we have only an average of one sheep on 12
acres of farm Jands, while in England, with free wool, the number of
sheep has reached one for every acre and six-tenths.

TAXES HIGHERT OX CLOTHING OF THE FOOR,

Gentlemen on the other side who are opposing free wool continually
assert that tariffs are imposed for the benetit of the workingmen; that
they are highest on luxuries and lowest on articlesof general consump-
tion. Let us examine this claim. Eighty-five per cent. of the women
and ehildren of the eountry, in fact all the laboring classes, wear more
or less of worsted and cotton dress goods. Ihave obtained from a prom-
inent merchant in New York a table showing the rate of duty on this
class of goods weighing under 4 ounces to the square yard. A careful
examination of this table will prove very interesting. It will be seen
that the highest tax is on the lowest-priced goods. Under the old law
in force prior to June 30, 1883, the duty on the cheapest gualities of
these was 125 per cent., and this exorbitant rate was reduced to
110 per cent. by the new law. As the price increases the tax decreases
step by step until the highest-priced goods, those worn by the wealthier
portion of the community, are reached, where we find the tax only 60
per cent. under the old and 58 under the new law. The goods of the
very poorest classes are taxed 100 per eent. more than are the goods
worn by the rich.” This discrimination against the poor and in favor
of the rich is ed in all the schedules imposing duties on wear-
ing-apparel, except that there is a uniform tax of GU per cent. on all
lclassea of silkk goods. The table to which I have referred is as fol-
OWS:

Tabie showing the rate of duly on worsted and colfon dress goods under the
old tariff and the act of March 3, 1883—goods 22 inches wide weighing
under 4 ounces fo the square yard.

& o oo oY -1
= ] B o=
g, |35 |% |E:H|%E | |
= S%s | 8 g
Cost in England per yard. 5‘3 =0 . sg - g ‘g ]
2 | 825 (=S| 828 | w5 | B
22 | 354 |§8% |25 |58%| %
g |& o |&7 7 |w | & &
Cenls, | Cents. | Peref. | Cenls. | Percot. | Percl.
2 pence 4.05 9.32 125 8.72 110 15
2} pence. 5,07 | 10.756 107 | 10.15 o9 12
3p 6.08 | 12,17 a5 | 1187 55 10
4p 811 15.02 0| 14.42 Ve 7
4l p 9.12 16,43 K] 15.83 69 6
5 pence. 10.14 | 17.86 71 7.26 66 5
B POIICR . . i e ssssbba s onarss Shbmnnas 12,17 | 20.70 65| 20.10 60 ]
Tp 1419 | 25.47 76| 24.8 70 5
8 pence. 16.22 | 25.41 0| 29.79 66 4
g pence 18.25 | 3155 67 | 80.73 63 4
10 p 20.28 | 34.29 64 | 33.67 61 3
1lp 22,30 | 37.23 62 | 36.61 59 3
12 pence I[ 24.83 | 40.18 60 | 89.55 58 2
Five cent. for freight and charges added to the cost in Ecrope to make
cost to land here.

Before the war the duty on these goods was 19 per cent. ad valorem.

I have another table, showing the duty on woolen dress-goods weigh-
ing under 4 ounces to the square yard. The same peculiarity is ob-
served in this table as to the rates. The highest tax ison the cheapest
goods, those worn by the poor. And not content with imposing a tax
of 74} per cent. under the old law, the protectionists in the last Con-
gress raised this tax to 99} per cent. Dut as the goods rise in price the
taxes are reduced, until the fine goods of the rich come in at 43 per

cent.

This table is worthy of careful examination. It has been prepared
by a merchant of long experience and is based upon the actual trans-
actions and prices at the time it was prepared (September 29, 1883).
I will print it'in the appendix to my remarks. It is worthy of eareful
consideration.

EHEEF ONF THE EANCHES AND IN THE TEERITORIES.

It will be seen from the examination of the tables of statistics which
I have furnished that there has been a constant increase of sheep on
the ranches and in the Territories, and in the States west of the Mis-
souri and Mississippi Rivers, while in the States east thereof there has
been a falling off, since 1867, when high tariffs were enacted to pro-
tect wool-growers. The States east of those rivers procured the tariff
legislation to proteet them not only from foreign wools but also from
the wools grown on the ranches and plains west of those rivers. The
‘Western sheep interests were not taken into the protected circle and
have received no practical benefit from the tariff. The tariff was in-
tended to keep out the fine wools of Australia, which come in eompeti-
tion with the wools grown in Ohio and the States east of the Missouri
River. It would vastly improve the condition of sheep husbandry in
the Territories and extreme Western Statesif the fine wools of Australia
could come in free.

Thiswould increase largely the demand for onr coarse Territorial and
Western wools, to mix with the finer grades in making desirable qualities
of cloth. An increased demand would cause an advance in prices,and
thus the conditions would be greatly improved by admitting wool free
of duty. Bnut there would also be an increased demand for all grades
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of wool, as the manufacture of woolen fabries wonld be greatly stimu-
lated and increased by lowering the prices of woolen goods and bring-
ing more of them and better qualities within the reach of consumers,
who constitute the great mass of our people.

THE WORLD'S SUPPLY OF WOOL.

All caleulations in reference to the production and prices of wool
should take into consideration the world’s supply of that article. In
recent years there has been an immense development of this industry
in Australasia and South America. By referring to table No. 3, which
I will print in the appendix to my remarks, it will be seen that the
number of sheep in Australasia in 1860 was only 20,000,000, and the
number of pounds of wool exported was less than 70,000,000. Thesta-
tistics for 1886 show that there were in Aunstralasia at that time 86,-
352,020 sheep, and that the exports amounted to mnearly 400,000,000
pounds of wool.

It will be remembered that there are in Aunstralasia only 3,552,602
inhabitants, showing that there were nearly 25 sheep to each inhab-
itant. It must also be remembered that there is perfect free trade in
wool in all Australasia, and that this vast indusiry has grown up
withont the stimulus of a protective tariff. The contribution of Aus-
tralasia to the wool product of the world is so important that the in-
crease of the industry in that country will be eagerly watched by busi-
ness interests in all parts of the world.

I will also print a table in the appendix to my remarks showing the
wool exported from the Argentine Republic during each year from 1870
to 1836. The number of sheep in that republic in 1885 was estimated
at 75,000,000, as appears by a report of the Agricultural Department
for January and February, 1887. There is a small tax upon importa-
tions of wool into South America, but it does not affect in any way the
price of the domestic product, as there is an immense export of wool,
as will be seen by o reference to the table already referred to. The
number of inhabitants in the Argentine Republic in 1837 was 3,435,-
286, which shows 21} sheep to each inhabitant.

The next largest sheep-growing conntry in the world'is Russia, the
number in that empire being put down in 1882 at 47,500,00. The
United States comes next in order with 44,759,314 sheep in 1837.
Great Britain is next in importance so far as the number of sheep is
concerned, the number in the United Kingdom being put down for the
year 1887 at 25,858,000. There has been a falling off in recent years
in Great Britain, attributable to local causes and in no way affected by
commercial restrictions as there is perfect free trade in England in
reference to wool and the manufactures of wool.

FREE HIIDES,

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RUsSSELL] has called the
attention of the committee already to the fact that Congress in 1872
placed hides on the free-list, and that the leather and boot and shoe
industries of the country had vastly improved since that time on that
account; and that the farmers were also benefited by the greatly re-
duced cost of the leather and boots and shoes they must nse. Mr.
Switzler, the Chief of the Burean of Statisties, has furnished me at my
request a table showing the vast increase in those industries (see Ap-
pendix No. 1). I call attention also to the fact that the number of pairs
of boots and shoes made at the factories in 1870, namely, 80,627,244,
was increased in 1880 to 125,478,511 pairs, and the number of persons
employed in the factories increased from 91,702 in 1870 to 111,052 in
1880, being an increase in ten years of over 55 per cent. in the output
and an increase of nearly 20 per cent. in the number of hands employed.
Bo much for free hides.

TAXED WOOL.

Contrast the flourishing condition of the leather and boot and shoe
industries, brought about throngh untaxed hides, with the langnishing
condition of the wool manulacturers of the conntry, as shown by the
census of 1870 and 1880.

WOOLEN MANUFACTORIES, 1870 AXD 1880,

Census repc.orts show the following facts in respect to woolen manu-
factures in the United States for the above decades:

I 1870. r 1580,
Establishment ! 2 891 1,990
Capital invested $98, 824, 531 095, 564
B s R B e | #0, 053 . 86, 504
Spindles | 1,815,496 1,758, 740
Wages -...| $26,877,675 | $25,836,302
Material...... €06, 432,601 | €100, 815, 611

Product....... | §155, 405,358 | $100, 606, 721

Comment on these facts is unnecessary, The facts tell the whole
story.
.y MR, EWITZLER 8 I.ml!&
Reference in this covnection is made to the letter from Mr. Switz-
ler, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, which I will also print in the ap-

pendix to my remarks, in which it is stated on the authority of Mr. J.
R. Dodge, Statistician of the Department of Agriculture, that the price
of farming land in Great Britain ranges from $500 to $1,000 an acre.
It is also stated that the cash rental for lands at this time in Great
Britain is 30 shillings peracre, or about $7.50.

If the people of England with land worth $500 to $1,000an acre, and
renting for §7.50 an acre, can raise sheep profitably withount the aid of
a protective tariff, why can not the people of the United States do so,
also our lands are worth from $20 to $75 an acre, and rents from $3 to
$5 an acre, and we have in addition, west of the Missouri and Missis-
sippi Rivers, immense plains and public lands upon which sheep are
grazed the year round. We havealso the advantage of a richer soil.

In Russia raw wool pays a customsduty of less than 2 centsa pound—
a purely revenue tariff. In Germany and France wool is admitted free.

There is no reason, either in the past experience of our country, or in"

the history and condition of wool-growing in other countries, why the
United States can not raise sheep and wool with profit without the aid
of protective tariffs.

ADVAXTAGES TO FOLLOW,

The putting of wool on the free-list will result in a large reduction,
as already stated, in the price of woolen goods. This will create a
larger demand for them. A larger demand will cause an advance in
prices of raw wools for manufacturing purposes. This increased de-
mand and consequent increase in price of wool will soon restore the
prices prevailing under protection without increasing the cost of
woolen goods. This statement at first consideration may seem para-
doxieal, but it is confirmed by the truth of history in England, France,
and the United States, as already shown. The reduction of the tariff
on wool or its abolition has more frequently resulted in increasing the
price of raw wool than in reducing it. The tax or duty being taken
off of the foreign product, a greater proportion of free untaxed wool
would be used. Better opportunities would be afforded the manu-
facturer to mix to advantage the native with the foreign wool, fewer
adulterants would be used, and a cheaper and better cloth or manu-
factured article would be produced. With a larger percentage of
cheap foreign wools, with free dye-stuffs, with mills running on full
time, with quick sales, and with a steadily-increasing demand, woolen
manufacturers could well afford to pay the prices they now pay for
native wools and still sell their products at lower prices and realize
better profits. .

Putting wool on the free-list will result in innumerable blessings to
the American people. It will bring increased health and comfort to
every home in the land. It will bring cheap and abundant woolen
clothing to our workingmen during the rigors of our Northern winters,
It will cover the floors of the poor man’s house with a woolen carpet.
It will furnish his children with sunitable apparel for the school and
the church. It will cover the bedsof the people with all-wool blankets
in the winter time, and furnish the workingman, his wife, danghters,
and sons with more solid enjoyment than any other act of legislation
that can be devised. It will stimulate manufactures. It will create
a demand for labor, for machinery, and for fuel. Every branch of in-
dustry will feel the healthful impetus, and new life and vigor will be
infused into all trades, professions, and employments.

Therewill be no falling off in the production of weol in this country;
no hands now employed can possibly be thrown out of employment;
no wheel that now moves can possibly be checked or hindered. It
will result in benefits to all, in injury to none. -

Pass this bill and a new era of industrial prosperity will dawn upon
ns. Faetories will spring up in the States of the South and West and
in the Territories, Thosealreadyinexistenceinall parts of the country
willrun on full time and increase their plants from year to year. In-
stead of importing into this conntry $40,000,000 worth of woolen goods,
as was done in 1857, we will soon be able to supply the home market
with woolen goods and export immense guantities to other nations.

Pass this bill. Tet it become the law of the land. It will resultin
good toall. The people will be better fed, better clothed, and will
live in better houses, and sleep in better beds. In after years, when
the full measure of its countless blessings shall have been realized, the
generations then living and those who may come after them will rise
up and invoke the blessings of Providence npon those who originated
it and upon these who gaye to it the force and power of law! [Great
applause. ]

APPENDIX.

Following are the tabular statements referred to in the foregoing
speech of Mr. SPRINGER, preceded by the letter of the Chief of the Bureau
of Statistics transmitting them:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS,

! Washington, D. C.,July 16, 1588,
§ DEA&SIR: In reply to your request of Saturday I transmit to you the follow-
ng tables: T

Table 1, showing the values of imported leather and manufactures of leather,

and of hides and skins, other than fur skins, entered for consumption in, and
of Jike domestie produecls exported from the United States during each year
ending Juue 30, from 1870 to 1857, inclusiye.
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5 Tnble12. showing the number of sheep in the United Kingdom each year from
867 to 1847,

Accarate official records of the number of sheep in the United Kingdom were
not kept prior to that date.

Table 3, showing the of sl and p dsof wool exported
from British Australasia for each year from 1860 to 1886, inclusive.

Table 4, showing the number of sheep in the States of the United States east
of the Misai.ssi}?ﬁi and Missouri Rivers at various periods since 1560,

I will say with respect to your inquiries in regard to the wool clip of the
United Kingdom, Argentine Republic, and Australasia, that no accurate statis-
tics showing the growth ordecline of the wool clip of those countries for a series
of years can be procured. The best indication of the wool elip of the Argentine
Re%ublie and Australasia is the exports, there being very liltle manufactured
in those countries.

I am informed by Mr. J. R. Dodge, Slatistician of the Department of Agricult-
ure, that the price of farming land in Great Britain ranges from to §1,000
an acre, but inasmuch as the greater portion of the land is under rental, I am
unable to procure data which would afford an idea of theapproximate value of
the land thronghout the Kingdom.

Mr. Michael G. Mulhall, fellow of the Statistical Society of London, ete., states
that the price of land in the United Kingdom is £33 sterling.

r. James Caird, C. B., F. I&. 8,, gives the rent of cultivated land per acre in
Great Britain as follows: Thirteen shillings in 1770, 27 shillings in 1850, and 30

shillings in 1875,

Maj. P. G. Craigie, secre Central Chamber of Agriculture, in an article
read before the Statistical ety of London January 16, 1883, states as follows:

“According to Professor Lowe there were 35,000,000 sheep in the United King-
dom in 1845; average weight per fleece, 4} pounds, giving the weight of elip
157,500,000 pounds. According to Mr. E, Baines, at, British Association, Leeds,
the wool-clip in 1838 was 190,000,000 pounds. Aeccording to Mr. Archibald Ham-
ilton, from Messrs. Huhb&tﬂ‘sm‘:lu.the wool-clip in 1870 was 159,952,000 pounds.
According to Earl Catheart, from Messrs. Hubbard's tables, the woo -alip in
1875 was 124,000,000 pounds, According to Mr. J. A, Clark, from Messrs. Hub-
bard’s tables, the woo]-vcli? in 1878 was 119,473,000 pounds. According to Sir
James Caird the wool-clip in 1878 was 135,000,000 pounds., According to Messrs,
Helmuth, Segwartze & Co.'s wool circular the wool-clip in 1850 was 157,000,000
1mun2§.n According to Bradford Observer the wool-clip in 1882 was 129,000,000

ounds,
R The following information, given by Sir James Caird, in his work entlitled
“The Landed Interest and the Supply of Food,” may be of service to you:

Gross annual value of land assessed to the income lax of 1857 and 1875,

£a. £,

Capital
value on
1857. 1875. Increase. | Increase. | increase at
thirty years'
purchase.
3 Per cent.

. England ...cccccveeee| £41,177,000 [£350,125,000 | £8, 948, 000 21 | £268, 440, V00
Beotland .....eee| 5,932,000 | 7,493,000 | 1,561,000 26 | 46,830,000
Ireland (from

) N — 8,747,000 9,293, 000 546, 000 6 186, 320, 000
Total...........]| 55,856,000 | 66,911,000 | 11,055,000 |......crcerseen.| 831,650, 000

Mr, Caird adds:

“The total rise within & period of eighteen years has been little over 20 per
eent.; but,as will be seen by the annexed table, the proportion of inerease on
the Scotch rental has been greater than that of England. The small rise in Ire-
land presents a striking contrast to England and land. The capital value
of land in this country (the United Kingdom) will be reckoned something pro-
digious. especially by those of us who are old enough to recall the dismal
prophecies of the agricultural ruin which would surely follow the free admis-
sion of foreign corn. L

“This vast increase in the value of landed property within the short ?eriod of
twenty years is very remarkable, It has been aiready shown that the improve-
ment expenditure effected by loans has been fifteen millions. If we assume that
even three times as much has been effected during the same period by private
capital without loans, we here s=e that the capital wealth of the owners of
landed property has been increased by three hundred and thirty-one millions

No. 1.—Values of imported leather and manuwfaciures of leather and of hides and

08, than fur skins, entered for conswmplion in, and of like domestic prod-
ucts exported from, the United Stales during each year ending June 30, from 1870
to 1887, inclusive. >
.Enteredtfg:.:u)nsump- Exported,
Sl Leather, [ Alidcs nd Leather, Fles sud
an 3 an
- manufact- °lh%::‘,m manufact- othe;utrhsn
ures of. Skina uresof. skins.
|
1870 §10,154,187 §12, 835,477 £673, 331 £365, 212
1571 10,552, 155 | 14,638,463 | 1,807, 595 700, 604
1572 11,879,214 | 14,345,727 | 3,684,029 | 1,445,178
1873 11,812,450 | 18, 875,845 | 5,305,404 3, 6u5, (23
1874 10,361,591 | 16,370,685 | 4,786,518 2, 560, 382
1875 9,842,609 | 18,553,078 | 7,324, 796 4,729,725
1876 8,789,929 | 13,851,395 | 10,008, 985 2, 905, 921
1877 8,088,373 | 14,983,521 | 8,167,301 | 2,480,427
1878 ...... 7,838,127 | 17,228, 8,080, 030 1, 236, 840
1879 7,532,429 | 15,957,246 | 7,769,069 1,171,523
1880 11,769, 482 | 29,885,178 | 6,760,186 649,074
1881 10,522,848 | 27,529, 8,088, 445 003, 464
1882 12,215,417 | 27,494,896 | 8,999,927 | 1,449,737
1883 12,658,722 | 27,745,697 | 7,923,662 , 220, 158
1884 11,362,919 | 22,301,485 | 8,305,779 , 304, 329
IBBB ... ssenchnionssanngsasnsansnmsnsasnsases] 10y 262, 966 | 20,599, 9, 692, 408 1,822,058
1886 11,466,481 | 26,693,230 | 8,737, 873,025
1887 10, 936, 437 | 24,225,776 | 10, 436,138 7635, 655

WAL F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureaw,
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU oF STATISTICS,
Washington, D, O., July 14, 1888,

No.2—Number of sheep in the United Kingdom.
[From official British publieations.]

June 25:
1867 817, 951
1865, 35,607, 812
1869 24,950, 272
1870, Sl 32,786,753
1871 31, 403. 500
1872.. 82,246,642
1873 33, 982, 404
1874 B84, 837,597
1875 83, 401, 948
Sl 32, 252,579
1877.. 82,990, 067
15878....... 382,671,018
1879, X 32,237,958
1880, - 30,239,620
o ]‘;Bgl 27,896,273
n .
1882., wee 27, 448, 220
. 28,347, 560
1884 st B0, 330 78Y
1855, 3 -50, 085, 500
1856, sessssenese FOR, 888 440
1887.0 ooons 25,053,708

*Ireland not stated.

No. 3.—Number of sheep in and pounds of domestic wool exported from British Aus-
tralasia for each year from 1860 {o 1836, inclusive.

|From official British publications.]

sterling in these twenty years, at a cost to them which probably has not exceeded |
sixty millions. This increase, ns elsewhere explained, has arisen chiefly from Number of | £ounds of
the great advance in the consumption and value of meat and dairy produce, Year. sheep wool
and!{; thus only in part the result of land improvement, - exporied.
“ But though inthe aggregate the land owners of England have t richer
by more than one-fifth, and those of 8cotland by more than one-fourth, the prog- [
ress has not been uniform. In the purely corn districts and on the chalk and | 1860 *20, 135, 288 | .69, 305, 494
sands of the drier counties, where grass does not thrive, the increase has been | 1861 ... 23,741,508 | 73,204 830
small. On the poor clays there has been none. It has been greatest in the | 1z62 o] 22,644,204 | 81,000, 757
grazing counties and in the West and North., The increase shown in Scotland | 1863 26, 620,123 | 93,395,
deserves special attention. In that countrythe larzer proportionof grazing | 1864 S 33, 507,000 | 118, 470, 567
land no doubt partly explains this; but,on the other hand, entails are more | 1565 #29 530, 928 | 126,912,739
strict, and the land is understood to be more heavily mortgaged than in England, | 1866 *33, 089,526 | 134, 370, 164
so that in these respects Scotland has no advantage.” 1867 " 47,284, 677 | 158, 368, 161
I am unable to procure any information for aseriesof yearsshowing the wool | 1358 *41, 061,625 | 180, 678, 993
clip in Australasia. The best indieation,as I bave stated above, is the table on | 1360 *40, 176, 654 | 184, 888, 210
raw wool exported, inzl = A 1870 51,204,241 | 177,728, 247
The number of sheep in the Argentine Republic in ‘1833, according to the De- | 1571 49,773,584 | 224,702,715
partment of Agriculture, was 75,000,000. Iam unable to procure data as to the | 1572 ... 51,508,133 | 198, 817,505
number of sheep in that country for a series of years. 1873 45, 439, 322 | 200, 730,473
An article on the wool supply read before the Slatistical Sociely of London by | 1574 61,227,123 | 231,779,119
Archibald Hamiiton, csq., gives an approximate estimate of the number of | 1575 . 124, 232, 932, 196
sheep and lambs and weight of wool in the following couutries: 1876 665,202 | 279, 520, 873
i 1578 62,645,700 | 201,815, 070
Date of | Sheepand | Weight of T 648, 7 \D18,
Countries. Fatuths. SRS ! eeal. 1879 53, 883, 945 | 207, 930, 084
4 1880 & 75, 158, 683 | 345,010, 328
United Kingdom w.ovmererusins o] 1867-1870 | 34,188,0002 154,169,000 | 1581 o | R
Australia 1868 37,441,000 152, 100,000 1853 ' 360, 401. 774, 026
Tasmanin 1868 1,742, 000 6, 135, 000 1884 m‘m:m 415'5i3:m
New Zgﬂnnd R B R ey 1868 _US.-II.B.CI)O 28, 875,000 | jo0e :525. 404, 058, 149
River P E S 1866 nknown. 138, 070,000 | g i 394, 362, 498
Respectfully, yours, S Eralostve of New Zealand

WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau.
Hon. W, M. SprINGER, M. C.
House of Representatives, Wat}n‘nafon, D, C.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS,
Washington, D. C., July 14, 1888,
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No.4—Stalement showing the number of sheep in Slales east of the Micsissippi and Missouri Rivers during the years named,

States. 1800, [Febrtary|  ygo, 1875. 1876, 1877, I 1878, I 1879, I 1850,
Alilan.. 870,136 | 257,151 241,984 | 182,300 | 185,900 165,100 | 270,000 [ 204,000 214,200
Co. n sutiout won] 117,107 173,243 83, 884 88,100 92,500 92, 500 96, 200 97, 100
Deluware 18, 857 17,072 29,714 23, 960 23 600 23, 600 a5, 000 37, 400 38, 800
Florida. 30,158 5, 005 26,599 31,500 37,800 40, 400 56, 500 59, 900 59, 900
Georgin 512, 618 314,875 | 419,465 | 875,000 | 871,200 | 878,600 | 382,300 | 874,400 374,400
Illinois 769,135 | 2,736,431 | 1,568,286 | 1,880,000 | 1,311,000 | 1,258,500 | 1,258,500 | 1,089,000 | 1,110,800
Indiana ......ooees oo 991,175 | 2.882,176 | 1,612,650 | 1,800,000 [ 1,250,000 | 1,175,000 | 1,092,700 | 1,099,500 [ 1,019,000
Towa roe] 250,041 | 2,501,379 ; 1,697,900 | 1,663,900 | 1,680,500 | 560,000 | 445,500 451, 400
Kentucky 933,000 | 896,865 | 936765 759.600 | 053,600 | 690,400 | 900,000 | 1,020,000 | 1,009,800
Maine......... 452,472 | 752,542 434,666 | 491,500 | 525,900 | 520,600 | 525,800 | 557,300 596, 300
Maryland 155, 765 275, 542 129,607 | 138,500 | 141,200 | 144,000 | 151,200 152,700 152.700
Massachusetts ...... : 114,829 175,149 78,560 76,300 76, 300 61,000 €0, 300 60, 900 63, 300
Michigan 1,271,743 | 3,048,191 | 1,985,905 | 3,416,500 | 3,450,600 | 2,100,000 | 1,750,000 | 1,820,000 | 1,856,400
Minnesot S 13, 044 120,010 | 132,343 176,200 150, 200 200 | 300,000 | 807,500 507, 500
Mississippi 162,960 | 252,732 147400 | 151,800 | 103,900 | 250,000 192, 600 200, 300
Missouri.. 037,445 | 1,377,547 | 1,352,001 | 1,366,200 | 1,284 1000 | 1,271,000 | 1,296,400 | 1,523,300
New Hampshire. A | 810,534 | ‘529, 3 242,500 | 242,200 | 2820400 | ‘289,000 | 235,100 242,100
New Jersey 135, 228 193,952 | 120,067 127,100 | 125,800 | 125,800 128, 300 127, 000 127, 400
! | 2,617,855 | 4,996,804 | 2,181,578 | 1,996,400 | 1,936,500 | 1,867,700 | 1,518,100 | 2,121,000 | 2,205,500
546,749 | 325,684 | 463,435 75,700 | 283,000 | 281,000 | 490, 425,000 425,000
e 8,546,767 | 6,730,126 | 4,928.635 | 4,592,600 | 4,546,600 | 3,900,000 | 8,753,000 | 4,040,000 | 4,030,400
Pennsylvania i 1,631,540 | 3,422,002 | 1,794,301 | 1,674,000 | 1,640,500 | 1,607,600 | 1,607,600 | 1,666,000 | 1,649,300
Rhode Island 32, 624 36, 588 23, 038 25,30 25,300 24, 24, 500 23, 200
South Carolina. 233, 509 179,864 124, 594 147,200 | 142,700 | 144,100 | 175,000 | 182,000 176, 500
733, 817 264, 041 826, 395.500 | 341,700 | 245,100 | 850,000 | 858,500 858, 500
Vermont 752,201 | 1,042,064 516,400 | 490,500 | 475,700 | 461,400 | 466,000 498, 600
Virginia..... | 1,043,260 | 658,624 370,145 | 967500 | 836,400 | 367000 | 422,000 | 417,800 426, 100
West Virginia......co.coee o0 880,000 | 552,827 | 530,200 | 544,500 | 544,500 | 540,000 | 571,900 600,500 .
R TR, 964| 1,880,758 | 1,069,252 | 1,2110300 | 1,162)800 | 1,151,100 | 1,323,700 | 1,813,000 | 1,316,100
Total i 19,221,714 [#37, 864, 609 | 23,897,917 I‘ 23, 690, 500 [ 23,279, 300 I 21.113.700 | 20,529, 200 | 21,201,100 | 21,712, 700

* Total number of sheep of all ages, February, 1868, in the above States and five other States reporled., was 89,991,912, and their aggregate value was $98,407,
809, but in the States east of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers the total number was 37,864,600

No. 4—Stal t showing the ber of sheep in Slales cast of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers during the years named—Continued.

States. | 1881. 1882, i 1583, 1884, 1885, 1886, 1887, 1888,
Alabamsa Sxaaiaa 224,910 854,459 350, 944 843,925 843, 925 337,047 323, 565 810,622
Connecticut 98, 071 60,025 59,425 58, 831 59,419 53, 477 53,477 49,199
Delaware 38,800 22,077 22,077 S077 22'510 22,294 22/ 204 ;
Florida 58, 3=2 102, 000 a8, M40 97,961 91, 0 90, 183 92, 888
Georgia. 878,144 | 538141 | 5327 543,415 | 532,547 | 500,594 | 465,552 442, 274
Illinois . 1,155,232 1,026, 702 1,149, 906 1,126, 908 1,043, 101 1, , 653 925, 201 514,177
Indiana 1,029,570 | 1,111,516 | 1,122,631 | 1,145,084 | 1,122,182 | 1,088,517 | 1,084,091 | 1,003,068
Town o i o o 463, 488 482, 631° 497, 161 497,161 472,308 467, 580 425, 498 408, 478
Kentucky. : 1,020,996 | 990,266 1 980,166 | 950,761 | 903,223 | 858,062 797, 998
Maine 632,078 577,286 577, 236 236 548,374 haT, 407 547,725
Maryland 152700 | 172,806 | 173l7e0 | 17zozz | 172,022 | 1es5e2 | 165,210 160, 254
Massachusetts 65, 190 68, 659 69, 346 34 7. 050 64, 561
Michigan : 1,930,656 | 2,320,752 | 2,436,790 | 2,412,422 | 2,364,174 | 2,269,607 | 2,156,127 | 2,113,
Minnesota ... 313,650 | 278,302 | 231,085 272,708 | 278,162 | 278,162 2725
Mi I 02, 303 290, 571 293, 477 203,477 231,788 276,103 242,971 247, B30
Missour... S 1,619,931 | 1,425,411 | 1,453,910 | 1,480,380 | 1,338,623 | 1,2%,078 | 1,182,272 | 1,087,690
New Hampahire..... 246, 942 213, 211, 804 200, 686 201, 299 195, 260 260 205, 023
New Jersey 129, 748 @118, 190 117,008 117,008 119,348 107,413 106, 339 105, 276
New York. ..... 2,338, 148 | 1,732,332 | 1,782,332 | 1,732,332 | 1,697,653 | 1,595,824 | 1,579,866 | 1,564,067
North Carolina, 385,000 | 470,871 | 466,162 | '452,176 | 488,350 | 468,816 | 450,063 127,560
Ohio 4,243,617 4,951,511 5, 050, 541 5, 000, 036 4, 900, 035 4,753,084 | 4,662,013 4,106, 622
Pennsylvania | 1,632,807 | 1,785,481 | 1,808,336 | 1,749,236 | 1,486,857 | 1,189,481 | 1,094,323 084, 591
Rhode Island R rhs St e L e e S L R Sy e S s 28, 200 21,514 21, 729 21,007 20, 566 20.4{9 20, 245 20, 852
South Caroling. 187,000 | 120,078 | 120,078 | 116,476 | 117,641 | 112,35 | 108,418 107, 334
T 8358, 500 675,478 673,478 655, 214 635, 558 603, 780 b6l, 515 516, 504
Vermont 508,572 | 444,269 | 448,712 | 48712 | 385,802 | BIRI7T4 | 878,174 393, 801
Virginia 447, 405 502, 262 Buz, 262 487,14 477,450 463,127 , 233 444, 741
West Virginia o] 660,550 | 681,517 | 684,925 | 671,226 | G37.665 | 624,012 | 593,666 474,933
Wi i . 1,820,261 | 1,850,175 | 1,363,677 | 1,836,403 | 1,282,947 | 1,218,800 | 1,072,544 9ll, 662
Total wreeee| 22,892,551 J 22, 845, 727 ] 23, 320,730 1 23, 052, 620 | 22,281,897 | 21,087,984 | 19,985,158 | 18,096,719

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, July 14, 1838,
WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureaw.

Reference has been made to the following statements taken from the special Treasury report on wool and manufacture of wool 1887:
No. 5.—Stalement showing the number of sheep in the States and Territories West of the Missouri and Mississippi Rivers from 1860 to 1887.

States and Territories. 1860. 1870, | 1sso. 1857,
Louisiana........... 181, 253 118, 602 135, 631 111,730
Texas...... s N S e S e . e S R e S B e W S e e e SR e A e S 5 753, 363 714,351 2,411,633 4,761,831
Arkansas ¥ 202, 753 161,077 246, 757 224, 660
Kansas s 17,569 109, 088 499,671 | 1,106,852
Nebraska i 2,355 22,725 199, 453 700
Colorado S 120, 928 748, 443 1,149,178
Calif 1,088,002 | 2,768,187 | 4,152,340 | 6,069,698
Nevad 876 11,018 133, 695 674,486
Oregon 86,052 818,123 | 1,083,162 | 2,503,029
WAShINELON TOITIOTY .. ievcrrrenecsissmsasmesssssssssronssisssssersssssaans 10,157 44,063 292, 833 555, 439
Dakota 183 1,901 80, 244 256, 200
Idaho A 1,021 27,326 231,413
Mont { 2,024 184,277 754, 688
New Mexico A R W N R 30,116 619,438 | 2,088,831 | 4,025,742
Arizona o R 803 76, 524 627,201
Utah 37,332 59, 672 233,121 658, 285
Wyoming i 6,409 140, 225 534, 020
1
Total covenens| 8,209,521 | 5,079,430 [ 12,682,225 | 24,774,261

XIX—409
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No. 6.—Statement showing the quantities of wool produced, imported, exported, and retained for iption in the Uniled States, from 1839 to 1886, inclusive.
Exports. ] Retained
Year end- Total pro-
Calendar year, Production. | ing June | Imports. |ductionand ool o o)
imports. | pomestic.| Foreign. | Total. tion.
Pounds. Pounds. P / Pound: Pound: P d: Pounds. Pr.el.
1839 35, 802, 114 9, 898, 740 45, 700, 854 85,528 85,528 45, 020, 2.7
15849, 52, 516, 959 18, 685, 204 71,212, 253 385, 898 71,176, 355 26.3
1859, = 60, 264, 913 26,282 935 | 84,547, 848 389,512 133,493 523,005 | 65,749,635 30.4
1862 106, 000, 000 75,121,728 | 181,121,728 , 722 708, 1,064,572 | 180,057,156 411
1863, 123, 000, 91,250,114 | 214,250,114 155,452 223 475 378,957 | 218,871,157 42.4
1864 142, 000, 000 44,420,375 | 186,420,374 464, 152 679,261 | 1,145,463 | 185 274,912 23.6
1865 weess] 155,000, 71,287,088 | 226, 287,988 973, 075 851, 1,824,720 463, 33.1
1866. 160, 000, 000 88,158,382 | 198,158, 382 307,418 619, 550 026,063 | 197,231,414 9.4
1867 168, 000, 000 25,462,197 | 193,462,197 B58, 4 2,801,852 | 8,360,257 | 190,101,910 12.6
1BBB...oc srssrssssassssnsnnssnsinssnnes sesasssosnsssssssesensusssnsnsess smsnss 150, 000, 000 89,275,928 | 219,275,026 444, 387 342,417 786,804 | 218,480,122 17.9
1869 162, 000, 000 49,230,199 | 211,230, 199 152,892 | 1,710,053 | 1,862,945 , 367, 254 23.3
1870 160, 000, 000 68,058,028 | 228, 058, 028 25,195 | 1,805,811 | 1,330,508 727, 20,9
1871 150, 000, 000 126,507,400 | 276, 507, 409 140,515 | 2,266,303 | 2,406,008 | 274,100,501 44.9
1872 158, 000, 000 85,496,040 | 243, 496, 049 75,120 | 7,040,836 | 7,115,515 | 236, 880,534 5.1
1873 170, 000, 600 42,939,541 | 212 939,541 319,600 | 6,816,157 | 7,135,757 | 205,803,784 20,2
1874 181, 000, 000 54,901,760 | 235,991, 7 178,084 | 8,567,627 | 8,745,661 | 232,156,009 23.3
1875, 192, 000, 000 44, 642, 836 692, 836 104,768 | 1,518,426 | 1.623 104 | 235,019,642 18.9
1876, 200, 000, 000 42,171,192 | 242 171,192 79,5090 | 3,088,847 | 3,168,556 | 239,002,636 17.4
1877 208, 250, 000 48, 449079 | 258, 699,07 347,854 + 5,052,221 | 6,300,075 | 250,399,004 18.9
1878 211, 000, 000 39,005,155 | 250,005,155 60, 7 4,104,616 | 4,165,400 | 245 839,755 15.6
1879, 232, 500, 000 128,181,747 | 360,631, 747 191,551 | 8,648,520 | 3,840,071 | 856,791,676 35.5
1880 240, 000, 000 55,964,236 | 295,064,236 71, 5,507,534 | 5,575,989 | 290,385,247 18.9
1881 272, 000, 000 67,861,744 | 839, 801,744 116,179 | 3,831,836 | 3,948 015 | 335,013,729 20.0
1882, 250, 000, 000 70,575,478 | 360,575, 478 64,474 | 4,010,043 | 4,074,517 | 356, 500, 061 19.6
1883 800, 000, 000 78, 850, 651 850, 651 10,393 | 2,304,701 | 2,815,094 | 876,083,557 20.7
1834, 308, 000, 000 70,596,170 | 378,596, 170 83,006 | 8,015,339 | 8,108,845 | 875,492, 825 18.7
1885 302, 000, 000 129,084,958 | 431,084, 958 146,423 | 6,534,426 | 6,680,849 | 424, 404,109 20.9
1886 255, 000, 000 114,038,080 | 399,038,030 257,940 | 6,728,242 | 6,986,232 | 892,051,798 29.1

* Year ended September 30, 1840,
Norte.—The data as to the production have been fnmi.shed by Mr. J. R. Dodge, statistician of the Department of Agriculture.
No. 7.—Statement showing the duties on woolen dress goods ing under 4 to the square yard, as tmpoced wunder the-tariff’ act prior fo July 1, 1882, and the act
m\whlmkefuimtkﬂdde(adofﬂnmha. p
[The duty on all these goods was 24 per cent, ad valorem bafom the war.]

3 o
o
g @g Tariff in force prior to July 1, 1833, Tariff of July 1, 1883,
md
Net cost in France per meter, :T a :
E g A Rate of duty. Tunt Rate of duty. Equal
Centls, Per .
50 ti 21 8.820 | 6 cents per square yard and 35 per cent........... 9 cents per square yard and 40 per cent........... o8}
K5 centimes 21 9,712 do do. o4
60 centimes, 21| 10.585 |.........do 65 do. B9k
70 21 12,360 | 8 cents per square yard and 40 per cent it do g2k
BD 21 14.126 do. z 3 e A e B L L D b el
80 i 21 | 15.802 do. 69} do. "3
1 frane 42 17.658 | 6 cents per square yard and 35 per cent........... TdE do. 00}
1 frane 10 i 42 19.424 do, 71 do. o4
1franc 20 centimes......cccecsvesenneenn| 42 | 21,19 do. - 68 do 89}
1 frane 31 ti 42 23.133 do. 65 do. 86
1 franc 50 centimes:. ...ccuee sevasseses 42 26.487 | B cents per square yard and 40 per cent. ok do. 80
1 frane 75 t 42 80.902 do. 70 do. 7
2 fra 42 35.316 |.. do. 66} |. [ R i, [<TH]
4 franca 42 70, 632 R S S S R N A e 53¢ do e 55
6 francs 42 | 105.968 B o e s S 434 do, %
fr 42 | 141.264 do. 464 7. [ RS, X 474
10 francs. 42 | 176.50 do. 45} do 45
20 francs, 42 | 333.16 do, 423 do. 43

Ko. 8.—Quanlily of domestic wool exporied frm l')wAracMi:u Republic during each No 9.—Price of fine, medium, and eoarse washed clothing wool in the markels

* None enumerated ; if exported, included under ** miscellaneous articles.”
The kilo has been computed at 2.2046 pounds.

TREASURY DEPARTMEST, BUREAU OF STATISTICS,
July 16, 1888,

year from 1570 to 1886, inclusi of New York (1860-1887) and Philadelphia (18651857, inclusive).
[From Mauger & Avery's Annual Wool Circular.]
[From the fiscal ** Estadistica de Comercio y de la Navigacionde la Republica Jan :
A r‘nn‘m.n] Year. uary July.
Fine. |Medinm.| Coarse Fine. |Medium.| Coarse.
Washed

3 Years., Raw wool. | "0 Cm&' Cﬂl“l.m Gﬂl:!.l‘.2 C‘mtzés Gmllm Cmtl.m
45 40 b 8 30 2
48 50 50 48 47 45
Pond Pound. 75 68 0 7 70 €5
1870 144,551,191 300, 315 80 78 76 100 100 90
1871 157, 681, 720 90, 766 102 100 95 7 73 [15]
JA872.. weeeeneee| 202,552,077 | 1,210,984 70 65 50 70 67 €0
1873 184, 554, 197 44,315 68 53 50 55 49 45
1874 176, 784, 810 38,774 48 43 38 48 45 43
1875 200, 002, 211 (*) B0 50 48 48 48 47
1876 197, 000, 500 36,978 48 46 44 46 45 43
1877 214, 581, 447 73, 804 47 46 43 62 60 55
1578 180, 134, 249 410, 007 70 72 [ 2 i) 65
1879 202, 715. 782 335, T03 70 68 [} 50 48 44
1880 214, 168, 433 520,746 58 5 47 53 B3 |- 46
1881 229, 007, 335 55 56 47 52 49 43
1882 244, 732, 596 48 52 42 28 b a1
1883 261, 032, v27 * 46 43 36 50 44 a7
1884 252, 083, 810 a4 45 38 36 36 a2
1885 283, 055, 910 34 35 32 a7 38 B
1886 201, 204, 601 o 50 55 48 46 48 42
47 49 43 42 44 36
44 | 46 47 42 45 81
40 43 33 39 41 43
40 40 34 335 o 30
3 33 29 32 31 28
35 36 32 33 a3 2
33 38 33 34 88 5
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]
has not consnmed by five minutes the whole of the time belonging to
his side of the House. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from
Maine [Mr. REED], if he is in the Hall, to control the time on the
other side. If not, the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Burrows] will
be recognized for that purpose.

Mr. BURROWS. I yield ten minuntes to the gentleman from Maine
[Mr. DINGLEY].

Mr, DINGLEY. T have listened to the speech of my distinguished
friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], whois always lively if not exact,
with a great deal of interest; and I have observed that as the basis
of his remarks he assumes that whatever duty may be imposed upon
an imported article increases the burden to: the consumer not enly on
the imported article itself, but on all similar products made in this
country to the extent of the duty. That was the burden of his argu-
ment; and unless the assumption is true, the argument itself falls to
the ground. The gentleman was pleased to tell us that the duty upon
wool and woolens increased the cost of three hundred millions of wool-
ens manufactured in this country and imported in 1830 to the extent of
$176,000,000, reaching his result by multiplying the total amount im-
ported and the total amount produced in this country by the amount
of duty. It was Surprising to me that my friend from 1llinois had not
hesitated for a moment in presenting this argument in view of the pos-
sible conclusions that wounld result from such an assumption.

It it is true that the cost of woolens to the people of this country in
1880 was increased both on the imported articles and on the domestie
product to the extent of the duty—namely, $176,000,000—then the
same is true as to every other article manufactured in this country on
which duties are im

Mr. SPRINGER. That does not follow.

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly it does. Indeed my friend from Illinois
will remember that he published in the North American Review a few
years ago a table, based on this assumption, in which he fignred ont
that the people of the United States paid a tax of over $600,000,000 in
that year by means of duties imposed on articles which we produced in
this country. He included cottons, woolens, and iron goods in his
tables. A Senator from Texa3, on the same assumption, has figured the
amount at §1,000,000,000, and President Cleveland has repeated the
assertion.

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Will the gentleman allow me to
ask a question ?

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly.

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. As I understand, the argument ot
the gentleman from Maine, both to-day and heretofore, has been that
where there is an imported article which comes into competition with
an article produced in this country

Mr. DINGLEY. To the extent of onr wants.’

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The consumer does not- pay the
tax.

Mr. DINGLEY. That is, a duty on such an article does not increase
the burden of the consumer.

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Then I ask the gentleman why
in framing the wool tariff there is allowed to the manufacturer a com-
pensating duty for the duty he has paid on the wool?

Mr. DINGLEY. I will answer that question before I conclude.

I wonder, Mr. Chairman, that my distinguished friend from Illinois
did not feel a tinge of suspicion that there was some error in the as-
sumption on which he based his destructive figures, when he eompared
such fearful burdens imposed by his arithmetic on the tax-payers
through protection, with the most prosperous country on the face of
the earth. [Launghter.]

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me a moment?

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly.

Mr. BPRINGER. I did not state that the proposition applied to
all other articles of like character.

Mr. DINGLEY. Why not, if it applies at all?

Mr. SPRINGER. I will tell my friend. The honorable gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] stated the rule very fairly, and it has
been stated here frequently, that where the home product does not
equal the home demand for the goods——

Mr. DINGLEY. And where they can not be produced here to the
extent of our wants.

Mr. SPRINGER. Where they are not produced, and where the for-
eign goods must come in to supply the deficiency, the price of the for-
eign product plus the duty fixes the price in the home market.

Mr. DINGLEY. Baut the gentleman understands that we can pro-
duce all the woolen goods that this country consumes, with our present
mills, and are producing 85 per cent.

Mr. SBPRINGER rose. :

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not desire to yield all my time.

Mr. SPRINGER. I simply wanted to avoid being misrepresented.
The principle does not apply as the gentleman states at all,

Mr. DINGLEY. I wonder, too, that it did not flash on my friend’s
mind thatif 47 per cent. of ‘‘robbery’’—for that is the gentle phrase
which our Democratic friends apply to a duty imposed on articles which
we can produce here—if 47 per cent. average duty under the present

tariff *‘ robbed *’ the people of $176,000,0000n their woolens, and $600,-
000,000 on all articles, then the 40 per cent. “‘average duty’” of the
Mills bill would ‘‘rob’’ only 7 per cent. less—still leaving the whole
“ robbery?? $558,000,000. [Laughter.]

I want to ask my friend from Illinois how he justifies 40 per cent.
‘“ robbery *’ in the Mills bill, for if his assumption and 1he assump.ion
of every gentleman who has spoken on the other side be true—that a
duty imposed on an article that can be made here to the extent of our
wants increases the cost of both imported and domestic articles to the
amount of the duty—then the only difference between the present law
and the Mills bill is that the former ** robs ?’ six hundred millions and
the latter five hundred and fifty-eight millions,

Mr. SPRINGER. Has it not been redunced ?

Mr. DINGLEY. You say the whole system iswrong. But this bill
pugs 40 oper cent. on woolens, and how do you justify 40 per cent. of
Io 3

Mr. SPRINGER. I justify it in this way: The interests of thiscoun-
try have grown up under this system which was imposed upon the

people.

Mr. REED. Why not buy them out? Two yearswould capitalize
the whole of them.

Mr. SPRINGER. We have no power to buy them.

Mr. DINGLEY. But if your assumption is correct how can you
justify vour 40 per cent. of robbery ? s

Mr. SPRINGER. This bill is not a free-trade bill; it is for the re-
duction of excessive duties upon certain articles,

Mr. DINGLEY. On your theory it is a robbery bill. A tariff of 47
per cent. yon say is 47 per cent. robbery, and you propose one of 40 per
cent. You ought to quit higgling on it. [Applause on the Repub-
lican side.] You have put the per cent. at 40, and do not you believe
that to be robbery ?

Such an excuse as that made by a gentleman who holds that o
duty imposed on an article which can be made here to the extent of
our wants, is a tax which increases the burdens of the consumer of
both imported and domestic articles to the extent of the duty, for
cutting down 47 per cent. of *‘robbery’’ to only 40 per cent. instead
of erushing entirely out of existence such a monstrous imposition, is
utterly unworthy the gentleman from Illinois. I can not believe that
he would consent to this if he really believed as he says he does. Cer-
tainly if I believed what the gentleman from Illinois has declared—
what most of the gentlemen who have spoken on the other side have
repeated—as to the effect of a protective duty, I never wounld vote for a
duty on any article that can be produced here to the extent of our
wants.

Mr. Chairman, I believe, Republicans believe, that a duty imposed
on an article which can be produced here to the extent of our wants
does not impose burdens npon the consumer. On the contrary, we be-
lieve it so encourages home industries by restricting the importations
of similar foreign products and holding our'own markets for the prod-
ucts of our own labor, that its general effect is to give greater oppor-
tunities and better rewards to labor and greater prosperity o the whole
people—in short, that all citizens find that it takes less labor, less
service, and less of the productsof the farm and workshop to buy each
of the protected articles than it would cost under free trade. [Ap-
plause on the Republican side. ]

Y Tl:{e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine has ex-
ired.
8 Mr. BURROWS. I yield two minutes more.

Mr. DINGLEY. And experience has demonstrated the correctness
of this view. The present tariff imposes a duty of 40 per cent, on
common cotton sheeting and prints; yef any one can buy sheeting or
common prints as cheap in any town of the United States as he can
buy in Great Britain in the face of 40 per cent. duty. The price here
is not the foreign plus the duty, but the lowest price for which the

can be made here, using our higher cost of labor. The protec-
tion to our industry has reduced the cost of these goods 30 per cent.
less than they were before the war. So with common clothing. It
can be bought nearly as low here as in England; and even where the
proportion of labor in any commodity is large such an article can al-
ways be bought here for less labor service or products than it conld
have been if' we had free trade.

To apply this principle to the case in hand, Republicans hold that
by protecting our wool-growers and wool-manufacturers, we encour-
age the home production of wool, induce our farmers to improve their
breeds, and thus increase the weight and quality of fleece, give them
increased prosperity, and make them better customers of every other
class of producers, and at the same time so increase the world’s sup-
ply of wool as to reduce the price all over the world, although still re-
taining our own markets for our own wool, and thus reduce the cost of
clothing. [Applause on the Republican side. ]

Thus we see that under the workings of this protective principle
we have cheaper wool and cheaper cloth than we had before the war,
while at the same time the farmer (until the Mills bill forced down
prices by its threat of free wool) obtains more for his wool, because
h](: héts been encouraged to improve his flocks and treble the weight of
the fleece.
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The gentleman from Illinois has quoted part of a statement which I
made the other day that the first effect of free wool would be to se-
riously reduace the price of wool, but he omitted to add the other part
of the statement, that after free wool had destroyed our flocks and one-
sixth of the world’s product had fallen out, then foreigners would ad-
vance the price and we should be obliged to pay more than before for
wool and for clothing, and more for our mutton, while our farmers
would be obliged fo curtail their purchases to the extent of loss of rev-
enue from their wool.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired.

Mr. BURROWS., Iwill yield to the gentleman five minutes longer.

Mr. DINGLEY. There is another point to which I wish to refer.
I have not time to go into any lengthy argument. I wish I had. The
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has claimed the effect of the
duty on wool has been to encourage and to drive our manufacturers into
the use of adulterants. Does not my friend know that no countries
use a larger proportion of adulterants than England and Belginm, and
that we in this country have less adulterants than any other nation on
the face of the earth? Our goods are purer and better than any others.
That is the experience in reference to the goods which are imported,
and the goods which we manufacture here. Goods imported into this
country, like cheviots, when they came to be thoroughly examined, at-
tention having been called to the fact that they had been valued so
much below what was supposed to be the cost, were found to be largely
dog’s hair.

Now, there is nothing in the experience of our manufacturing inter-
ests to support the theory upon which the gentleman from Illinois has
made his speech, On the contrary our experience has been that onr
manufacturing industries have prospered and have been diversified,
and our agricultural interests have prospered just in proportion as by
our protective policy we have developed and retained our home mar-
kets for our industries. In that proportion hasour prosperity gone on.
More than that. In the same proportion the cost of the articles ot
clothing consumed by our people measured in labor becomes less than
ever before. That is one of the strong reasons why to-day we have the
most prosperous country on the face of the earth. It is for that reason
we have to-day a home market which furnishes more productsofa better
quality and at a cheaper rate, measured in labor, than the home mar-
kets of Great Britain. Itis our protective policy which hasaccomplished
this thing, and it is our protective policy in reference to wool-growing
ihat has developed this industry in this country, and if we continne te
protect and support it we will be able to supply all that will be needed
by the consumers of this country.

The entire amount of clothing wool imported last year was 23,000,-
000 pounds, while the production of the country was 250,000, 000
pounds. The other wools imported were the coarse carpet wools.
There is not a single article produced in this country bnt can be made
of the wool grown here,

The argument is that we can not grow them all, that we must have
imported wools to mix with those raised here. Thatsimply means this,
that we must have a wool which can be obtained at a cheaper rate to
be mixed with our wools for the purpose of deteriorating the quality
of the goods and decreasing the cost. There is nothingin that position.

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Let me propound aquestion to the
gentleman,

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly.

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. If the gentleman’s contention be
true, that the consumer of the article does not pay the tariff tax on it,
why in making up that woolen schedule does he always allow the man-
uiacturer of the goods to exact the tax he is supposed to have paid on
the wool consumed, and in addition a protective tax for himself?

Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman must bear in mind this faet,
ihat the difference in price to-day between this market and any for-
eign market is constantly maintained. But the foreign price has been
reduced by the fact that protection has developed the industry in this
country. If this industry had not been developed in this country un-
der a protective system, the foreign price would have been higher.

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. But the point is this: If he, as a
consumer of wool has not paid the tariff tax under the law, why do
you allow him, or affect to allow him, his protective duty ? Yougive
a specific duty first, and that tax hei is snpposed to have paid; and then
you add an ad valorem tax as a further protection. Now, ifhe hasnot
paid the first tax, why do you allow him the latter?

* Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman goesupon the old assumption that
the duty adds to the price to the consumer. For the purpose of pro-
tecting against the foreign markets the specific duty is given equal to
thevalue of the imported commodity. It does not follow that when the
goods are sold all that isadded; because themanufacturer does not im-
port his wool, He uses domestic wool, and the price is hardly ever,
1 may say almost never, the foreign price with the duty added. Itisa
price between the two, and made by competition.

Mr. BYNUM. Do I understand the gentleman to hold that the do-
mestiec manafacturers do not consume foreign wool?

Mr. DINGLEY. To acertain extent they do.

Mr. BYNUM. I understood hisargument to be that they only used
the domestie woal,

Mr.DINGLEY. Thereisbut asmall percentage of foreign clothing

‘the carpet wool goes

wool consumed, only 23,000,000 pounds last year, as against 250,000,000
pounds of domestic wool.

Mr. BYNUM. Is it not true that the great complaint of the manu-
facturers of this country is that a part, and a very large part, too, of
into the manufacture of clothing?

Mr. DINGLEY. Under the name of ** waste '’ a very considerable
amount of ““noils’’ and ‘‘wool-tops’ has been imported at a duty of
only 10 cents a pound. It was imported under the name of waste, and -
should have paid a duty of 30 cents a pound.

Mr. BYNUM. Well, is it not true that there are about $45,000,000
of manufactured woolen goods imported ?

Mr. DINGLEY. Nearly that amount.

But the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] stated that he would
print with his speech the protest of the woolen-manufacturing associ-
ation, of which Mr. Whitman is president, against the present tariff.

Mr. SPRINGER. I begthe gentleman’spardon. I said that a state-
ment was made by him to the Secretary of the Treasury in regard to
the difficulties under which the woolen manufacturers are now labor-
in,
ng. DINGLEY. Yes, and by a regulation of the Treasury Depart-
ment holding that worsteds are not woolens. Mr. Whitman made an
argnment to the Secretary of the Treasury, and he ruled that worsteds—
and they are simply combed wool, and cassimeres and ordinary goods
are carded wool; one is carded and the other combed, that is the only
difference between them—but the Secretary of the Treasury ruled that
worsteds are not woolen goods.

Mr. BYNUM. That is notthe ruling of the Secretary of the Treas-

ury.

Mr. DINGLEY. Well,
made.

Mr. BYNUM. The Secretary of the Treasury ruled that worsteds
are worsteds.

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely; but a fair interpretation of the ruling is
that worsteds are woolens, and if that interpretation had been cor-
rected, instead of forty-four millions of goods i:n;)orted last year there
would not have been twenty millions. And itisin view of that, which
all agree onght to have been corrected, that the woolen manufacturers
are suffering to such an extent to-day.

Mr. SPRINGER. The statement to which I alluded, and which I
will publish in my remarks, did not relate to that subject at all.

Mr. DINGLEY. Ob, I beg the gentleman’s pardon, I think it did.

Mr. SPRINGER. It did not. It will appearin the REcorD.

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know what the gentleman wiil print in
the REcorD; but I understood him to say that Mr. William Whit-
man had presented a memorial to the Treasury Department.

Mr. SPRINGER. We can end the matter at once if the gentleman
will just take the trouble to read that speech.

Mr. DINGLEY. I heard what the gentleman gaid.

Mr. SPRINGER. I 'hope the gentleman will read and mrefully di-
gest the speech. He will find it nsefnl information.

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illincis, in
closing his speech, spoke in glowing words of the beneficent resu ts
which would flow from the Mills bill when enacted intolaw. According
to that gentleman it is to lift heavy burdens from the people, sweep
away taxes on food and necessaries of life, remove the * restrictions”
of commerce, set the wheels of industry into more active motion, and
make even our desert places blossom like the rose.

As I listened to the prophecies of my exuberant friend, my eyes fell
on the paragraphs in the Mills bill imposing a duty of 68 per cent. on
sugar—an article of food as necessary as flour in every poor man’s
family, and produced to so small an extent in this country that home
competition does not materially affect the price, and therefore an ar-
ticle to whose price the duty is inevitably added. Is sugar the article
of food to which my friend referred when he spoke of the Mills bill as
sweeping away ‘‘taxes on food? "

Or perhaps my friend refers to rice, on which the Mills bill places a
duty of 100 per cent.

Oh! no. My friend is thinking only of articles which we can produce
in this country to the extent of our wants, where the duty is not
added to the cost, but has the effect to hold our own markets for the
products of our own labor, and to make every one of them cost less in
labor, less in service, and less in any kind of produmets than would
have been possible if protective duties had not been imposed.

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. We have cut down both these
duties more than most things in the bill.

Mr. REED. Cut them down! Why do you not stop *‘ robbery '
entirely ?

Mr. BYNUM. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the rates fixed
in the Mills bill are not far below the rates that were fixed by the Re-
publican party in the revision of 1883 7

Mr. DINGLEY. No, not reduced from the equivalent ad valorem
rate intended when the revision of 1833 was made. The House first
fixed the duty on raw sugar, such as is imported, at a specific mte
equivalent to about 44 per cent. The Senate was forced by the fart
that a Lonisiana Senator held the balance of power to consent to an
increase of the rate, supposed then to be but little more than 50 per
cent., although, in consequence of the decline of sugar, the ad valorem

however that decision came it has been
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equivalent proved a little more than that in the fiscal year ending June
30, 1884. So that in fact the equivalent 68 per cent. duty proposed by
the Mills bill on raw Sugar, such as is imported, is more than the
equivalent ad valorem on such sugar intended in the revision of 1883,
No reason can be given for reducing advanced manufactures to 40 per
‘cent. ad valorem, which gives no more protection than 30 per cent.
" specific, and keeping sugar at 68 per cent. specific.

Mr. BYNUM. Isnotwhat you have stated about sugar true of every
other article, and therefore does not the bill which we have reported
here contain higher rates of duty than your own party said were high
enough in 18337 And yet you are fighting against a reduction of rates
which you yourself say are higher than those in your act of 1883.
[Applause on the Democratic side. ]

Mr. DINGLEY. I am here fighting against reductions that tend {o
destroy the industries of this country [applause on the Republican
side], and I am here fighting to cut down duties on food-products not
produced in this conntry to any considerable extent. In other words,
Iam here fighting for a protective tariff that will give our home market
to our own industries. You are fighting for a tariff that shall allow
foreigners to comein here and obtain control of our market. [Applause
on the Republican side. ]

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Why do you oppose every tariff
for the benefit of the farmer and that does not benefit the monopolist
and manufacturer?

Mr, DINGLEY. Talk about benefiting the farmer! Here is a bill
bronght in here toslaughter all the farming interests in the North [ap-
plause on the Republican side], and then having slanghtered all our
Northern farming interests you impose upon them a tax of 68 per cent.
on sugar and 100 per cent. on rice. Do you call that a bill for the in-
terest of the farmer? [Applauseon the Republican side.]

Mr. SOWDEN. I rise to a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order.

Mr. SOWDEN. The point of order I make is that gentlemen should
address themselves to the Chair,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BYNUM. He can have more time.

Mr. DINGLEY. IfI only had the timeI would be very glad to an-
swer all questions that may be put on the other side.

The CHAIRMAN. The time is controlled by the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. BURrROWS].

Mr. DINGLEY. What I have said, Mr. Chairman, explains the dif-
ference between the Mills bill and such a protective bill as the amend-
ments offered by the Republicans wounld have changed this bill into—
such as will be nltimately framed as a substitute for it.

The Mills bill cuts to the point of danger or places on the free-list
articles which we can produce here to the extent of our wants, and
thereby invites importations to come in and take the place of domestic
products or goods, and places its highest duties on articles which ean
not be produced here to the extent of our demand, and which are nec-
essary as food.

A Republican protective tariff removes entirely duties on articles
which can not be produced here, like tea, coffee, ete.; reduces duties
on articles which can be produced here in small proportion of our wants,
especially where they are articles of common necessity, like sugar, and
places duties on articles which can be produced here fo the extent of
our wants at such a point as will practically hold our own markets for
our own industries and labor.

Gentlemen have held up the fact that the Mills bill bears an ‘*aver-
age’’ duty of 40 per cent., against 47 per cent. under the present tariff,
and this rate increased from 41 per cent. by the heavy duties on sugar
and rice, as evidence that it is still sufficiently protective. Indeed,
within a few days it has been given out that the Mills bill is really a
protective tariff, notwithstanding the gentlemen who framed it and
have advocated it have all been denouncing protection as *‘robbery.’

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the fact that a tariff can
be easily framed with an ‘‘ average’ duty of 40 per cent. and still be
essentially non-protective; in fact, in its essential featurescarry out the
free-trade idea of removing largely restrictions on importations, or
another bill may be framed with the same ‘‘ average”’ duty and yet be
thoroughly protective. The *‘av ? duty indicates nothing; it is
how the rates are distributed, and especially how the free-list is made
up, that tells the story.

The Mills bill is the first one that I have described, and in its main
features it is designed to encourage importations and to move in free-
trade directions. :

Note, first, that it places on the free-list fifty industries heretofore pro-
tected. Among these industries the products of the farm stand first.
‘Wool, meats, beans, pease, and all vegetables except potatoes are given
up to free trade. Manufactured lumber, shingles, clapboards, staves,
bricks, undressed building stone, jute bags, hoop-iron for ties, and many
other articles are also given up to free trade.

Not only this, but the duties on manufactured articles are changed
toad valorent duties, which invite undervaluations and practically make
such duties 10 per cent. less than they appear on the face, and then
aven these are cut to the point where importation will beinevitably in-

creased, and to the extent that they are increased the demand for our
own products and our own labor reduced.

And the extent of this et is skillfully covered up by retaining such
large duties as 68 per cent. on sugar and 100 per cent. on rice—twice
the rates given articles which we can produce here to the extent of our
wants—which serve to keep the ‘“‘average’ up to 40 per cent., while if
the duty on these articles should be reduced to 40 per cent. the ‘‘ aver-
age’’ would go down to 35 per cent.

On the other hand, a truly protective bill which should give an aver-
age duty of 40 per cent. would restore to the dutiable list a large part
of the articles put on the free-list by the Mills bill, would reduce the
duty on sugar and rice to 40 per cent., the average of the protected
lists, and would thus yield adequate protection to those industries of
our country which can supply our wants; would cut down the enor-
mous duty on necessary articles of food, wonld discourage importations
of goods that we can make ourselves, and increase the prosperity of the
people.

Mr. REED. 1 yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. GEAR].

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I ask the Clerk to read the first three
paragraphs of the letter which I send to the desk, the whole of which
may be published in the RECORD.

The Clerk read a portion of the following letter:

OFFICE OF IsA1AH MEER, Bonaparte, Towa, May 21, 1838,

DEAR Sik: In reply to yours of the 19th instant, I would say:

1. That our factory commenced operations in 1854 and was in full blast in
1859, and we have been running continuously since that time, except from July,
1863, to March, 1864, which time, having been burned out, we were rebuilding
our factory. We have run continuously since then, except short stops in the
winter for repairs.

2, The volume of ourbusiness is larger than the war, 1 we have
a great deal more machinery and better facilities for :'.vclam.l!'m:h.lrirlg‘a Taking,
however, the amount of machinery we had before the war and our facilities for
conducting the business, we had proportionately as large, if not a larger, amount
of business then, and I know with more profit to us.

4. Our business was much more profitable before the war than now.

5. If the Mills bill passed with its provisions for the reduction of the wool tariff,
it is my opinion it would notreduce the volume of our business, but have a tend-
ency to increase it. It would,if passed, increase our profits, and consequently
our ability to increase wages of oglerm.ives. In our experience, however, the
question of wages is regulated by the law of supply and demand wholly, and not
affected by the tariff.

In myopinion the ber ofsheep has largely decreased in VanBuren Connty
since 1860. I am a sheep breeder, and while the sheep industry, taken for asuce
cession of years, is always a profitable business, the profit before the tarill was
put on wool was as great, and some years greater now,

ot

6. With reference to paid before the war and now I have forgotten, and
am unable to answer. I find on reference to my books that we our boss
carder in 1865 the same wages we pay now.

Truly yours, — .
ISATAH MEEEK.

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, that letter coversa period of thirty-four
years. It has been read in the House heretofore upon the request of
the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. McKIxNEY]. Hearraigned
me, I think, very unfairly and unjustly in regard to the remarks I made
some lime ago on thesubject of the tariff. He intimated that I knew
nothing about manufacturing—perhaps not as much as the gentleman
who wrote that letter. I do not claim to know very much about man-
ufacturing, although I have had some experience in that direction. Butf,
as I said, that letter covers the long period of thirty-four years, em-
bracing action under the tariff of 1846, the tariff of 1857, and the tariff
of 1861—the Morrill tariff. Now, I will undertake to show so clearly
that ‘* he who runs may read,”” that under the tariff of 1846 and the
tariff of 1857 Mr. Meeks sold goods higher and bought wool lower than
he is doing to-day under the present tariff.

The gentleman from Texas [ Mr, M1LLs], the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means, made in my judgment, the most bald and naked
statement in regard to the manufacture of blankets that I ever heard
in my life from any man on a legislative floor. In my former remarks
I illustrated this. He said, in substance, given a pair of blankets of
which the cost of manufacture was $2.55, the *‘ robber baron tariff ”’
added thereto, §1.90, making the cost $4.45; and in the case of another
pair of blankets which he used as an illustration, he said the cost was
$2.70, and the *‘robber baron tariff 7’ added to the price $2.55, making
in all $5.25 the cost, thereby leaving the impression by inference that
to ‘:ih&aa figures he gave, an additional amount was added by way of

rofit.
E But you may look through the gentleman’s speech from beginning
to end, and you can nect find one line where he gives the price at which
thei blankets were sold by the manufacturer, either at wholesale or re-
tail.

In the illustration which I gave to the House and the country, I took
the amounnt of wool and the cost of the blankets at his own figures, and
I showed conclusively, in my judgment, and I think in the judgment
of the Honse, that the wholesale or retail price, adding the tariff, was
less than the price given by the distinguished gentleman from Texas,
and that the prices clear through, both at wholesale and retail, were
less. In evidence of that fact and of the fact that the cost of material
was less and the price of the product higher during the period to which
I have referred, 1846 to 1861, I send to the desk a dispatch to be read.
Before it is read I wish to make tbis remark: My friend Meeks is an
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iren-clad, rock-rooted Democrat. He has voted the Democratic ticket
ever since he has been a voter, in season and out of season. He voted
the Democratic ticket all through the crucial period of the war. Asa
matter of eourse, he would be expected to stand np and vote the Demo-
cratic ticket to-day and defend every measure of his party, as he and
his friends expect, as I understand, that he will be placed in nomination
for Congress this year on that blanket letter. At the time he started
he had a poor mill, as he states himself. It was almost the only mill
in that country. He had butlittle or no competition. He had the old-
fashioned single looms. (I call the attention of my friend from New
Hampshire [Mr. McKINNEY] to this. He preaches, I understand, the
doctrine that in the future there are rewards, but no punishment—a
good doctrine—and therefore Le is at liberty to make any statement
he pleases.) [Laughter.] My friend, Mr. Meeks, had that kind of &
mill—poor in quality. He had looms which had in them only oneor
two harnesses to the loom, as they are known technically to the irade
“(and Ispeak whereof I know), throwing one or two shuttles at a time,
on which but few varieties of goods could be made—looms which can
not compare at all with those of modern times which have six, fifteen,
and twenty-seven harnesses, throwing four, six, and eight shuttles, and
making a large variety of goods. His goods cost him something more
at that time to make than now, but he got for them a much higher
price than he gets now, and he bonght his material cheaper. “ Now I
ask the Clerk to réad that telegram.
The Clerk read as follows:

Hon. Joux H. GEAR:

Meek and his old clerk examined the firm books and can only find one entry
between dates described; one pair blankets sold for §7.51 in 155 , which wi
about average price. Weight not given; wool worth that time, 20 to 22 cents.

J. W, ROWLEY.

Mr. GEAR. I ask the Clerk to read this dispatch from another mill
in an adjoining county, which gives more specific proof of the truth
of my argument. ) a

The Clerk read as follows:

Hon. Jxo. H. GEAR, Washington :

The Northfield Woolen Mills in 1859 sold 9-ounce jeans at 70 to 80 cents per
ward; 5-ounce flannel, 50 to 60 cents, and 5-pound blankets, $6.70 pair, and
paid for unwashed wool 15 to 18 cents per pound. Now, 9-ounce jeans 50 to 60
cents per yard; 5-ounce flannel, 35 to 38 cents, and 5-pound blankets, §5 per
pair, and pay for unwashed wool 20 to 24 cents per pound.

ROBINSON & DAYVIS,

Mr. GEAR. This Robinson & Davis mill has been in operation
longer than has Mr. Meek’s. I know the firm well; have known them
over forty years. Their telegram shows clearly that nnder the tarift
of 1846 and 1857 they bought their wool at 30 to 40 per cent. less than
they do now, and that they sold blankets and other produets at 30 or
40 per cent. higher rates than now. Thisevidence isalso confirmed by
a letter from D. W. Jones, of Delaware County, Iowa, written to my
coll [Mr. D. B. HENDERsoN] in which he states that he is sell-
ing blankets and other products of his mill at 33 per cent. less than in
1859-760. Mr. Jones, my colleague tells me, has been en, in man-
ufacturing for many years and furnishes at the mills in his section
of the State a sure home market for the wool grown in his vicinity.
Their statement also proves the truth of the protection theory in a nut-
shell: that by a fair protection the Iowa and other wool-growers are
to-day getting better prices for wool than under the Walker tarifl. 1t
also proves conclusively that under the protection theory of giving the
American market to the American manufacturer he has, under the
stimulus of home competition, introduced better machinery and better
methods whereby he has been able to manufacture better goods and sell
them at less rates to the consnmer than at any time in the history of
the country.
~ Now, Mr. Chairman, this proves the position I took at the start,

that the men who grow the wool under protection do get a higher price
for their wool product, while, at the same time, the manufacturers of
woolen goods are able to sell their goods at a lower price to the con-
sumers.

In the tariff of 1846 wool was 30 per cent. ad valorem. Under the tariff
of 1857 it was 24 per cent. It seems to me the argument is clear and
conclusive that they who oppose this Mills bill, which my friend from
Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] says is not a free-trade bill, although it puts
wool on the free-list, if the effect of protecting the product of wool in
this country has been to increase the price of wool to our farmers, while
at the same time it has reduced the price of woolen goods to the con-
sumer, then by parity of reasoning, judging from past results, wool be-
ing placed upon the free-list, the result will be that while the price of
Em; will be lower, the price of woolen goods to the consumer will be

gher.

Mr. Chairman, the farmers of my district have an interest in this
question of free wool. They own nearly one hundred thonsand sheep,
and the bare threat of passing the Mills bill has already reduced the
price of this year's clip of wool over 15 per cent. It naturally follows
that the Towa farmers are not in favor of this measure, and they ask me
to oppose it by my vote, which I shall do as long as I am here to pro-
tect their interests..

KrosavQua, Towa, June 22, 1831,

Mebiaronis, Towa, July 6, 1588,

I am necessarily hurried in the limited time allowed me and must
pass along rapidly. But I wish tosay a word to the House in reference
to the tanff of 1846, to which the Speaker of this House referred in
words of eulogy in reference to the effect of that tariff upon the country,
I will not atterapt to analyze his , @8 it was done most forcibly
by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE] the other day.
But I wish to call attention to this one fact: that during those years -
that produce was low throughout the West, lower in fact than it had
been since the great financial crash of 1837.

During tne period ot the Walker tariff occurred the terrible fumine
in Ireland, and the continent of Europe was convulsed by the Crimean
war. Thisstate of affairs made an abnormal demand for our breadstufll
and meat products.

Again, Mr. Chairman, during that memorable epoch in American his-
tory California was acquired and yielded to the hardy pioneers her un-
told millions of treasure. Yet, sir, notwithstanding all these adventi-
tious circumstances the balance of trade was largely against us during
the years of the Walker tariff. 8ir, it required to settle that balance
of trade which had accumulated during those fifteen years two hundred
and fifty millions of dollars in addition to ourexports of farm products.

Bat our friends on the Democratic side claim that the balance of
trade being against us is not a subject worthy of attention.

1 was educated in a different school. My business preceptor was a
Democrat, a bosom friend of Douglas and the father-in-law of the re-

| cently appointed Chief-Justice. He taught me, sir, that the prudent

business man, whether merchant or farmer, when he wanted to find out
at the end of the year the condition of his business affairs, put down on
oneside lis receipts and on the otherside his expenditures. Ifhe found
that his receipts were more than his expenditures the result was that
he had made money; or, in other words, the balance of trade was in his
favor. If,on the contrary, his expenditures exceeded his receipts, the
result was that he had lost money and that the balance of trade was
against him. Now, Mr. Chairman, what is trnein regard to the business
of an individual is equally true in regard to the nation.

1t seems, therefore, that when the balance of trade is against a na-
tion, as it always has been against this nation from 1832, whenever we
had these tariffs for revenueonly or aquasi free-trade tariff’ we have been
in debt to foreign nations and have had to export our coin to settle the
balance of trade. I am frank to say that I prefer a policy which tends
to bring the coin of the world to us in return for our products rather
]tha:;n the policy put in operation by the Democratic tariff of 1846 to

o7.

I had intended to reply to a leiter which my distinguished friend
from Towa [Mr. WEAVER] said he received from Mr. Meek, the man-
ufacturer of those blankets. I have asked him again and again to
produce the letter, but with that lack of candor which is his political
characteristic he has refused to do so every time. [La.ughter.ﬁo

He charged me in his speech with having changed front on the pro-
tection question. I stand here, as I have always stood in my own State
as a member of the Republican party, in favor of fair protection to the
indnstries in this country, and in my message sent to the General As-
sembly of my State some years ago, from which the gentleman quoted,
on the question of the reduction of the duty on steel rails, I had in-
vestigated that question with some care. I found that we had paid a
duty of $28 a ton on steel rails; that when this duty was levied the
manufacture was an experiment in this country., Althongh many of
the establishments which began manufacturing steel rails were un-
fortunate, vet better methods having been introduced in the manufact-
ure of rails thereby increasing the output and thus cheapening the
product and increasing the demand so that under the protection of $28
per ton rails had declined from $155 to $42 or $44 per ton, therefore it
seemed to me that the time had come for a reduction, and that nnder
the stimulus of invention rails and better methods conld be produced
at less cost. I urged the réduction.

Mr. Chairman, it is not the first time that the voice of Republican
Towa has given tone to Republican legislation on this and other ques-
tions; and in accordance with that suggestion a Republican Congress
reduced the rate to the existing duty of §17 per ton. 'The result bas
been that the American manufacturers, having the home market for
their produoct, have been enabled by competition to produce the best
rail known at the lowest rate ever produced. And this result, Mr.
Chairman, is another argument in favor of a fair degree of protection
to American industries,

8ir, I am, in common with the Republican party of Iowa, in favor of
@ fair protection to American industries and productions of all kinds.
I am ready by my vote at any time to aid in revising the tariff in
such manner as may be found to be both for the interests of the pro-
ducer, the wage-worker, and consumer; and I am in favor of such an
adjustment as will give the American manufacturer the benefit of the
American market, and at the same time give the Ameriean workman
“‘a fair days’ wage for a fair days’ work,”’ ratber than to adopt a policy
that will bring our wage-worker to a level with those of Great Britain
or Europe. 8Sir, the bill under consideration does not do this; on the
contrary, it is an assault on many of the industries and productions of
the country, which under the protection policy of the Republican party
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for the past quarter of a century, have grown and developed and placed
us in the front rank of nations in regard to wealth, prosperity, and
comfort among all our people.

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine has control of the
time; to whom does he yield ?

Mr. REED. 1 yield five minutes to the gentleman from New Hamp-
shire [Mr. GALLINGER].

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Chairman,Iwould not again'occupy thetime
of the committee were it not that the discussion of free wool—on which
subject I had intended tosubmit some observations when it was before
under discussion—has been reopened by the Democratic side. Appar-
ently, not content with having already voted to put wool on the free-
list, they seem exceedingly anxious to hold a post mortem on this im-
portant indastry which they have done their best to destroy, and have
called the gentleman from Illinois to their aid. It is barely possible
that they have already heard rumblings from the wool-growers of the
Northern States, and have resolved by false figures and deflected logic
to attempt to mislead those whose industries are threatened with de-
struction.

Among others, my colleagne [Mr. McKINNEY] raised his voice for
free wool. From a hurried reading of his remarks, he seems to have
spoken from the Ohio staud;{nint, in which State, he says, he was once
engaged in wool-growing. I do not know how much of a granger my
clerical friend may have been in his early years, or how much correct
knowledge he mayhave on sheep-husbandry in Ohio, but I will venture
to eall his attention to the fact that New Hampshire is greatly inter-
g]ilad in the wool guestion, having nearly as many sheep per capita as

io. :

New Hampshire in 1880 had 211,825 sheep, and the wool clip for that
year was 1,060,589 pounds. ;

It is, however, a significant circumstance that out of the 211,825
sheep in the State, only about 30,000 of them are in my colleagne’s
district, the remaining 181,000 being in the district I have the honor
to represent. 7 ;

I will not say that this is the reason why my colleague is so valiant
an advocate of free wool, but I will say that whether he knows it or
not, the farmers of New Hampshire are almost nnanimously against
placing wool on the free-list, as will be demonstrated when the ques-
tion is submitted to them next November.

After advocating free wool my colleagne declared that placing
that product on the free-list will not cheapen it, but that it will make
clothing cheaper. That kind of logic is too much for my obtuse in-
tellect and I will not try to master it

Mr. Chairman, my colleague’s attitude on this question suits me ex-
actly from a political standpoint, and I am gratified to know that, in
addition to favoring free lumber, free brick, free agricultural prod-
uets, and other important industries of New Hampshire, he is also for
free wool.

A friend of mine, who travels all over New Hampshire, wrote re-
cently that—

1_\[311?' farmers who are large wool-growers will vote the Republican ticket
this fall for the first time, on account of the tariff question, and there are not a

mechanics similarly situated.

The people of New Hampshire are not indifferent to what is going on
in Congress, and will in due time give practical expression to their
convictions. .

I notice that an importing house in New York City has lately re-
ceived a consignment of British manufactured woolen goods with the
following instructions:

Have these goods deposited in the United States bonded warehouse, there to
awnit the passage of the Mills bill. In case thatbill doesnot becomealaw, then
hold the goods in bond until the re-election of Cleveland and a Congress that
willel assure us of a free-trade tarilf. You will then put them on the market for
sale.

Mr. Chairman, American workingmen will have something to say
about the ** re-election of Cleveland and a Congress that will assure us
of a free-trade tariff,”’ and their decision is liable not to please the Brit-
ish manufactarers who are getting ready to flood our country with cheap
goods. [Applause.]

On the issue of free lnmber, free agricaltural products, and free wool
I venture to modestly suggest that New Hampshire will not fail to add
one additional Republican to the next Congress, and I doubt not that
on this issue other sections of the country will give enoogh gains to
make the next Congress politically in harmony with the administration
of President Harrison. [Applause.]

The following words of the lamented Garfield, in the last report he
made to this House, are timely and significant. Garfield said:

Shonld it (the removal or unjust change of the wool tariff) become a law, it
will be impessible for our farmers to compete in the market with the mestiza
wools of Seuth America; and it will beequally impossible for our manufacturers
1o eompete with those of France and England, Of course, any legislation that
destroys thé woolen manufactures is equally destructive to sheep husbandry,
for tne farmer would no longer have a market for his wool. The nation ean

hardiy be called independent which does not possess the
to clothe its own people.

Mr. Chairman, I prefer Garfield to SPRINGER on this subject, and the

and the skill

American people are anxiounsly waiting for an opportunity to so ex-
press themselves at the ballot-box. [Applause.]

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, whether it be for good or
for ill the discussion on the Mills bill is approaching a termination.
Upon next Saturday we will vote upon that measure. It will pass this
House, as 1 am informed and believe, and against the protest of every
Republican Representative, with possibly one or two exceptions. It
will receive the support of every Democrat in this House, with a very
few exceptions.

A MeMBER on the Republican side. Honorable exceptions,

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I only desire now to call the attention of
the House and of the country to one or two facts in that behalf, and
to those facts I invite careful consideration. One is that no industry
in this country to be affected by this tarifi measure has been accorded
a hearing by the Committee on Ways and Means, and that althongh
the industry, now prosperons, will be immediately and disastrously
affected by its influence shounld it become a law.

I call attention to the fact again that no workman in this couniry
whose wages are to be reduced by the operation of the Mills bill has
been vouchsafed a hearing before that committee. I call attention to
the fact also that no class of onr people, no interests affected by the
proposed legislation, has been accorded an audience to petition for reliet
or protest against threatened disaster; but, on the contrary, this bill
has been framed and passed without the slightest consnltaton with
those who represent the vast and growing interests of the United States,
But, Mr. Chairman, the day set apart by the Constitution, not only for
a hearing, but for final judgment, is approaching; it will be early in
November.

Mr. Chairman, I wish to ecall attention to another fact. It is this,
that it is not pretended that this so-called revision of the tariff has
been made except from the standpoint of those who favor a tariff for
E:;nue only, which is merely anotlier name for the doctrine of free

e,

It is known to all members on this floor and to the country that this
side of the House has from first to last desired and endeavored to revise
the tariff with reference to the maintenance of the protective system,
and from the standpoint of protectionists, recognizing what that sys-
tem has done for the country and for the people. The Democratic ma-
jority in this House has denied to us the opportunity and defeated all
attempts to secure such revision. And from their decision we now
appeal to our masters, the people. The issue is fairly presented, and
should not be changed, but be referred to the final arbiters, the voters
of the country.

I call attention to the fact that so far from reducing the surplus rev-
enues in the Treasury, that accnmulation will be inereased under the
operation of the Mills bill if it shall ever become a law, since importa-
tions will be increased under the influence of the peculiar reduction of
duties proposed.

I wish to call the attention of the country to another fact in this
same behalf. In November next the people of the United States will
sit in judgment upon the issue joined between this side of the House
and the Demoeratic majority who are the authors and finishers of this
tariff measure. If it is the desire of the people that the tariff shall be
revised, as confessedly it ought to be, from the standpoint of protect-
ing the industries of this eountry, and in a manner consistent there-
with, they will transfer the majority from that side of the House to
this. If it is their purpose to strike down these great industries of
the country as they have the wool and other industries, they will re-
tain the majority on that side of this central aisle.

Rejecting every proposition of the Republican minority, the Demo-
cratic majority, having the power, will vote the Mills hill throngh next
Saturday at the hour appointed, and it wiil go to the Senate, and there
I trust it will be referred to acommittee that will sit during the recess,
in order that the great interests which are to be affected by this meas-
ure, which, in its influence, reaches to every hearthstone in the Re-
public, may be accorded a full and fair hearing, that those who repre-
senl the fields, the shops, the mills, mines, furnaces, and factories may
all be heard before that committee, even as they will at the polls, and
the bill be reported back at the opening of the next session, so modi-
fied and changed as to fairly and fully refleet the will of the people of
the United States, and in pursuance of the requests of those whose
interests are to be immediateiy affected; and that then, upon the re-
assembling of Congress in its December session, we may trunly and prop-
erly respond to the requirements of our constituents, for before that
assembling we will receive at the polls in November instroctions which
we can not fail to understand, and which it will not be wise or safe to
disregard. [Applause on the Republican side. ]

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, we have now reached the end of our
discussion nupon this bill, except in so far as the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means shall himself in person administer to onr
enlightenment on next Saturday, and it is very curious to contrast the
sitnation and the appearance of the Democracy at the beginning of the
disenssion with the utterances which they have made to-day.

Throughout the whole general debate not a single speech that I re-
member was delivered nupon the other side which did not contain the
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principles of free irade as plain as they were ever enunciated by the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], who is to-day, perhaps, alone
on that side not afraid to express his sentiments. [Laughter on the
Republican side.] There has been no discussion under the five-minute
rule which has not involved the principles of free trade. There has
never been an opportunity omitted where a Democrat could mounth
abont ‘‘ tariff’ taxes’’ where he has not put his tongue around it with
affectionato attention, and yet we have to-day the gentleman who
was chosen to preside over the deliberations of this committee sub-
mitting to us some ideas which indicate that he is a little afraid of
being a free-trader himself. Why he, the very inventor of the sched-
ule which showed the amount of robbery that was perpetrated by the
“tariff tax’’ isfaltering in his weary task of freeing the American people
from the bondage of those infamous creatures who manufacture things
that can be used by those who can pay for them.

Why is it that this change has come over their feelings? Why are
they so anxious to show that they are not much in favor of free trade ?
Why are detachments sent over to New York to give reassuranceto the
doubtful brethren ? Why is it that the chairman of the Committee on
‘Ways and Means, that lofty and courageous citizen of Texas, who dares
to explain his views elsewhere, has gone over to New York and declared
that they need not fear any free trade from him? Why is it that he
has swallowed words that are only four years old, and why is it that he
comes back here where he is known and tries neither to swallow them
nor todeny them ? Why isit that theentire erowd of Democratic news-
papers are to-day endeavoring to explain that after all they have great
yearning for 40 per cent. of robbery ? [ Langhteron the Republicanside. ]
‘Why is it that the gentleman from Indiana was all agog and shaken
with emotion in his eagerness to show that the principle on which this
bill was framed is as near protective robbery as ever we were? Why
is it that he violated the whole courtesy of parliamentary debate in
order to thrust that idea upon the public? Why is it that they give
him one minute for debate, one minute to ask a question, and nobody
else a minute to make an answer? It is because they have begun to
hear from the people of the United States. It is because they recog-
nize the fact that the people of the United States are in favor of the
American doctrine of protection [applause on the Republican side] ;
that they are in favor of having the articles which the people of Amer-
ica use made by American workingmen; and from now until election
time their greatest effort on the other side will be to explain away
the declarations which they so bravely made, and to say that even Mr.
Cleveland himself is a genuine protectionist and never meant anything
else. [Applause on the Republican side. ]

[Here the hammer fell.

Mr, SPRINGER.. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr, WEAVER] de-
sires me to yield him one minute of my time, which I do.

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I was very much astonished to find
my colleague from the first district of Iowa [ Mr. GEAR] so pertarbed
and excited over this debate. In contrast with his usual fairness and
courtesy he took occasion while upon the floor, in a perfectly unjusti-
fiable manner, to makea personal allusion to myself. I cansay truth-
fully that I have never treated my colleagues on this floor in any such
manner, and the remark of the gentleman was entirely out of place
and in bad taste. I did say in the speech which I delivered on the
floor that I had written to Mr, Meek about a pair of blankets which
the gentleman exhibited, and that I would in my time during the
five-minute debate read Mr. Meek’s reply. Now, what right has the
gentleman to complain that I did not read it? I will read an extract
from what the gentleman said in his speech, and then I will read the
letter. The gentleman, after exhibiting the pair of blankets, said:

Now, Mr, Chairman, I want to call the attention of this House to the fact
that the of the pending tariff bill will not only seriously injure the

wool-grower of my State, but it will also close up the mill where that blanket
was made, and put out of employment the labor d in its manufacture,

Before receiving my letter Mr. Meek had already written to a friend
of mine concerning the above statement made by my colleague, and a

copy of his letter was furnished me. I now print the same without
comment:

BoNAPARTE, Jowa, May 15, 1888,

DEAR Sir: In reply to yours of the 11th instant, just received, would say that
Isold to Mr. John Rowley, editor of the Republican paper at Keosauqua, one
pair of blankets, which he informed me were for ex-Governor GEAR. Astomy
stating to Mr, GEAR, or any one else, that I was opposed to a reduction of the
present tariff, I would say that such representation is positively untrue. I did
say to him, however, that if the tariff was taken from wool it would greatly
benefit me as a manufacturer., I am not only not opposed to the Mills tariff
bill, but I hope it will pass and lead to still further reduction of the unnecessary
and burdensome war tariff.

In conclusion, I would say that I am heartily in sympathy with the President
in his endeavors to reform the administration of the Government, and especi-
ally so with all efforts to reduce taxation to the necessities of a Government
eoonomim.ll{ condueted,

Joining with you in desiring the nomination and re-election of Cleveland, I

m,
Very truly, yours,
L. A. PALMER, Esq., Washington, D. C.

Mr. GEAR. I ask leave to reply, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, as stated on the other side, this

ISATAH MEEK.

debate, long protracted, is now about to come to a conclusion, and I
had hoped that in these last moments there would be a feeling of kind-
liness pervading the hearts of gentlemen on both sides of the House.
[Laughter on the Republican side.] But on the contrary the gentle-
man from Maine has shown his usual peculiarity of sneering and scold-
ing at this side of the Honse. He reminds me of the character of Pooh
Bah in the Mikado. He was born with a sneer on him and he kept
that peculiar facial expression to the day of his death. [Laughter and
applause on thé Democraticside.] The gentleman has alluded to this
side of the House as if we had not maintained our professions made at
the beginning of this debate. I call attention to the fact that the gen-
tleman himself, as a member of the Ways and Means Committee, came
into this House at the commencement of this discussion with a mi-
nority report signed by all the Republican members of that committee,
and with a flourish of trumpets promised the House that they would
seek to have the hill modified and amended in Committee of the
Whole, and that if those efforts failed they would offer a substitute
which would surely diminish the revenues without impairing the
American system of protection. [Applause on the Republican side. ]
Where, oh where, is that substitute?

Gone glimmering through the dream of things that were—
A school-boy’s tale, the wonder of an hour!

{ Laughter and applanse on the Democratic side. ]

If they have ever incubated one, they have not had the courage to
bring it to the light of day.

A MEeMEER on the Republican side. It will come.

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it come and we will be ready to meetit. And
in addition to that we are not afraid to go to the country on this issue.
[Applavse on the Democratic side.] On Saturday next the roll will be
called on the passage of this bill, and that roll-call will be heard around
the world. It will indicate to the people of this country that their
Representatives have been equal to the great emergency that now con-
fronts them of reducing this *‘ vicions, inequitable, and illogical source
of unnecessary taxation.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] And
when we have passed that bill in this House we will meet you on the
hustings, gentlemen; we will go to the country with you, and mark my
word thatin November next the people’s voice will be heard in the tri-
ugplfmtm—electionof Grover Cleveland. [Applauseonthe Democratic
side.

The gentleman from Maine [Mr, REED] spoke about *‘ ramblings ’?
from the people being heard on this subject, and in reply to that sug-
gestion I will have printed as part of my remarks a letter written by
Mr. Arthur T. Lymian, treasurer of the Hadley Thread Company, of
Holyoke, as well as of the Lowell Manufacturing Company, of Lowell.
Mr. Lyman is a Republican and his lefter appears in the New York
Times. It is as follows:

[New York Times, July 19, 1888,]
IT IS XOT FREE TRADE—AXN OLD REFUBLICAN'S BOUND VIEWS OF THE MILLS BILL.

BosTox, July 18.
The Republicans are not having the best success in soliciting funds from
man urers. The chairman of the finance committee of the Holyoke Re-
publican Club recently solicited a contribution from Mr, Arthur T. Lyman, who
is the treasurer of the Hadley Thread Company,of Holyoke,ns well as of the
Lowell Manufacturing Company,of Lowell. In reply Mr. Lyman wrote the
following letter: -
BosTox, July 13,

“ Chairman of the Finance Commitlee of the Holyoke Republican Club:

“DeAarSie: I have yours of the 12th, asking for a contribution for the Repub
lican Club. I am of course deeply interested in the tariff as the Hadley
00111{)&!13’. and also in its bearing on many other cotton and woolen manufact-
ures in which I am interested, but in my opinion the Republican members of
Congress from New England and the Home Market Cluband the Woolen Man-
ufacturers’ Association have practically done more harm to the cause of pro-
tection and to the'protected (so-called) industries of Massachusetts than the Dem-
ocratic members of the Ways and Means Committee,

*I have had occasion to see some of the Democratic membersof the Ways and
Means Committee, and to hear of the plans and views of others,and I am con-
vinced that but for the action of the Republican members of Congress from
New En d and of the greater part of the Republican manufacturers of New
England we could have had in the Mills bill satisfactory schedules for woolens
Imf cottons. As it is, at the request of some manufacturers (Republicans) made
through the Democratic members from Massachusetts the Demoerats of the
Ways and Means Committee altered and advanced rates on some important
items, while we were met, I am informed, by Republican members of the House,
saying: ** Leave the schedule as it is; it is better for the election.” The Re-
publicans now refuse to aid in putting raw materials on the free list,and cer-
tainly in New England free raw material has been idered as an el tin
protection almost as essential as the duty on manufactured articles.

“ From my business experience in both importing and manufacturing, I am
fully aware of the ity of protection for the int here of certain
manufactures, and I very much regret that the Republican party, with which
1 have acted from its beginning, has, for political success, taken a position which
I consider hostile in its practical effects to the protected industries of Massachu-
setts.,

“The Democratic members of the Ways and Means Committee take broad,
and on the whole reasonable, views of the tariff question, and while of course
they look at the interest of the United states as a whole they do not ignore the
fact that many great industries have wn up in this country under the high
duties made necessary by the war of rebellion, and that it is only fair and

roper that consideration should be paid to their exist an liti

either do they ignore the fact that the worklni people in the protected indus-
tries are very largely members of the Democratic party.

* Besides the deration that my manufacturing interests have been putat
needless risk IK the partisan action of the Republicans, I must also take into
consideration the interests of the whole country, in which we are all involved,
and I ean not feel it to be right to vote for any one who can honestly stand on
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the Republican ;l-»lntfarm. Most of the Republicans with whom I have spoken
about it have told me that they have not read it. I ean readily believe that it
would be disagreeable reading to Republicans, who in the past have inall hon-
esty desired to have raw materials and food products on the free-list. But the
exigencies of practical politics have forced the party into a false position as re-

the tariff, and into many unwise and dangerous relations in regard to the
Ezmealic and foreign affairs of the country.

*There is practically no party in this country in favor of free trade in any
reasonable senge of the term, and it is as unfair to call the Mills bill a free-trade
bill as it is to say that the Republicans are in favor of free drinking of whisky,
b e manufacturers of protected articles have several years insisted that
nll internal taxes should be taken off in order that it should be impossible tc
alter the duties on imports, While the Mills bill is not a bill that wholly com-
mends itself to me, it is correct, and for the interest of Massachusetts in many
Fa.ﬂ.iunlus. notably in the matter of free wool. Every ma turing try

n the world of any mnaeq;:euee except the United States has wool on the free-
has taken makes it well for the
ave the control of the Govern-

The position which the Republican part;
country, as it seems to me, that it should not
ment for the next four years,

“ARTHUR T, LYMAN.”

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee now rise and reporf this
bill to the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

Mr. McKINLEY, I ask that there be prinfed, for the use of the
House, the original text of this bill, with the amendments which have
been adopted by the Committee of the Whole in italics.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The Chair thinks that shonld
be done in the House. >4

" Mr. McKINLEY. Then I will make the request there.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, pending the
motion of the gentleman from Texas I ask nnanimous consent to recur
to page 6 of the bill to amend the provision relating to band-iron. I
send my amendment to the desk.

Mr. REED. That is some back town just heard from, I suppose.
[Laughter on the Republican side.]

The amendment was read, as follows:

Page 6, line 12. add after the word *‘baling,”” the words *‘ or other;™ so that it
will read: * Iron and steel cotton-ties or hoops, for baling or other purposes, not
thinner than No. 20 wire gauge.”

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Arkansas to return to this part of the bill for the purpose in-
dicated by him?

There was no objectiop.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MILLS.. I now move that the committee rise and report the
bill with the amendments to the House with the recommendation that

it pass.
The motion was agreed to.
The committee accordingly rose; and
Mr. SPRINGER, the Chairman, said: The Committee of the Whole

on the state of the Union has had under consideration House bill No. |

9051, to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collec-
tion of the revenue, and has instructed me to report the same back with
sundry amendments and with the recommendation that the amend-
ments be agreed to, and the bill so amended passed. [Applause on the
Democratic side. ]

Mr. MILLS. I desire to move that the further consideration of this
bill be postponed until Saturday next, at half past 11 o’clock.

Mr. McKINLEY, Beforethat motion is put, I ask unanimous con-
sent that 2,000 copies of this bill, with the amendments adopted by
the Committee of the Whole, be printed at once.

Mr. FARQUHAR. I hope the gentleman will accept as an amend-
ment that the printing be done in pamphlet form.

Mr. SPRINGER. That is better.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] asks
unanimous consent that of the bill just reported, with the amendments
recommended by the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union,
there be printed 2,000 copies.

Several MEMBERS, Five thousand.

Mr. McKINLEY. I accept the suggestion of several gentlemen,
and will say 5,000 copies.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. How are these to be distributed ?

Mr. McKINLEY. My purpose is to have them distributed equally
among members of the House.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think the order should so state.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the request. The gentleman
from Ohio asks unanimous consent that 5,000 copies of this bill, with
the amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union, be printed in document form and furnished
to the document-room for distribution among members of the House
equally. If there be no objection that order will be made.

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly.

Mr. MILLS. I now move that the further consideration of this
bill, with the amendments reported, be postponed until half past 11
o'clock on Saturday next.

* Mr. McKINLEY. Will the chairman of the Committee on Ways
and Means indicate his purpose as to taking a vote on Saturday ?

Mr. MILLS. Ipropose that we shall take a vote as soon as it can
be reached—as soon as the debate is closed—to do which I am entitled
io one hour under the rules.

Mr. McKINLEY. On Saturday next?

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir; on next Saturday I propose that a vote be
taken—first on the amendments and then on the bill.

The motion of Mr. MILLS was agreed to.

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

The latter motion was agreed {o.

FILING OF REPORTS.

Mr. MILLS. In moying to go into Committee of the Whole on the
state of the Union to-day I omitted to make, and I now make, the usnal
request that gentlemen having reports to present from committees may
file them at the Clerk’s desk for appropriate reference.

There being no objection leave was granted.

’Ig::e following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s
desk:

THEODORE €. LEWIS.

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10735) for the removal of the political
disabilities of Theodore C. Lewis, of Louisiana; which was referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

JOHN H. PARKER.

Mr. CULBERSON also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re-
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10621) for the removal of the
political disabilities of John H. Parker, of Virginia; which was referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and,
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

JEMIMA STERLING.

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back
favorably the bill (H. R. 4648) granting a pension to Jemima Sterling;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri-
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be
printed.

DANIEL WILLBOURG.

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2073) granting increase of pension to
Daniel Willbourg; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered 1o be printed.

EUGENIA A. HELSTON,

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
hack favorably the bill (H. R. 10806) granting a pension to Eugenia A.
Helston ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.

HENRY MEYNELL.

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back adversely the bill (H. R. 6000) for the relief of Henry Meynell;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri-
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

RICHARD CLORE.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re-
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8082) for the relief of Richard
Clore; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.

A. W. HARDIN.

Mr, BSTONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims,
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8081) for the relief of A. W.
Hardin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be
printed.

. JAMES M. SPEER.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims,
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8079) for the benefit of D. G.
and A. P. Perry, administrators of D. G. Perry, and to Thomas Gayle,
of Owen County, Kentucky; which was referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying
report, ordered to be printed.

THOMAS C. YAGER.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims,
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8080) for the benefit of
Thomas C. Yager; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed.

PROBATE COURTS, WYOMING.

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back
favorably the bill (S. 1351) to enlarge the jurisdiction of the probate
courts in Wyoming Territory; which was referred to the House Cal-
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.




6538

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JurLy 19,

HANNAH CUMMINS.

Nr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favora-
bly the bill (H. R. 1019i) granting a pension to Hannah Cummins;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri-
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

CHARLES JURAT.

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back
favorably the bill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Jurat;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri-
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

IMPORTATION OF CONTRACT LABOR.

Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 10897) to
amend chapter 184 of the laws of 1885, entitled *‘An act to prohibit the
importation and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or
agreement to perform laborin the United States, its Territories, and the
District of Colnmbia as the same was amended by chapter 22 of the
laws of 1887," approved February 23,1887; which was read a first and
se(_:ongd time, referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be
printed. . L !

ROAD TO UNITED STATES CEMETERY, PENSACOLA, FLA.

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back.

the bill (H. R. 3311) making appropriation for the construction of a
macadamized road to the United States cemetery near Pensacola, Fla.;
which was laid on the table,

Mr. MAISH also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported
as a snbstitute for the foregoing a bill (H. R. 10898) to construct a
macadamized road from the city ot Pcnsacola to the United States cem-
etery near Fort Barrancas, Florida; which was read a first and second
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT msmw‘x‘. PA,

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a question of privilege, and call up for pres-
ent consideration House bill 4357, with the veto message of the Presi-
dent of the United States thereon.

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent that the House now take a
recess until 8 o’clock to-night.

Mr. DIBBLE. I object.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (I, R, 4357) to erect a public building at Allentown, Pa.

Be it enacted by the Sennte and House of Representalives of the United Slales of
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and di d to pureh acquire by condemnation or other-
wise provide a site, and eause to be erected thereon a substantial and commo-
dious building, with tire-proof vaults, for the use and accommodation of the
post-office and for other Government uses, at the city of Allentown, in the State
of Pennsylvania. The site, and building thereon, when completed upon plans
and specifications to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the
Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the sum of $100,000; nor shall any site be
purchased until estimates for the erection of a buoilding which will furnish suf-
ficient iations for the transaction of the public business, and which
shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall
have been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved by the Secretary
of the Treasury ; and no purchase of site nor plan for said building shall be ap-
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding
the said sum of $100,000 for site and building ; and the site purchased shall leave
the building nnexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at least 40 feet,
including streets and alleys : Provided, That no part of said sum shall be ex-
pended until & valid title to the said site shall be vested in the United States,
nor until the State of Pennsylvania shall eede to the United Btates exclusive
jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain
the owner thereof, for nll purposes except the administration of the criminal
laws of sanid State and the service of civil process therein.

The SPEAKER. This bill was referred to the Committee on Pub-
lic Buildings and Grounds.

Mr. DIBBLE. That committee has made a report, which is now
on the Calendar.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report.

The report (by Mr. DIBBLE) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, to whom was reflerred the
message from the President of the United States returnigg House bill No, 4357,
entitled “*An act to erect a public building at Allentown, Pa.,” with his ohjec-
tions thereto, have had the same under consideration and respectfully submit
the following report:

The efficiency of the postal service depends in n great degree on the condition
of the accommodationsafforded, The Post-Office Department can only succeed
in reducing the per tage of delay, miscarriage, and loss of mail matterif Con-
ﬁ:m will remove one of the leading causes, the ineflicient accommodations.

our committee have again carefully considered the Allentown case, as due re-
spect to the of the President demands, and have come to the unani-
mous conclusion that the necessity for a public building exists, The post-office
is now located in a building not fire-proof, insufficient in space, and incapable
of being so arranged as to properly conduet the service.

Allentown is rapidly increasing in population, and the evidence before the
committee is that at the present time a suitable site ean not be purchased for
less than $30.000, leaving not more than $70,000 for the construetion of the build-
ing. The objections of the President are as to the amount appropriated. Your
committee are of the opinion that further delay in the purchase of a site would
be false economy, for the price of land is steadily increasing,and that in the
construction of the building some regard should be had for the steady increase
of the tal business and the certain necessity for more room in the near future.
It would be unwise to provide only for the present wants.

Your commillee are of the opinion that the amount appropriated in the bill
is not excessive and that the emcienc‘y of the public service will be promoted
bytilsi ge; and therefore resy ully d that the bill passed
notw

nding the objection by the President,

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds have given very careful consideration to this case. The
message of the President of the United States indicates that the veto
is upon the ground that the appropriation is too large. There is noth-
ing in the message to indicate the President wounld not have signed a
bill appropriating a smaller amount of money. The expression used
by the President is as follows: '

But Iam lhmnsh!ry convineed that there is no present necessity for the ex-
gm:m of §100,000 for any purpose connected with the publie business at this

Itwas to that question the committee directed their attention. They
found, Mr. Speaker, from the best information they could obtain, that
a site for a public building would cost about $30,000, which would
leave abont $70,000 for the erection of the building. In view of the
fact that Allentown is a place of some 30,000 people and is a place now
growing very rapidly, it was the opinion of the committee that for the
erection of a building providing not simply for the office of Allentown
to-day, but for the next ten or lifteen years in the future, which would
be wise economy, that the sum of $70,000 was not too large for the
building, and the appropriation, therefore, of $100,000 did not appear
to the committee to be excessive.

M.r.ﬂ:Vl%E. Is this building requnired for any other purpose than a

t-office?

Mr, DIBBLE. It is not. Its simply required for a post-ofiice.
There are other Government offices there, but they are not of such a
nature that the Government is obliged to provide accommodation for
them, though they are of such a nature as are commonly accommo-
dated when the public building is erected.

hIr:} WISE. Ifow many employés are in the post-office at Allen-
town?

Mr, DIBBLE. I have not the data, but I will get them for the
gentleman. :

Mr, BLOUNT. What are the gross receipts at this post-office?

Mr. DIBBLE. The gross receipts for the postal year ending June 30,
1887, were $23,397.54, which was an increase over the receipts of the
prior year of about $2,500. I understand the receipts of the year just
closed exceed the receipts of 1887 by some $4,000.

Mr. HERBERT. How much does the Government pay for rent?

Mr. DIBBLE. The Government is paying$1,300 rent.

, .&&r HERBERT. Do you think we ought to have a $100,000 build-
g’

Mr. DIBBLE. That lease will expire on 1st day of April, 1889, and
at that time we are informed the Government will have to pay a higher
rent; of course about a year hence. Does the gentleman desire to know
the number of employés?

A MeumBER. The gentleman from Virginia is not now present.

Mr. DIBBLE. The annual receipts of the office have been §23,000,
but are now $27,000 a year, which is a good deal more than the amount
of revenue of some post-offices for which public buildings have been
erected. It is clearly within the range of those cases where past Con-
gresses have been in the habit of voting for the erection of publicbuild-
ings, The other public offices which will be accommodated there are a
depaty collector of internal revenue and a board of pension examiners.

That, Mr. Speaker, is abont the case; and unless some member de-
sires to discuss the question I will call for a vote.

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I should like to have a moment.

Mr. DIBBLE. How much?

Mr. TURNER, of Georgin. I will not take more time than is abso-
lutely necessary.

Mr. DIBBLE,
Georgin.

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. As a part of my remarks, I ask the
message of the President on this matter be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALLESTOWX, PA.
Mes=age from the President of the United States, returning House bill No. 4357,
with his objections thereto. .
To the House of Represenlatives :

I return without approval House bill No. 4357, entitled “An act Lo crect a
publie building at Allentown, Pa.”

The accommodation of the postal business is the only public purpose for
which the Government can be ealled on to provide, which is sucgested as n
pretext for the erection of this buildluﬁ. It is proposed to expend £100,000 for
a structure to be used as n})wb-oﬂice. tis said that & deputy collector of inter-
nal revenue and a board of pension examiners are loeated at Allentown; but [
dglnut understand that the Government is obliged to provide guarters for these
5 Tchotﬁisual statement is made in support of thia bill selting forth the growth
of the city where it is pro; to loeate the building and the amount and va-
riety of the business which is there transacted. And the postmaster in stereo-
typed phrase represents the desirability of an increased accommodation for the
transaction of the business under his charge,

But I am thomngb:y convinced that there is no present necessity for the ex-
penditure of §100,000 for any purposc connected with the public business at this
pl“?‘?ﬁ; annual rent now paid for the post-office is 21,300,

The interest at 3 per cent. upon the amount now asked for this new building
is §3,000. As soon as it is undertaken the pay of a superintendent of its con-
struction will begin, and after its completion the compensation of janitors and
other expenses of its maintenance will foillow.

The plan now pursued for the erection of public buildings is in my opinion
very objectionable, They are oiten built where they are not needed, of en-

I will yield for five minutes to the gentleman from
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sions and at a cost entirely disproportionate to any publie use to which they
can be applied, and as a consequence they frequently serve more to demon-
strate the activity and pertinacity of those who represent localities desiring this
kind of decoration at public expense than to meet any necessity of the Govern-

o GROVER CLEVELAND.

ExXeCUTIVE MANsioN, May 9, 1888,

Mr. DIBBLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. BLou~T].

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, one of the reasons of the Committee
on Publie Buildings and Grounds for passing this bill over the veto ofthe
Presidentof the United States, which has just been read from the Clerk’s
desk,is that it is needed on account of the lack of proper postal facilities
at that place. I do not know what methods the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds have resorted to for the purpose of ascertaining
that there were not sufficient accommodations for the service
there. The report does not disclose the facts which wonld show their
familiarity with the service at that place and the inconvenience result-
ing from the lack of accommodations. My friend was not able to state,
although chairman of the committee, the number of employés which
were at work in that building. He did state that the gross receipts,
obtained from the official statements, were about $23,000, and there
was o conjectural estimate that that would be inereased to about $27,-
000

Now, it does not require a very large office to accommodate mail
matter which only yields about $23,000 of gross receipts, and there-
“ fore it does not appear in the statement of the receipts or in anything
else to indicate that af this small second-class post-office there is any
occasion for this House deliberately to condemn the President of the
United States by overriding the veto of this measure when he had by
hisside the officer at the head of the postal service of the United States,
who naturally has the best sources of information as to the needs of
the service in every part of the country. .

I say, sir, that I trust the House will not on the invitation of a
committee which has not had consideration of postal auestions re-
ferred to it, and no pecunliar advantages, deliberately adopt such a
got:m' and pass the bill over the veto of the President of the United

tes.

What says that high official:

The usual statement is made in support of this bill setting forth the growth
of tho city where it is proposed to locate the building and the amount and va-
riety of the business which is there transacted. And the postmaster in stereo-
typed phrase represents the desirability of increased accommeodation for the
tr tion of the busi under his charge.

This is the language of the Chief Executive, who perhaps gives more
attention to the consideration of legislation than almost any of his pred-
ecessors, whose high character, whose integrity, and whose wisdom,
s0.far as this side of the House is concerned and the party they repre-
sent, have had the highest sanction possible in his renomination to the
high office he now holds. But the spectacle is presented here of a unan-
imous committee of this House on this small matter with its insignifi-
cant reasons overriding a Presidential veto.

Mr. Speaker, this Honse may see fit to adopt that course, but the
judgment of the country will not be with us, but with the President;
and I frust, sir, gentlemen will pause before they take such a step as
this. 'We all know with what little care these bills have been passed,
how lightly they are considered, how much personal interest so many
of us have in them, and how likely we are to be misled by those con-
siderations, and how much superior is the attitude of the President to
enable him to form a just judgment in regard to them.

[Here the hammer fell. | .

Mr. DIBBLE. Inow yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [ Mr. SowDEN].

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr, Speaker, I regret very much that the gentle-
man from Georgia [ Mr. BLouxT] should have introduced politics into
this diseussion, and that he should have referred to the fact of the re-
nomination by the Democratic party of the President whose veto mes-
sage is now under consideration as a reason for this side of the Cham-
ber to vote to sustain it.

Polities should have nothing to do with this matter, and the only
object the gentleman conld possibly have had in introducing them must
have been to prejudice the minds of the Democratic members of this
body and cause them to vote to sustain the President regardless of the
fact as to whether he erred or not.

The question before the House is, whether or not the bill now being
reconsidered shall pass, the veto of the President to the contrary not-
withstanding. The right of the President to interpose the veto power
to prevent profligate and ill-considered legislation no one will dispute.
Itis oneof his constitutional prerogatives. Itsexercise, however, should
not be invoked.unless it is clear that Congress failed to exercise proper
care in the passage of the legislation vetoed. When the wisdom of the
two Houses is united on a question involving no great constitutional
principles ror grave questions of public policy, it seems to me that the
President shonld be slow to use the veto power.

The committee to whom the message and bill now before the Honse
were referred, after a careful examination came to the unanimous con-
clusion that the President had erred- in vetoing this measure, and
unanimously recommended its passage over his veto, The language

used by the President in his message may or may not be of very doubt-
ful propriety. I shall make no criticism upon its general tenor, al-
though the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLoUNT] has opened the
door to it. I shall leave it uncriticised; the only question for our
inquiry being whether the President’s reasons are sound, and whether
the facts involved warrant his conclusion.

The committee to whom the message was referred, in their report to
the Honse find that the facts do not warrant the President in lis con-
clusion, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill over his veto.
Who is right—the President or the commiteee? The onlyresson nrged
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLoUNT] in support of the mes-
sage is that this side of the House ought to stand by the President be-
cause he was renominated for the high office which he so creditably
fills. There is neither sense nor logic in this position. To advance
such an argument is not only unworthy of the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. Brouxnt], but is an insult to the intelligence of this Honse, I
hope no member will be misled by it.

Allentown is one of the most flourishing manufacturing cities in
Pennsylvania and has a population of abont 28,000. Its gross postal
receipts for the year ending June 30, 1837, were $23,307.54; the total
expenses §12,547.49, and the net income nearly $11,000. The receipts
were increased nearly $4,000 during the postal year ending June 30,
1888. There are twelve or fifteen employés in the service at
the Allentown office. The postmaster has continuously on hand from
200,000 to 300,000 postage-stamps, and from 70,000 to 100,000 postal-
cards at this office with no vault in which safely to keep them. This
of itself furnishes a strong reason for the necessity of a public building
with a fire-proof vault in which safely to keep and protect the publie

perty.

The postmaster is compelled to employ a man to sleep in the office
every night to watch and guard the Government's property from theft
or destruction by fire.

Thereis no new departure in the passage of this kind of legislation.
It has become the settled policy of this Government to erect public
buildings of this character wherever and whenever fthe necessity of
the public service seemed to justify it. A large number of bills simi-
lar to that now being reconsidered were passed in the last and present
Congresses, and with very few exceptions were approved by the Execu-
tive.

If there had been no precedents for the erection of public buildings
that were to be used exclusively for the transaction of the postal busi-
ness, I shounld not be here advocating the passage of this bill over the
veto of the President. :

A large number of these measures have passed Congres= and been ap-
proved by the Execniive. The President approved several such bills
since he vetoed the one now before the House that were of far less
merit. A large number of public buildings are now being built in
cities that have less than one-half of the population of Allentown and
Ehem the postal receipts are not as large as those of the Allentown of-

. -

There are many cases where the rent paid by the Government for
post-office purposes is not nearly so high as that paid for the Allentown
office, and where larger sums of money were appropriated for the erec-
tion of public bunildings than is appropriated in the bill now being re-
considered. I could give many instances of this character if I had the
time in which to do so, but I have not.

1f the President had adopted the same reasoning he employed in his
vetomessage of the Allentown bill in the Hoboken case, logic would have
led him to veto that measure, He approved the bill for the erection
of a public building in the city of Lancaster, Pa., since he vetoed this
bill. That building, like those in Paterson and Hoboken, is to be used
exclusively for the transaction of the postal business. The net postal
receipts of the Hoboken offize for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887,
were less than §7,000, and the Presidentapproved a bill appropriating
$60,000 for the erection of a public building in that city. It would
appear from this that he did not consider an appropriation of $10,000
too high for every $1,000 net postal receipts, and had he been governed
by the same principle in the consideration of the Allentown bill it
could not have eseaped his approval. Had the President assigned any
well-founded reasons for disapproving this bill the committee to whom
his message was referred would surely not have been unanimous in
recommending its passage over his veto.

His message and the bill should receive the most eareful considera-
tion of this House, and should be fairly discussed since we are called
upon to discharge a constitutional duty of the highest possible charac-
ter. If the gentleman from Georgia had confined himself to the dis-
cussion of the merits of the bill and the reasons given by the President
for withholding his signature I should not complain, but to interject
politics into a discussion of this high constitutional character is most
questionable, and shonld have very little weight with right-thinking
men.

I appeal to the members on this side of the House to disregard poli-
tics in this matter. It is a plain business proposition and should be so
regarded by every member of this House. I hope that every member
on this side of the House will support the report of the committee and
vote to pass the bill now being reconsidered, the President’s veto to the
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contrary notwithstanding, if only to show that the Democratic party
is grand enough to rise superior to the errors of its leaders.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DIEBLE. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. HERBERT].

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, the question in its first aspeet is
purely a business one. Hereis a proposition to erect a building worth
$100,000 to accommodate a post-office in a city where we now procure
a building sufficient for the purposes at a rental of $1,300 only.

Mr. LEHLBACH. Will the gentleman excuse me?

The C. . Does the gentleman yield ?

Mr. HERBERT. I decline to yield.

Mr. LEHLBACH. I merely wish to say that it is not sufficient.

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman must excuse me. I take it for
granted that it is sufficient. A town of 30,000 inhabitants, which this
city is said to have, can certainly furnish sufficient accommodations for
its post-office; and any postmaster fit for his place will certainly pro-
cure, when to be had, proper accommodations; and we have the testi-
mony of this committee that only §1,300 rental is paid. Now, if this bill
pro an expenditure of only $45,000 for the erection of this build-
ing it could not be justified as a business proposition. The interest on
$45,000 at 3 .fﬂ. cent. would be $1,250, nearly therental. The annual
repairs would amount to fully $200 more, and besides this there would
follow the appointment of a janitor or some other official to take care
of the building, at a cost of $300 or $1,000.

A $100,000 building, a janitor at §1,000 to take care of it, and two
or three hundred dollars a year for repairs! All this for a post-office
now obtained for $1,300. Can any gentleman justify himself to his
constituency for such a vote? But there is another, and a political
aspect of this case. The President of the United States, when he was
elected, was bound by his party platform, bound by his own promises,
bound as a Democrat to administer his high office with due regard to
 economy. Seeing clearly how extravagant it was, and having the
courage of his convictions, he has interposed between the Treasury and
Congress his veto of this proposition.

Now the question is, will this Democratic House dare to condemn
thatveto? For one I am glad that the vote is under the Constitution

to betaken by yeas and nays. I have nodoubt thatevery Republican.

on this floor will march up with alacrity tosanction this extravagance
and to condemn a Democratic President for arresting it with his veto,
but I rejoice to know that the REcorRD will show to the constituency
of every Democrat how he is to vote on this occasion. What Democrats
are there here to march up side by side with Republicans to condemn
President Cleveland for this righteous veto, and who are the Democrats
that will dodge and shirk this vote ?

Mr. DIBBLE. I yield tothegentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MoNT-
GOMERY].

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I agree with the gentleman from Alabama
that this is a business proposition. Indeed, all these bills for public
buildings ought to be considered as Dusiness propositions. To carry
out the idea that there ought to be some uniform and just rule which
would obviate this great waste of public money and do justice to small
as well as larger towns, there has been reported and is now on the
Calendar of this House a bill which proposes, if we intend to continue
this system of erecting buildings for post-offices, to establish a uniform
system in this country for building them.

That bill is on the Calendar with a favorable report of the commit-
tee, and I will ask that the second and third sections of that bill be
read from the Clerk’s desk, in order that the House may have infor-
mation and understand what, in the judgment of the committee which
formulated and reported it, would be a fair expenditure for a building
in a town of the size of the one under discussion, where the gross re-
ceipts from the post-office amount to less than $25,000.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DIBBLE. I yield sufficient time for the reading of that bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEc. 2. That the Postmaster-General shall cause to be prepared by the Archi-
tect of the Post-Office Department, with the assistance of the Supervising Archi-
tect of the Treasury, who is directed to furnish his counsel and aid thereto, a
design for post-office buildings, which, being adopted, shall be approved by the
Secretary of the Treasury, the Postmaster-General, and the Secretary of the In-
terior; thatsuch design and plansshall be sodevised asto enable the construction
of post-offices of such variable size as may be required at the Presidential offices,
so that additions or extensions to their capacity may be constructed from time
to time in the future without injury to the harmony of the design or the useful-
ness of the constructed portion ; that such design and plans shall be of uniform
Zen: character and exterior appearance, and, so far as may be most expe-
dient for the service to be formed in them, of interior arrangement; and
that all such buildings shall be constructed with a view to being fire-proof,

SEC, 8. That the Postmaster-General is authorized from time to time to con-
struct, in his discretion, post-office buildings in accordance with the general
design and &Ians 8o to be provided as aforesaid, at any place at which the gross
receipts of the post-office for two years or more preceding shall have exceeded
the sum of §3,000 in each year, but not in excess of the amounts which may be
from time to time appropriated for such purpose by Congress; and for that pur-

the Postmaster-General shall cause the proper working drawings for an
such buildings as he shall so determine to construct to be prepared in aceon{
ance with the general design and plans aforesaid, and shall determine of what
materials any particular building shall be built: Provided, That the cost of no

such building shall exceed to the United Stales £25 000, and that the cost of no
such building at any place where the post-office receipts for each of the two pre-

ceding years shall have been no more than 25,000 shall exceed to the United
States §20,000, and that the cost of no such building at any place where the re-
ceipts for each of the two preceding years shall have been more than $20,000
shall exceed to the United States $15,000. That all contracts for the construc-
tion of such buildings and for materials, fixtures, or apparatus to be used in
such construction shall be let to the lowest bidder after such advertisement for

posals as the ter-G 1 shall direct shall have been made for not
less that three weeks, at least one of which such advertisementsshall be printed
in & newspaper published at the place where such building is intended to be
constructed, if any such there be.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. The House will see that under that bill
$20,000 would be the amount allowed to build a post-office in this
town; and that bill can be passed at any time if the House should so
desire, and ought to be passed if we intend to persist in this system
of building post-offices.

Mr. DIBBLE. I would ask the gentleman how $20,000 is going to
erect a building where the site will cost $30,000?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. If the gentleman will examine the fourth
section of this bill he will find out how that would be done.

Mr. Speaker, I will never have a better opportunity than this, when
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds are attempting to pass
a bill over the veto of the President, to enter my earnest protest uot
only to the extravagance but the manner of the expenditures of the
public revenues for public buildings intended only to beautify and
adorn favored cities. Ihave been protesting with this side of the House
against four-fifths of the taxes that are levied on the consumers of this
country under our present tariff never reaching the Treasury but going
directly into the pockets of the favored few of favored localities. I now
protest against the fifth, that does reach the Treasury, being squandered
in extravagant appropriations for public buildings in favored cities.
One hundred thousand dollars for a post-office in a town for which only
30,000 inhabitants are claimed looks rather extravagant to a member
from an agricultural district in which not one dollar out of the millions
wasted under this and similar legislation is ever expended. Those who
get no benefit from these expenditures have a right to demand either
that this system of public buildings cease or that some uniform system
be adopted, in the benefits of which all parts of the country can share
alike and in which nniformity, economy, and the demands of the public
service shall alone be consulted.

Mr. BUCKALEW. It is with some reluctance that I vote against
the passage of this hill, for it would be agreeable to me to accommo-
date my neighbors in the city of Allentown, who desire a beautiful
public building to be erected within its limits, and they can plead, I
suppose with truth, that some other towns in the United States with
no greater merit than theirs have been so accommodated. But this
bill proposes a building for post-office purposes alone, and not for the
use of the courts of the United States nor for any more extended pur-
pose, and it therefore does not fall within the class of public buildings
which we readily pass, where a double purpose of the Government is
to be subserved. In the next place, I am entirely convinced that the
reason assigned for the veto in this bill, to wit, an unnecessary amount
of expenditare, is true and well taken.

I have no doubft, sir, that a good building, of fair proportions, of
beantiful architectural design, and of ample extent for all post-office
purposes could be erected for one-half of the money which, under the
provisions of this bill, can be devoted to that purpose; and this bill
will constitute a scale or standard for other cases which shall hereafter
arise. Therefore I think we ought to object to the erection of this
standard, and confine ourselves to one more adapted to the purposes of
economy and the necessities of the Government. I will conclude by
saying, as my time is limited, that with considerable reluctance on
account of neighborship and personal association, but with clear con-
victions upon public grounds for reasons which apply to this measure,
I shall be compelled to vote against it.

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, this is a pure business question. The
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] was pleased to depart from its
business aspects and to introduce some political references. Now, sir,
on all political questions, I am proud to say to the gentleman from
Georgia that I have always found I could conscientiously support the
President of the United States. But this is simply a case where the
President, in the exercise of his undoubted prerogative, has said to the
House of Representatives: ‘I think you have voted too large an amount
for this public building, and I therefore return the bill with that ob-
jection.”

3 What is the effect of that, Mr. Speaker? Does it mean that the
President of the United States says to his political friends in the House
of Representatives, ‘I tell you to support me in that view?’ That
certainly is not the position which the President would take; that is
not the constitutional position; and no one who has ever been elevated
to the high office of President would for a moment take such a position
in a message to the Houses of Congress. Is it in violation of party

P,
Post

fealty to differ on a business question of dollars and cents involving no
political principle, and does the gentleman from Georgia mean fo inti-
mate that a Democratic President would attempt in a message to die-
tate to a House with a Democratic majority ? I, for one, would dis-
like to entertain such a charge against a President in whom I have the
confidence that I have in the present Executive of the United States.
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The President has simply done what he thinks is his duty. He has
asked the House to reconsider this measure, and that is what the Con-
stitution requires the House to do.

And, Mr. Speaker, in what way did the House proceed to reconsider
this measure? Hastily? Notatall. They referred it to the commit-
tee which had reported the bill, and that committee took it up as a new
proposition. They considered the message of the President. The ob-
jection which he had stated was that $100,000 was too much. They
devoted themselves to that question irrespective of party, without any
intention to do other than to consider it anew as a business proposi-
tion, without any prejudice, without any influence from the Executive
or {from any other source. It is the constitutional prerogative of this
House, when a measure is returned by the President, to consider it
without influence and on its merits, and in that way only can legisla-
tiveindependencebe preserved. AsIstated before, the Executivein this
veto message does not address instractions to the majority of this House;
simply asks the House to reconsider this matter. He saysin substance,
“I think a hundred thousand dollars is too much for this purpose;
reconsider the matter under the Constitution.”

The committee took the bill up deliberately and referred it to asub-
committee, that subcommittee investigated, and they found on that in-
vestigation that in numerous instances under acts of Congress build-
ings had been erected which cost more than $100,000 in places where
fewer facilities were required to trunsact the public business thanin Al-
Jentown. They found that public buildings had been erected in places
where the rental was no more than the rental at Allentown; in fact,
they found, Mr. Speaker, that the Allentown bill had numerous prece-
dents in this and in previous Congresses.

They formed their judgment and they have submitted it now to the
House for its decision. They came to the conclusion as business men
that the amount provided in the bill was not excessive, Their infor-
mation is that a proper site for this building will cost $30,000. That
leaves §70,000 for the erection of the building. Now, Mr. Speaker, I
have here the report of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, in
which will be found several buildings for post-offices simply, and there
is scarcely a public building anywhere in this country that has been
erecled for so small an amount as $70,000. There is no public build-
ing in the country in a place of the size of Allentown which, whatever
the original limit of cost may have been, has been erected for less than
$70,000—I mean within the last twenty years. This bill might have
been reported for $50,000; it might have passed for $50,000; it might
have been approved for $50,000. Undoubtedly, from the tenor of the
President’s message, if the bill had been for £50,000 or $60,000 he would
have approved it.

He has approved at this session a bill for a public building for a much
smaller place, involving an a%proprmtlon of $60,000. YWhat would
have been the result? ill, with an insufficient appropriation,
would have gone upon the statute-book as alaw; $30,000 of the money
would have been expended for the site and only $30 000 wonld have
remained for the building. Then next session there would be a bill to
increase the limit of cost, a foothold having been gamed by the first
small appropriation of $50,000 or $60,000, and on investigation we
wonld have had to report 330,000 insufficient for the purpose, and the
conzequence would have been that the building would have cost $100,-
000 before it was completed. Now, sir, I am in favor of making these
appropriations large enough in the first instance, and then holding the
executive officers strictly down to the limit.

It has been the purpose of the committee at this session so to shape
their recommendations as to subserve that end; and this amount, ac-
cording to the experience with all the buildings now being erected and
which have heretofore been erected, will not do more than putup such
a publie building as the city of Allentown requires for the accommo-
dation of the public business in the next ten or fifteen years.

In view of these considerations, Mr, Speaker, we submit the matter
to the House, and I call the previous question upon this whole mat-
ter.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is, Shall this bill pass, the objections
of the President to the contrary notwithstanding ? According to the
requirement of the Constitution, this guestion must be taken by yeas

“and nays.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140,.nays 82, not vot~

ing 102; as follows:

YEAS-140.
Adams, Buchanan, Dibble, Guenther,
Allen, Mass, Bunnell, Dingley, all,
Allen, Mich, Butler, rEey, Harmer,
Anderson, lowa Butterworth, Ermentrout, Haugen,
Aunderson, Kans, Campbell, Ohio Farqubar, Hend—mon, 1.
Arnold, Cheadle, Finley, Hermann,
Atkinson, Clark, Flood, Hires,
Baker, N. Y, vonger, French, Hitt,
Dayne, Cooper, F‘uller, Holmes,
Bound, Cox, Gallinger, Hopkins, I11,
Boulelle, Crouse, Gay, Hopkins, Va.
Bowden, Culcheon, Gear, Hopkins,N.Y, *
Brewer, Dalzell, Gest, Hovey,
Browne, T.H.B.,Va. Dn:linktnn. Goff, Hunter,
Brown, Ohio, Davis, Grimes, . Jackson,
Hrumm, Lano, Grout, Johnston, Ind,

Johnston, N, €, Neal, Rowell,
Kean, Nelson, Russell, Conu.
Kennedy, Newton, 5
Kerr,* Nichols, Ryan,
Iaidlsw. 0O’ Donnell, Bawyer,
Laird, Oshorne, Scull,
Lehlbacb. Owen, En:ney,
Lind, Patton, Beymour,
Lodge, Payson, Smith,
Long, Penington, Snyder,
Lynch, Perkins, Sowden,
MeAdoo, Peters, Steele,
MeCullogh Phelps, Stephenson,
McKenna, Plumb, Stewart, Tex.
MeS e, Post, Stewart, Vt.
Milliken Reed, Struble,
Mofitt, Rice, Tarsney, X
Morrow, Rockwell, Taylor, E. B., Ohio
Morrill, Romeis, Tayleor, J. D., Ohio
NAYS—82,
Abbott, Cothran, Hudd,
Allen, Miss, Crisp, Jones,
Anderson, Miss, Culberson, Kilgore,
Anderson, Il Cummings, Landes,
Bacon, Dargan, Lane,
Baker, 111, Davidson, Ala, Lan g
Barnes, Dockery, Latham,
Blanchard, Dunn, Macdonald,
d, Elliott, Maish,
Blount Kunloe, Mansur,
Brer.klnridge, Ark. Forney, Martin,
Breckinridge, Ky, Gibson, Matson,
Bryce, Glass, MeClammy,
Buckalew, Hare, McoCreary,
Burnett, Hatch, MecKinney,
Bynum, Heard, MceRae,
Candler, Hemphill, Mills,
Carlton, Henderson, Montgomery,
Caruth, Herbert, oore,
Clements, Holman, Morgan,
Cobb, Hooker, Oates,
NOT VOTING— 103
Bankhead, Crain, TafToo
Barry, Davenport, La ‘F‘olleil-o.
Belden, Davidson, Fla.
Belmont, Dougherty, Iawler,
Biggs, Dun Lee,
Bingham, Felton, Lyman,
Bliss, Fisher, Maffett,
Boothman, Fitch, Mahoney,
Bowen, Foran, Mason,
Brower, Ford, McComas,
Browne, Ind. Funston, McCormiclz,
Brown,J.R.,Va. Gaines, MeKinley,
Burnes, Glover, McMillin,
Burrows, Granger, Merriman,
Campbell, F,,N.Y. Greenman, Morse,
Campbell, T' Y, N.Y.Grosvenor, Norwood,
Cannon, Hayden, Nutting,
Caswell, Hayes, O'Ferrall,
Catchings, Henderson, Iown O'Neill, Penn.
Chipman, Hiestand, Outhwaite,
Clardy, Hogg, Parker,
Cockran, Houl, Peel,
Cogswell, Howard, Perry,
Collins, Hutton, Pideock,
Compton, Kelley, Pugsley,
Cowles, Ketcham, Randall,

Thomas, Ky.
Thomas, Wis.
Turner, Kanas,
Vance,
Vandever,
Wade,
Wharner,
Weber,

West,

White, Ind.
White, N. Y.
Whiting, Mass,
Wickham,
Wilber,
Wilkinson,
Williams,
Woodburn,
Yardley,
Yost,

O'Neall, Ind.
O’ Neill, Mo.
Phelan,
Richardson,
Rogers,
Rowland,
Spinoln.

& nger.

h!neci{el’,

Stewart, Ga.
Stockdale,
Thompson, Cal.
Tillman,
Townshend,
Turner, Ga.
Walker,
Washington,
Wheeler, -
Wilson, Minn,

Shaw,
Sherman,
Shively,
Simmons,
Spooner,
SHtone, Ky.
Stone, Mo.

Whiting, Mich,
Whitthorne,
Wilkins,
Wilson, W. Va,
Wise,

Yoder.

So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the bhill was not passed
Mr. COWLES. On this bill I am paired with the genllcnmn from

Ohio, Mr. THOMPSON.
Mr, TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL.

Mr. BELDEN,

If he were present, I would vote *
I am paired with my culleague,
If at liberty to vote, I should vote *‘ no."

1"

The following-named embers were announced as paired onall
political questions until further notice:
Mr. Brcas with Mr. FELTON.
Mr. BURNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa.

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. HoUK.
GLOVER with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana.
CATCHINGS with Mr, COGSWELL.

Mr.
Mr.,

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.

CoLLINS with Mr. DuNHAM.
DAvIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania.
PERRY with Mr. HAYDEN.

McKIxLEY with Mr. ScoTT.

GREENMAN with Mr. Tromas, of Illinois.
Timoray J. CAMPBELL with Mr BELDEN.
WHITiNG, of Michigan, with Mr, HIESTAND.
O'FERRALL with Mr, FUNsTON.

The following-named members were announced as paired for this day:

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

CRAIN with Mr, McCoxras.
WEAVER with Mr. RAYNER.
Forp with Mr. BROWER.
LAWLER with Mr. BINGHAM.
SHAW with Mr. BOOTHMAN.
CocKRAN with Mr. GAINES,

Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. SPOONER.

Mr.

TRACEY with Mr. McCorRMICK.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

SAYERS with Mr. CANNON.
CHIPMAN with Mr. KETCHAM.
FircH with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan.
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Mr. PIbcock with Mr. PARKER.

Mr. StoNE, of Kentucky, with Mr. NUTTING.

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. PUGSLEY.

The following pairs were also announced:

Mr. Hoca with Mr. BINGHAM, on this hill.

Mr. RANXDALL with Mr. WISE, on this vote.

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. SyMEs, till Saturday.

Mr. CowrLes with Mr. THoMPsON, of Ohio, on this bill.

Mr, WILSON, of West Virginia. I am paired for theday with Judge
KELLEY, of Pennsylvania. ]

Mr. WISE. If 1 were not paired on this question with the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], I would vote ‘‘ no,”’

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I observe by the announcements that I
am paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. FIrcH. I paired
simply on political questions, and supposed my pair was with the gen-
tleman from New York, Mr, Briss, I have voted on this question,
and I want my vote to stand. .

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. A numberof gentlemen on this
side of the Honse who are paired on political questions have refrained
{from voting, construing this to be such a question. If it is not to be
so construed, we ought to know it.

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Withont my own knowledge I was paired.
I propose, of course, to observe the pair in order to accommodate the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Frroca]. Isuopposed the pair was with
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Briss], but I now find that it is
with his eolleague [Mr. FircH] who is, of course, of the same political
faith as myself on general principles. But I do not consider this a
political question, and I wish my vote to stand as recorded.

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. McMILLIN].

The result of the vote was announced as above stated.

[Applause on the Democratic side. ]

EXPLANATION OF A VOTE.

Mr. HATCH. My, Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HATCH. On yesterday, on the motion to adjourn, on the de-
mand for the yeas and nays I voted, having been informed by the As-
gistant Sergeant-at-Arms that my pair with the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. PugsLEY ], which had been in operation for some three or four
days, had been withdrawn by him. Under that statement I allowed
my vote to stand. The RECORD this morning shows that I voted in
the affirmative, but that the pair had also been announced from the
Clerk’s desk, and I want the necessary correction to be made.

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON CONTRACT LABOR, ETC.

Mr. SHAW. DMr. Speaker, I submit a privileged report from the
Committee on Accounts. .

The SPEAKER. The report will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the nccompanying reso-
lution :

u“)?':sdtrﬂi, That the select committee to inquire into the importation of con-
tract laborers, conviets, and paupers be, and they are hereby, nuthorized to em-
ploy such additional messengers and other assistants as may, in the judgment
of said committes, be deemed necessary; and that the sum of thousand
dollara, or 8o so much thereof as may be necessary, to lpay the expenses of said
conunittee shall be immediately available and payable out of the contingent
fund of the ITouse on the order of the chairman and oue member ot said com-
mittee, in sums not exceeding §1,000 at one time; and all vouchers forany such
expenditure shall be likewise certified to by the chairman and one member of
the commitlee; and said commillee may report at any time""—
having considered the same, report it back, and recommend the adoption of
the following amendments: &

In line 3, after the word ‘apnupcrs," insert the words “appointed under reso-
lution of the House Paswd uly 12, 1888; " and in line 8, after the word ** of," in-
gert the word * five " to flll the blank.

And as amended the ittee r d its adoption.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. ;

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, 1 notice in the reading of the report
that the Committee on Accounts has undertaken to change the rules of
the House by giving to this select committee the right to report at any
time. I make the point of order that the committee can not do so,
and that that matter must be referred to the Committee on Rules, the
Committee on Accounts having no jurisdiction of the subject.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point of order is well taken.
The only matter referred to the Committee on Accounts, and the only
matter over which the committee has jurisdietion, under the rules of
the House, is the appropriation out of the contingent fund of the House.

Mr. BURROWS. To that I have no objection, but to the other I

have,

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs the indulgence of the gentleman
for a moment to examine the resolution. [Aftera pause.] The Chair
finds these words to which the gentleman objects were embodied in
the original resolution, a fact which the Chair had overlooked in an-
swering the gentleman’s first suggestion, and supposes also that they
were overlooked by the House in referring the resolution.

Mr. BURROWS. Undoubtedly it was an oversight. The question
is whether they now have jurisdiction of the matter having been re-
ferred in that manner.

The SPEAKER. Having been referred to the committee the Chair
su they have jurisdiction. However, that can be striken out on
the point of order.

Mr. BURROWS, How is it reported at this time as a matter of
privilege?

The SPEAKER. Simply because it is an appropriation to pay out
of the contingent fund of the House. If, however, the point of order
is made that it contains matters not privileged, the Chair would have
to hold that the report in that form does notpresent a question of priv-
ilege. If that point of order is made, therefore, the Chair wonld have
to sustain it, because the Chair has frequently decided that reports
which eontain matters not privileged lose whatever privilege they may
otherwise have had.

Mr., BURROWS. I make that point of order.

M;',,SHAW‘ Can the change not be made by striking out these
words?

The SPEAKER. That may be done by consent.

Mr. BURROWS. If that portion of the resolution is stricken out, I
shall not object.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, then, those words will be
stricken ont.

Mr. HOLMAN. What part of the resolution ?

The SPEAKER. That portion of the resolution allowing the com-
mittee to report at any time.

There being no objection, the following words were stricken from the
resolution:

And saild commiitee may report nt any time,

Mr, SHAW. I now ask the adoption of the resolution as amended.

The resolution was adopted.

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

The latter motion was agreed to.

PAYMENT OF FUNERAL EXPENSES.

Mr. BLANCHARD submitted the following resolution; which was
read and referred to the Committee on Accounts:

Resolved, That the Clerk of the H. of Rep talives be authorized and
directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House, to the widow of Juames

K. Edwards, deceased (late one of the Official Reporters of the House}, the ¢x-
penses of his last iliness and funeral, not to exceed the sum of $500,

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihopethat motion willnotbeentertained. To-
night has been set apart for the consideration of matters reported from
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Illinois
to try to get an arrangement for a day session now, in lien of this even-
ing. It would seem from the present condition of the business of the
Hounse that the matters to which he refers might be considered during
the day instead of at night. The House is wearied out by the long
strain upon it, the officers of the House, and especially the reporters,
are tired out, and I hope the gentleman will consent to such an arrange-
m;

ent.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I haveconsulted the membersof the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs, and we are nnanimonsly of the opinion that it
would not be wise to adopt that course. The varions conference re-
ports will be coming in on appropriation and otherbills and other mat-
ters which will take up every day.

Mr. MCMILLIN. 1 am satisfied the gentleman can get time for the
consideration of his bills.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think not.

Mr. BLAND. I insist on the motion.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will either withdraw
the motion, or that the House will vote it down.

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, there were,
on a division—ayes 87, noes 72,

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. BURROWS, It is now 4 o'clock, and it will take over half an
hour to call the roll; I therefore ask unanimous consent to vacate the
order for the yeas and nays and that the Hounse now take a recess until
8o'clock. [Cries of * That is right.’”]

Mr. BLAND. Regular order.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the question on the motion
to adjourn, and the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken, and it was decided in the negative—yeas 24,
nays 184, not voting 116; as follows:

YEAS—24.
Abbots, Clementa, Grimes, MeMillin,
Allen, Mass. Cobb, . Hall Bliils,
Allen, Miss, Davidson, Ala; Hatch, Oates,
Bankhead, Dunn, Hopkins, N. Y, Turner, Ga,
Bland, Elliott, Lane, Walker,
Buckalew, TForney, Latham, West.




CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

6543

NAYS—I184, .
ms, Davis, Lanham, Russell, Conn,
Allen, Mich, Lano, Lehlbach, Ryan,
Anderson, lowa Dibble, Lind, Secull,
Anderson, Miss. Dockery, Lodge, Seney,
Anderson, I1l. Dorsey, Long, Shaw,
Anderson, Kans, Enloe, Macdo
Arnold, Ermentrout, Maish, Snyder,
Atkinson, Mansur, Sowden,
Baker, N. Y. Feiton, Mart Spinola,
Baker, 111, Flood, Mason, Springer
Barnes, French, MeAdoo, Smhlnoc!:ur,
Bayne, Fuller, MeClammy, Steele,
Blanchard, Gallinger, Stephenson,
Blount, ¥ MeCullogh, Stewart, Ga,
Bound A MecKenna, Stewart, Vi
Boutelle, Gest, McRae, Stockdale,
Bowden, Gibson, MecShane, Stone, Ky.
Breckinridge, Ark. Glass, Milliken, Stone, Mo.
Breckinridge, Ky. Groat, Moffitt, Struble,
Browne,T.H.B., Va.Guenther, Montgomery, Tarsney,
Brown, O i Morgan, Taylor, J. D., Ohio
Bryce, Haugen, Morrill, Thomas, TK?y
Buchanan, Heard, Morrow, Thomas, Wis.
Bunnell, Hemphill, Neal, Thompson, Ohio
Burnes, Henderson, N.C. Nelson, Thompson, Cal,
%nmet&. Henderson, Il I!giew;tcin. Tillman,
Urrows, erbert, chols, Tracey,
Bautler, Hermann, Norw Towmf:lend,
Bynum, Hires, O'Donnell, Vance,
Campbell, Ohio Hits, O’'Neall, Ind. Vandever,
Oamdabell,T.J . ¥.Holman, 0’ Neill, Mo, Wade,
Candler, Holmes, Osborne, ‘Warner,
Carlton, Hooker, Owen, ‘Washington,
Caruth, Hopkins, Il Patton, Weaver,
Cheadle, Hopkins, Va. Peel, Weber,
Clark, Hovey, Penington, Wheeler,
Conger, Hunter, Perkins, ‘White, Ind.
Col ¥ Jackson, Phelan, White, N. Y.
Cox, Johnston, N.C, 5 Whitthorne,
Crouse, Jones, Rayner, Wickham,
Culberson, Kean, Rice, Wilber,
Cummings, Kennedy, Richardson, Williams,
Cutcheon, Kerr, Rockwell, ‘Wilson,
lzell, Kilgore, Rogers, Wise,
rgan, Laidlaw, Rowell, Yardley.
Darlington, Landes, Rowland, Yoder.
NOT VOTING—I116.
Bacon, Davenport, Ketcham, Plumb,
Barry, Davidson, Fla. Laffoon, Pugsley,
Belden, Dingley, La Follette, Randall,
Belmont, Dougherty, Lagan, Reed,
Biggs, Dun . Laird, Robertson,
Bingham, Finley, Lawler, Romeis,
Bliss, Fisher, l Russell, Mass,
Boothman, Fi Lyman, Rusk,
Bowen, Foran, Lynch, Sawyer,
Brewer, Ford, MafTett, Sayers,
Brower, Funston, » Mahoney, Scott,
Browne, Ind. Gaines, Matson, Seymour,
Brown,J.R., Va. Glover, MecComas, Sherman,
Brumm, off, McCormick, Shively,
Bautterworth, Granger, McKinley, Simmons,
Campbell, F.,N. Y. Greenman, McKinney, Spooner,
Cannon, Grosvenor, Merriman, Stewart, Tex.,
Caswell, Harmer, Moore, Symes,
Catchings, Hayden, Morse. Taulbee,
Chipman, Hayes, Nutting, Taylor, E. B., Ohio
Clardy, Henderson, Iowa O'Ferrall, Thomas, 111
Cockran, Hiestand, 0O’'Neill, Pa. Turner, Kans,
well, Hogg, Outhwaite, Whiting, Mich,
Collins, Houlk, Parker, Whiting, Mass,
Compton, Howard, Payson, Wilkins,
Hudd, Perry, Wilkinson,
Cowles, Hutton, Peters, Wilson, W. Va.
Crain, Johnston, Ind. Phelps, Woodburn,
Crisp, Kelley, Pidecock, Yost.

So the House refused to adjourn.

During the roll-call,.

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, by unanimous consent,
the reading of the names was dispensed with.

The following additional pair was announced:

Mr. BARRY with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, for the balance of the day.

The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded.

Mr. McMILLIN. Imove thatthe House take arecessuntil 8 o'clock.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Pending that motion, I ask unanimons
consent to offer a bill for present consideration.

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by the withdrawal of the
motion to take a recess.

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York.
motion for a recess.

The yeas and nays were refused.

Mr. McMILLIN’S motion was agreed to;and accordingly (at 4 o’clock
and 20 minutes p. m.) the Honse took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m.

I call for the yeas and nays on the

EVENING SESSION.

The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p: m., was called
to order by Mr. MCCREARY, Speaker protempore, who directed the Clerk
to read the following communication: i

SPEAKER'S RooM, HoUsE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Washington, D. C., July 19, 1888,

Sir: Hon. James B. McCOREARY is designated to preside as Speaker pro tem-
pore at the session of the Housé this evening.

J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker,

Hon. Joux B, CLARK,
Clerk House of Representalives,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
order.
The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That on Thursday of next weelk the House take a recess ats . M,
until 8 p. m., the evening session being set apart for the consideration of bills
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House go into Committee of
the Whole House on the Private Calendar.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr:
TowNSHEND] moves that the House go into Committee of the Whole to
consider bills on the Private Calendar.

The motion was agreed to.

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

GENERAL WILLIAM F. SMITH.

The first business in order was the bill (H. R. 9398) for the relief of
General William F. Smith; which was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the President be,and he is hereby, authorized to nom-
inate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint William
F. Smith, late major-general United States Volunteers, to the position of major-
general in the Army of the United States, and to place him on the retired-list
of the Army as of that grade, the retired-list being thereby increased in number
to that extent ; and all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are snspended
for this purpose only: Provided, That from and afier the of this act no

ension shl;ﬂl be paid to the said William F. Smith, but this proviso shall be no

r to any claims for pension that the widow or children or other heirs of said
William F. S8mith may have after his decease.

The report (by Mr. TOWNSHEND) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9396)
for the relief of General Willinm F. Smith, have carefully examined the samo
and submit the following report :

William F. Smith graduated at West Point in July, 1841, and was assigned fo
duty ih the Corps of Topographical Engineers, with which he served continu-
ously till it was consolidated with the Corps of Engineers, when he resigned
his commission of major, in 1867. His service included duty on the survey of
the Northern Lakes, at West Point as assistant tﬁmfemr of mathematics, in
Texas on explorations, as engineer of the eleventh light-house district, and as
engineer secretary of the Light-House Board.

At the outbreak of the rebellion he served as mustering officer in New York,
on thestafl of General Butler at Fort Monroe, and on that of General McDowell.
He was appointed colonel of the Third Vermont Volunteers in July, 1861, and
took part in the battle of Bull Run and the defense of Washington.

He was appointed brigadier-general of volunteers in August, 1861. and as such
commanded a division of McClellan's army from March to August, 1862, being
engaged in the si of Yorktown, the skirmish of Lec's Milis, the battles of
‘Williamsburgh, Fair Oaks, White Oak Swamps, Savage Station, Glendale, and
Malvern Hill,

He was breveted lieutenant-colonel United States Army, June 28, 1862. for
gallant and meritorious services in the battle of White Oak Swamp, Virginia,

He was appointed major-general of volunteers July 4, 1862, and as such com-
manded a division in the Antietam campaign, t1king part in the battles of South
Mountain and Antietam, and was breveted colonel for gnllmm'y and meritori-
ous services in the last-mentioned battle. He commanded the Sixth Corpsin
the Rap?;hannuek campaign and the Ninth Corpsinthe Fredericksburgh cam-

ign. e commanded a divisionin the Department ot the Susquehanna, tak-
ng an active part in the pursuit of Lee’s army on its retreat from Gettysburgh. -

In October, 1863, he was transferred tothe West, where he in turn became chief
engineer of the Department of the Cumbeérland, on the staff of General George
H. Thomas, and of the military division of the Mississippi, on the staff of Gen-
eral Grant. As such he devised the plan of operations by which the Army of
the Cumberland was saved from starvation and capture at Chattanooga, and
was duly credited with the same by General Thomas, Healso devised the plan
of operations by which Bragg’s army was overthrown and driven back from
Missionary Ridge, for which services he was again appointed and (this time)
confirmed as or- al of volunteers,also as brevet brigadier-general United
Btates Army. 2

When General Grant was n.pipointetl Lieutenant-General and assigned to the
command of all the loyal armies, he took General Smith East with him and as-
signed him to the command of the Eighteenth Army Corps, with which he took
part in the battles of Cold Harbor and the siege of Petersburgh.

He was assigned to special duty under the Secretery of War in November, 1864,
and eontinued thereon till December, 1865, and finally resigned from the Army
in 1867, after tweniy-two years’' continnous service. At that time he held the
rank of major of engineers and brevet major-general United States Army.

The Clerk will now read the special

In civil life he was president of the International Ocean Telegraph Com ¥y
president of the board ot police commissioners New York, and now holds the

position of Government agent in charge of a district of internal improvements
in Delaware and Maryland, of which (the former) State he is a citizen.

General Smith is now past the age of retirement, and is fully entitled to that
favor at the hands of the Government, for a lifetime of and conspicuous
service in which he has always displayed the most inmrrnzlibla honesty, the
most outspoken patriotism and devotion, and the highest ability.

1t has been the good fortune of but few men in any age or in any country to
save an army and direct it to victory from a subordinate position. Such a serv-
ice in Europe would secure honor and riches: in ours it should certainly result
in assignment to a place on the retired-list of the Army with the rank of major-
general and the appropriate pay for the remaining years of his life.

The commitiee therefore unanimously rece d the p ge of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill with the
recommendation that it do pass.
© Mr. McMILLIN. Let the bill be read again.

The bill was read again. =

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois,
as I did not catch it in the reading of the report, on account of the
confusion around here, what his rank is now.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He is ont of theservice,

Mr. McMILLIN. How did he get out?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He resigned in 1867.

Mr. McMILLIN. Then he has been out of the service twenty years
all but one?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say to my friend from Tennessee that
no man served his conntry more effectively during the late war than
did General ‘' Baldy’’ Smith. He entered the Armyin 1841 asa West
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Point gradnate, and continued in the service until 1867. Prior to the
war he was a teacher at West Point, and rendered distingunished service
in the Engineer Corps. At the beginning of the war he entered the
Army as a colonel, and during the war he was brigade commander, he
wa3 division commander, he was corps commander, and he commanded
the army of the James. It was believed by General Thomas, and it
has been stated by others, that General Smith planned the campaign
which saved the army at Chattanooga. Heis now an old man, beyond
‘the age for retirement; he is poor and is in need of the assistance of
his Government, and it does seem to me that an officer who has ren-
dered his country such great service, who was in at the beginning of
the war and served from the beginning to the end, is certainly entitled
in his old age to be placed on the retired-list and to receive the small pay
that will thus come to him to save himself and his family from wanf.

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. What will be his pay?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He will be retired as a major-general.

Mr. SENEY. Where is he employed now ?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He is employed by the Government on engi-
neer work. y

Mr. SENEY. At what compensation?
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not know, but the compensation is very
small.

Mr. MATSON. Can the gentleman tell us whether General Smith
is now drawing a pension ?

Mr, TOWNSHEND. Heis not. He is now in the civil employ-
ment of the Government in connection with engineering work.

Mr. MATSON. Does the gentleman say that he has no information
as to the amount of-pay that General Smith would receive under this
bill ?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I believe it is two-thirds of the regular pay.

Mr. McMILLIN. No, it is three-fourths, But whatis the regular

?

Mr. SPINOLA. It amounts to between $5,000 and $6,000 a year.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And the amount that he would receive under
this bill would be only three-fourths of that.

Mr. McMILLIN. Would he not receive about that amount under
this bill?

Mr. SPINOLA. No. That is about the pay of a major-general.

Mr. MATSON, What was his rank in the regular Army ?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He was appointed a brigadier-general and
breveted major-general of volunteers during the war.

Mr. MATSON. But in the regular Army, I believe, he was never
more than a colonel.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He was a colonel in the regular Army, but for
gallant services on the battle-field he was promoted as I have stated.
1t would take too much time to ennmerate all the battle-fields on which
General Smith commanded. He was with McClellan when he first
moved from Richmond, and he was with Meade at Gettysburgh.

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out
the word ‘‘ major-general’’ where it ocenrs and inserting *‘colonel.”’

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will not do that. The
distingnished services of General Smith certainly entitle him fo be re-
tired with the rank of major-general, the rank which he held when he
resigned. I do not believe there is another instance in the history of
this country where a particular man saved an army as General Smith
did at Chattanooga. Ifhe had been serving a foreign country he would
have been rewarded far beyond our power to reward him here. He
would have been promoted to the highest rank, and would probably
have had nobility conferred npon him.

Mr. McMILLIN. That is the difference between a republic and a
despotism.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Another difference is that republics are often
found to be very ungrateful, and, no matter what services a man may
have rendered, he is often turned out to suffer in poverty and in want
in his old age. I do not believe any officer has ever received recogni-
tion from this Government who deserved it more richly than does Gen-
cral *Baldy’’ Smith.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON]
moves to strike out the word ‘‘ major-general,’”” where it occurs in the
bill, and insert- the word ‘‘ colonel.”’

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will my friend allow me, before he insists
upon that motion, to read an éxtract from a letter from General Corse?
We all know who General Corse is. He writes:

I remember hearing General Grant say that * Baldy Smith" (as we knew him
more familiarly) was the only man he knew competent to succeed him in the
command of the Army.

I have another letter from a gentleman, saying that he remembers
hearing General Thomas say that General ““ Baldy »’ Smith saved the
Army at Chattanooga. Now, Mr, Chairman, here is a man who saved
an army, a man who enjoyed the rank of major-general when he re-
tired from the service, and I do not think it is the proper thing to de-
grade him now to the rank of colonel in bis old age.

I ask leave to present the following statements of the services ren-
dered by General Smith during the campaigns at and near Gettyshurgh
and Chattanooga. These statements have been furnished to me by gen-
tlemen who participated in those campaigns,

MOVEMEST OF A MILITIA DIVISION UNDER THE COMMAXD OF BRIG. GEN. WILL-
IAM F. BMITH, USITED STATES VOLUNTEERS, DURING TIIE GETTYEBURGH CAM-
PAIGN.

Toward the end of June, 1863, Brig. Gen. W. F, Smith was in command of &
division of militia assembled on the right bank of the Susquehanna River o
posite Harrisburg, Pa. The Armi’nr Northern Virginia, under General R. E.
Lee, was invading Maryland and Pennsylvania, its destination being then un-
known. On the afternoon of June 30 the right of General Smith's ition was
assailed by a force of the enemy, showing cavalry, infantry.andartillery. This
movement at the time was thom}ht by some to be made by the advance guard
ot General Lee'sarmy. General Smith thought otherwise, and made disposi-
tions to capture the force, but the enemy evidently discovering this in time has-
tily departed. Itproved to be General Imboden’s command.

Permission to make an advance was granted by General D, N, Couch, the de-
partment commander, and the command started July 1 for Carlisle, General
Smith reaching that goim with an advance guard of about eighteen hundred
men, shortly before General Fitzhugh Iee's division of Confederate cavalry
arrived ; dispositions were at once made for defending the town; the advance
guard was shortly afier cut off from the main body of militia; several demands
for surrender were made, but were declined ; the town was shelled during the
night (July 1,2), and Carlisle barracks, a lumber yard, and a gasometer, were

red by the enemy, the illumination from which increased the alarm at Har-
ri?‘tlm;-x:zsume loss was suflered by the militia; the enemy left on the morning
of July 2.

General Smith soon brought together his command, and without wagon-
(rains, moved toward the South Mountain; up to his arrival at the foot of the
mountains e had no knowledge of the whereabouts of General R: E. Lee's
main army, or of the battle of Gettysburgh having been commenced, no sound
of battle even haviug been heard; on the morning of the 4th of July helearned
for the first time, through an unofficial souree, that a battle was in pro at or
near Gettysburgh; he sent me at once to find General Meade and tell him that
he “would be at Watt's Furnace (Pine Grove) with four brigades of militia,
with artillery, that day ;"' a glance at the accompanying relief map will show
that Pine Grove was in the rear of Lee’s army, and a force there seriously
threatened that army and its communications over the main road by which it
bad advanced. 1 found General Meade at his headquarters that afternoon and
reported, in accordance with my instructions,

At his request I pointed out on the map the posilion of General Smith’s com-
mand. The topography of that region admitted of concealing a small force, or
of displaying it so it might appear an immense one. General Meade was made
aware of General Smith's desire to plant his command aeross the Chininbers-
burgh road. - He ordered mé toride back at once to General Smith and **tell him
to getout of there,” saying, ** I never ordered him there. He will be eaptured.’
Having been in the saddle many hours, my horse was played out, and | asked
General Seth Williams, adjutant-genernl Army of Potomae, for an order for a
remount, There were several general officers present, one of whom (Sedgwick,
I think) remarked that Smith counid take care of his command ; whereupon,
aller a short consultation, General Meade directed mwe to remain in calling dis-
tance, which I did. 1 reported early on the &ith, but the retreat of Lee was an-
nounced shortly afterward, and I returned to General Smith, but General Meade
sent wrilten orders to him as well by a shorter road (covered by the enemy
when I started), and which reached him before I did, preventing him from ef-
feering his purpose of seizing the Chambersburgh road.

During t!li)is trip to the Army of the Potomae, on the 4th of July, 1 saw noth-
ing at headquarters or anywhere clse that indicated to me that an assured vie-
tory had been gained, and I had had previous experience with that army in
several eampaigns, and knew the feelings dered by or reverse,
Oun the morning of the 5th, after word had been reccived of General Lea's re-
treat, and not until then, did I notice any elation, such as assured victory ocea-
sions to the successful army. .

General Lee’s main army retreated through the Fairfield Passand a part under
Imboden, with wagon trains, by the Chambersburgh rcad ; the former was fol-
lowed by Neill's brigade of the Sixth Cor#)s. and General Smithmoved down the
mountains, reaching Waynesborough before Neill,  For tl:e first time after leav-
ing Harrisburg rations were drawn, and from Neill’s command; Smith’s com-
mund subsisting during the march in such irregular ways as to barely prevent
starving,

At Waynesborough the militia were associated with the Army of the Potomac,
and a portion of them were engaged in battle at Hagerstown, losing men, but
behaving well; after Lee crossed into Virginin they returned north.

The merits of this campaign may be summed up in the boldness o1 General
Smith's advance immediately after General Imboden’s atiack av Harvisburg, in
the midst of the consternation and alarm, which prevailed there as well as
through the entire North, which nothing but his scientific military judgment
would seem to justify; his defense of Carlisle, with a small force of raw
militia, nﬁainat a large command of veteran troops; his refusals to surrender
(in fact, the militin at Carlisle was the magnet that attracted the sabers of Lee's
army and kept them away at a time when, many writers on Gettysburgh
ndmit, General . k&, Lee needed them most; General Smith held them there
by refusing to surrender, and * with his nose between their teeth,” as it were};
his movement toward a large army in & position at first unknown to him; his
occupying a position of great strategical and tactical importance in the rear of
ihat army when its posilion was known to him; his avowed purpose of plant-
ing his command across the line of Lee's communications, from which he was

revented only by direet orders from General Meade; his reaching Waynes-
Enrough. in pursuit of Lee, in advance of the Army of the Polomae, and all this
without subsistence trains and with hal~starved men.

He undoubtedly made an earnest endeavor to render to the Army of the Po-
tomac and the country the best service that could be rendered with the militia
under his command during a very trying period.

PRESTON C. F. WEST,
Formerly Captlain, A. D, C., and Topographical Engineer,
Slaff of Generel William F. Smith.

THE CAPTURE OF LOOKOUT VALLEY, TEXNNESSZE, BY THE SURPRISE AT BROWX'S
FERRY, AND THE OPENING OF THE TENNESSEE RIVER, OCTOBER 27, 1863,

Of the condition of affuirs at Chattanooga in October, 1863, General Grant in
his Memoirs, says: “A retreat at this time would have been a terrible disaster.
1t would not only have been the loss of a most important strategic position to
us, butit would have been attended with the loss of all the artillery still left with
the Army of the Cumberland, and the annihilation of that army itself either
by capture or demoralization.

"AI{’ supplies for Rosecrans had to be brought from Nashville. The railroad
between LEis base and the army was in possession of the Government up to
Bridgeport, the point at which the road crosses to the south side of the Ten-
nessee River; but Bragg. holding Lookout and Raccoon Mountains, west of
Chattanooga, commanded the railroad, the river, and the shortest and best
wagon roads both sonth and north of the Tennessce, between Chattanooza and
Bridgeport. The distance between these two places is but 26 miles by rail, but
owimng to the position of Bragg all supplies for Rosecrans had to be hauled by a
cireuitous route north of the river, and over a mountainous country, inereasing
the distance to over 60 miles.

“ This country afforded but little food for his animals, nearly ten thoueand of
which had already starved, and not enough were left to draw a single piece of
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artillery or even the ambulances to convey the'sick. The men had been on haf]

rations of hard bread fora considerable time, with but few other supplies, except

beef driven from Nashville acrossthe country., * * * Nothing could be trans-

ed but food, and the troops were without sufficient shoes or other cloth-

ng suitable for the advancing season. Whatthey had on was well worn. The

fuel within the Federal lines was exhausted, even to the stumps of trees, There
were no wagons to draw it from the opposite bank where it was abundant.

“If a retreat had occurred at that time it is not probable that any of the army
would l,l,nva reached the railroad as an organized body if followed by the
cnemy.

Of the plan for recovering the short line of mtﬁpliu between Bridgeport and
Chattanooga, Van Horne, the able historian of the Army of the Cumberiand, in
his * Life of G al George H. Th ,"" says that on the night of the 23d of
October after the arrival of General Grant, General Thomas * made known to
General Grant at once the scheme which had been devised for the relief of the
Army. The plan had been perfected in all the details and needed only the ap-
proval of General Grant."

General Hooker had becn ordered by General Rosecrans to concentrate all
his available troops at Bridgeport, with a view tomoving on the passes of Rac-
coon Mountain; but says Van Horne, * General Hooker could not move with
safety from Bridgeport until measures had been taken t . drive the enemy from
the left bank of the Tennessee River. Had his command moved into Lookout
valley before support was practicable from Chattanooga, General Bragg could
have sent an overwhelming force against him, and the Army at Chattanooga
would only have witnessed the failure of the effort to avert starvation.”

General W. F. Smith made a reconnaissance of the river below Chattancoga
on the 19th of October, and on the morning of the 20th submitted to General
Thomas a plan for a co-operative movement by Hooker and forces from Chatta-
nooga. This plan for the capture of Lookout Valley, if successful, allowed the
Army of the Cumberland to strike in flank ary force sent by Bragg to dispute
the possession of the passes in Raceoon Mountain, and when Hooker entered
Lookout Valley he would be in reality connected with the Army of the Cum-
berland by the bridge at Brown's Ferry and the troops holding the bridge head.
Hooker was to move from Bridgeport at daylight on the 27th of October. Van
Horne says this plan " provided that fiteen hundred men with a sutlicient foree
of pontoniers should embark on pontons, and at night glide past Lookout
Mountain, held almost to the edge of the water by the enemy's pickets, and
debark on the left bank of the river just above Brown's Ferry,”

For this service a part of General Hazen's brigade, under his own command,
was taken. The remainder of this brigade, General Turchin’s brigade, and the
artillery were ordered to march across the peninsula formed by the course of
the river, and take position on the wooded hill near the ferry to cover the troops
on the pontons, should they fail to land on the left bauk, or to join them on
that bank in the event of their success. This exﬁdition was eminently sue-
cessful. The pontons h ng the right bank of the Tennessee glided by the
frowning mountain, gleaming here and there with the evening’s eamp-fires,
all'ld the troops with slight opposition gained the left bank at the designated
place.

A ponton bridge has soon thrown * # * and fortifications for the two
brigades were constructed on the enemy’s side of the river. IHaving accom-

lished all that the plan of operations required of them, these troops were

n position to welcome Hooker's column to Lookout Valley in the evening.
Aund then the Tennessee River from Bridgeport to Chattanooga was held by the
co-operating forces. * #* * The problem of supplies was thus brillinntly
solved. The boldness of the plan, the nice adjustment of all its details, and the
importance of the results place these operations among the prominent achieve-
ments of the war,

TO WHOM BELONGS THE CREDIT.

Van Horne, in his Life of General Thomas, says: ‘' The definite plan was
8o evidently originated by General Smith that General Thomas gave him credit
for its tion an ti In his report to the Joint Committee on the
Conduct of the War, he said: *To Brig. Gen. W. F. Smith should he accorded
great praise for the ingenuity which conceived, and the ability which executed
the movement at Brown’s Ferry. The preparations were all made in secrecy,
as was also the boat expedition which passed under the overhanging cliffs of
Lookout, 50 much so that when the bridge was thrown at Brown’s Ferry,on
the morning of the 27th, the surprise was as great to the army within Chatta-
nooga as it was to the army besieging it from without,” General Bragg did not
at first discover its full significance. ®* * #* An open river and short lines of
supply. * * * (General Grant was as explicitas Thomas in denying any con-
nection with the plan beyond approval. On the 26th of October he seft the fol-
lowing dispatch to Washington :

4 MAJOR-GENERAL HALLECK: * General Thomas had also set on
foot, before my arrival,a plan for getting possession of the river from a point
below Lookout Mountain to Bridgeport, If successful, and I think it wiil be,
the question of supplies will be fully settled.’

“'7U. 8. GRANT, Major-General.'”

Two days later he again telegraphed in relation to this plan:

‘' General Thomas's plan for securing the river and south side road hence to
Bridgeport has proved eminently successful, ’
“iT. 8. GRANT, Major-General.”

In a late eriticism on the " Civil War in America,” & most impartial work by
the Comte de Paris, John C. Ropes, the able lawyer and distinguished military
writer and critic, says: * For instance, in the account of the operations which
resulted in the storming of Missionary Ridge, we are pleased to sce that the
count has adhered strictly to the exact facts, and has not been induced by his
admiration of General Grant to overstate, as have some of hisadmirers, the part
which that distinguished officer played in the success of the Federal Army. We
find a cordial recognition of the important services rendered by General W. F.
Smith in the planning and earrying out of the Brown’s Ferry movement, which
anlone rendered it possible, not only to maintain the Army of the Camberland
at Chattanooga, but to bring to its assistance, first the corps of Hooker, and then
that of Sherman. We find due recognition of the sound and sure judgment of
the commanding general in availing himself at once of this skillful plan.”

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I admit all that my friend from
Ilinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] has said in relation to the distinguished
services and great merits of General Smith. It may all be properly
admitted, becauseit can not be denied. But General Smith at the time
of his resignation, which was a voluntary act on his part, was holding
the rank of colonel.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And brevet brigadier-general.

Mr. MATSON. Which was complimentary of course, but not arank.
If he had remained in the service, it is possible, as my friend has well
said, that he would have become a major-general. But he did not re-
main in the service. The Government has not had his services since
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he was colonel. It seems to me it is a great deal to do to put him on
the retired-list as a colonel, the rank which he held when he resigned
from the Army. After all the distinguished service he rendered, that
was his rank; and I submit that ifthis be done, it isdoing a very great
deal. ~

I think, Mr. Chairman, that distingnished officers, soldiers, and others
who have rendered great service to the country ought to be treated
well. But to put a man on the retired-list means a great deal more
than giving him even a very large pension., It means in this case a
pension (for it is nothing more nor less than a pension) of about $500
a month. If General Smith is placed on the retired-list as a colonel
his retired pay will, I suppose, amount to $4,000 a year, at least $3,600—
$300 a month—which is very large pay.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. A retired officer gets only three-quarters of
the regular pay.

Mr. MATSON. I know that. But it seems to me the provision I
have just suggested would be quite generons. I have no disposition to
be captions. I think if General Smith be placed on the retired-
list as a colonel he will have been very well treated by the Govern-
ment.

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe it proper or wise
to pass this bill in any form, for the reason that, inmy judgment, when
a soldier whom the Government has educated sees fit after some yeurs
given to its service to be lured out into the walks of private employ-
ment to spend there the flowerof hislife, it is improper after twenty-
one years' absence on his part from the service of the Government to
discriminate between him and all other citizens, tolift him up and put
him back nominally in the service as a barnacle on the remainder of
the community.

In saying thisI do not mean any offense toward this soldier. I have
no doubt he was a good soldier; I have no doubt he is a gentleman; I
have no doubt he has that fine sense of honor and patriotism which is
characteristic of so many of our people,and which is the great hoast of
American citizenship. Sir, the way to keep high the standard of
American citizenship is to let every citizen feel that in the struggle of
life he has an equal advantage with every other citizen, and that his
Government is not going to tax a citizen who is making $300 or $400 a
year by the sweat of his brow to pay a salary not earned in service to
some other citizen at the rate of $4,000 or $5,000 or $6,000 a year.

Itis wrong in principle; and if snch a practice had never been adopted
in any case it would have been better for the country. Having been
adopted, the sooner it is abandoned the better.

In saying this I feel no opposition toward this soldier. Thisis the
position I have taken in every one of these cases, becanse I believed it
was sound. I opposed General Grant’s retiremient on the same ground.
For similar reasons I opposed taking General Pleasonton from private
life and bringing him forward for a position on the retired-list. ‘There
is no principle upon which a proceeding of this kind can be justified.

How many citizens of the United States are there who do not earn
and can not earn §600 per annum, even if they should work their finger-
ends off? Yet we are asked to come forward here and take one citi-
zen, put him in this favored position above the mass of other citizens,
and pay-bim a salary of $4,000 or §5,000 per annum as holding a rank
that he never held in the regular Army. You are putting him back
into the Army, not for service but for retirement, for nothig else but
that he may draw a large salary from the people. Ido not believe this
is right; I donot think patriotism demands it.

I listened with interest to the remarks of my distingnished friend
from Illinois [ Mr, TowNsHEND] when he spoke of what would have
been this man’s experience if he had lived in some of the countries of
Europe. Sir, our ancestors fought and bled and many of them died to
break down the effete systems of Europe, where governments were
pinned together with bayonets and manhood stood no chance.

I do not think this measure right, and for one I shall not favor it.
If it is to be passed, certainly all that can be reasonably asked is that
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. MaTsON]
be adopted. And there is anotheramendment, to which I shall call at-
tention later on, which onght tobeadopted. But, as I have remarked,
I do not believe measures of this kind right in principle. I think we
should stop at the threshold. This House may not agree with me in
the position I take. Members here may conclude that it is right to
put one class of citizens on the necks of othersand let them go riding
over those who have to labor for their living. For one I do not favor
any such principle. I think we ought to stop such a system quickly
and effectually here, now, and forever.

The question recurred on Mr. MATSON'S amendment.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand a division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 1.

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MOMILLIN. I move tostrike out the provision which increases
the retired-list to that extent.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That would simply defeat the purpose of the
bill if adopted.

Mr. McMILLIN, The law fixes the number to go on the retired-
list. d
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. It would utterly destroy the bill. I do not
wish to take up the time of the committee. Let the vote be taken.

Mr. McMILLIN. The question is whether the retired-list shall be
swelled beyond its present proportions.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman
from Tennessee [ Mr. McMILLIN] to strike out these words: *° the re-
tired-list being thereby increased in number to that extent.’’

Mr. McMILLIN. T ask for a division on that amendment

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 49.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. McMILLIN. Imove tostrike out the words on the second page,
which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

But this proviso shall be no bar to any claim for pension that the widow or
children or other heirs of said William F. Smith may have after his decease,

Mr, MCMILLIN. My reason for offering this amendment is this:
Under existing law the widow of a retired otficer is not entitled to pen-
sion; but here it is proposed by this bill to reverse the whole policy of
the law, to reverse the action heretofore taken by the Government, and
I do not think it wise or proper.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. To save the bill T will accept the amendment
of the gentleman from Tennessee.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move the bill be laid aside to be reported to
the House with the recommendation that it do pass.

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask for a division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 19.

So the motion was agreed to, and the bill was laid aside to be re-
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass as
amended.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The next bill is not in the Committee of the
Whole. I therefore move the committee rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCREARY having re-
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported that
the Committee of the Whole Hounse on the Private Calendar had, ac-
cording to order, had nnder consideration the bill (H. R. 9396) for the
relief of General William IF, Smith, and had directed him to report the
same back to the House with amendments.

Mr. McMILLIN. Let this bill lie over for a little while.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would rather have it disposed of.
where it can be voted on.

Mr. McMILLIN. It will retain its present status.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand it comes up as nnfinished busi-
ness.

Mr. McMILLIN. Ionly want it passed over for the present.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is its status? Does it hold its place?

The SPEAKER pro fempore. 1t retains its status at this evening
session. The Chair hears no objection, and it is passed over for the

present.

It is

ORDER OF DUSINESS,

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order to save time I move that the bills be
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 5

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman can not appreciate the work which
this imposes upon the clerks at the desk. It confuses everything.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman ask for a vote on
his motion.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, I do not.

Mr. STEELE. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9298) re-
leasing the estate of Asher R. Eddy, late lientenant-colonel and quar-
termaster-general United States Army, deceased, and George W. Gibbs
and R. L. Ogden, sureties on his official bond.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The bill isin Committee of the Whole.

Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimouns consent to consider these bills in
the House.

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman that we are simply
working our clerks well-nigh to death at the very best we can do, and
it increases their labor a great deal to consider these bills in the House.
For the relief of the clerks I ask that we consider them in the proper
way, in the Committee of the Whole.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is the reason I made the motion—

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me suggest to the gentleman that a good part
of this evening’s session will be taken up by going in and out of com-
mittee. I wonld suggest, therefore, that all the bills in Committee of
the Whole be considered before the committee rises. r

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That will somewhat disarrange our plans.

Mr. McMILLIN. My suggestion is to save the clerks from the
amount of work in journalizing the business. We are working them
v -
eﬁ’r. STEELE. Then Imove that the House resolve itself into Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar.

The motion was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendaxr, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair.

ESTATE OF ASHER R. EDDY,

Mr. STEELE. I now eall up for present consideration the bill (H.
R. 9208) releasing the estate of Asher R. Eddy, late lieutenant-colonel
and quartermaster-general United States Army, deceased, and George
W. Gibbs and R. L. Ogden, sureties on his official bond.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the estate of the late Asher R. Eddy, late lieutenant-
colanel and deputy quartermaster-general United States Army, d , and
George W, Gibbs and R. I...ﬁ%gden. sureties of the said late Asher R. Eddy on
his otticial bond to the United States, bearing date September 5, A. D. 1872, be,
and 1hety are hereby, released from any liability that may have acerued in the
office of said lieutenant-coloneland d.c&)uty quartermaster-general United States
Army during his term of service,and the proper officer of the United Stales
Treasury Department be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cancel
and discharge said liability, whether the snme be pending in court or has be-
come a judgment.

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report.

The report (by Mr. STEELE) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9208)
for the relief of the estate of Asher R. Eddy, late lieut t-col 1 and deputy
quartermaster-general United States Army, have carefully considered the same

and agree with the Secretary of War and the Quarlermaster-Gieneral of the
Army that the passage of the bill *“would be but an act of simple justice.”

WaAn DeEPARTMEST, Washinglon City, June 2, 1888,

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 25th
ultimo, inclosing s communication from the De entof Justice, and Depart-
ment letter of the 30th of Arril last, on the subject of House bill 298, Fifiieth
Congress, first session, to release the estale and sureties of the late Col. A. R.
Eddy, and requesting an opinion as to the advisability of the passage of the bill.

In reply I beg toinvite attention to the inclosed copy of an addilional report
on the subject from the Quartermaster-Genernl, dated the 3lst ultimo, and to
inclose a copy of General Orders No. 10, Headquarters of the Army, Adjutant-
General's Oftice, 1887,

I am of the opinion that under the circumstances of this case as they appear
of record, the passage of the bill in guestion is desirable as an act of justice.

The papers accompanying your leiter are herewith returned.

ery respectfully,
WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT,
; . Seerelary of War,
Hon. i, W, TOWXSHEND,
Chairman Commiliee on Military Afairs,
Hewse of Kepresentaiives,

Wan DEPARTMEST, QUARTERMASTER-GERERAL'S OFFICE,
Washington, D, 0., May 31, 1888,

Respectfully returncd to the honorahle thie Secretary of War,
In the opinion of the undersigned, the hill relieving the bondsmen of Lieu-

tenant-Colonel Eddy should pass as an act of simple &ml.iee. I am strength-
ened and confirmed in this opinion by the fact that Order No. 10, 1877, of the
War Department, practically ated the principal, Lient t-Colonel
Eddy, when the subject was under review and the facts were fresh in the minds
of the authorities. Further, by the fact that a sum of money was secured by
the Government from the real offender in the case exceeding in amount the
liabilities of the bondsmen who seek relief under this bill.
8. B. HOLABIRD,
Quariermaster-General, Uniled Slales Army.

Mr. MATSON. I would like to know as to the facts on which this
report is based. What was the charge against this officer and his sure-
ties ?

Mr. STEELE. Colonel Eddy wasa department quartermaster of the
Army of California. Under him was a military storekeeper, and under
the storekeeper was a clerk. The clerk got the checks for transporta-
tion, forged the signatures of the parties to whom they were made pay-
able, alld drew the money.

Mr. MATSON. What is the amount, about, of the deficit ?

Mr. STEELE. I ean not give the exact amount.

Mr. PERKINS, The Quartermaster-General says that more money
was recovered by the Government than the amount of the claim.

Mr, MATSON. I am satisfied with the explanation.

Mr. COBB. I donot think there is a single fact disclosed in this re-
port why it isthat itis just and equitable to release these parties.

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Did not thegentleman notice the state-
ment that a larger amounthad been recovered than the claim itself. Is
that not enough ?

Mr. MORROW. Itisa formal release merely.

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the
House with the recommendation that it do pass.

NATIONAL CEMETERY, FLOREXNCE, 8. C.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now yield to the gentleman from South Car-
olina [Mr. TILLMAN. ]

Mr, TILLMAN. I move to take up the bill (FH. R. 10869)—

The CHAIRMAN., The Chair is advised that this bill is in Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Can we not consider it now, as we arein Com-
mittee of the Whole?

The CHAIRMAN. We are in Committee of the Whole on the Pri-
vate Calendar. It could not be done now even by unanimous consent.

Mr, TOWNSHEND. Then, if necessary, I move that the commit-
tee rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCREARY having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Com-
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the bill
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H. R, 9208, had directed him to report the same to the House with
the recommendation that it do pass. ‘

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope,in order to avoid going back into Com-
mittee, that we may have nnanimons consent to consider these billsas
in Committee of the Whole. The clerks tell me that it will conven-
ience them by that arrangement.

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the bill? I will not agree to therequest
as to all of these bills,
b_l'fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the

ill.
The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 10869) to construct a road from Florence, 8. C., to the national
tery adjacent thercio. J .

Mr. McMILLIN. Thave no objection to considering that in the
House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER pre tempore. Is there further objection?

There was no ohjection.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That the sum of §15,000, or so much thereof as may be neces-
#ary, is hereby appropriated, to be used in the const ion of a d or

vel road leading from the town of Florenee, 8. C., to the national cemetery

n the vicinity of said town, the same to be expended under the direction of the

Secretary of War: Pr That no part of the money so appropriated shall
be ex'pended until the town of Florence shall, by proper ordimee,s, grant to

Mr. LAIRD, I ask that the Committee of the Whole be discharged
from the consideration of the biil (8, 2116) to provide aid to State homes
for the support of disabled soldiers and sailors of the United States,
and that the same be considered in the House. It is a substitute for
the bill H. R. 7939, which has been reported by the Committee on Mil-
itary Affairsand is identical with it. I ask that the House bill lie on
the table and that the Senate bill be considered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska asks
that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further con-
sideration of the bill (8. 2116).

Mr. McMILLIN. The bill makesa considerable appropriation and
I think it ought to receive consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object?

Mr. LAIRD. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee
of the Whole to consider the bill.

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole, Mr. DoCcKERY in the chair.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That all States which have established, or which shall
hereafter establish, State homes for dizabled soldiers and sailors of the United
States who served in the war of the rebellion, or in any previous war, who
are disabled by age, diseare, or otherwise, and by reason of such disability
are i pable of earning a living, provided such disability was not incurred in

the United States the right, without expense, to grade and ize the
streets along the route se for the construction or repair of said road, and
also provide in said ordinance that when said road is eonstructed that said town
will J:;&p the same in repair within the in rated limits of said town : And
provided further, That no partof said money sK:IJ be expended until the county
of Darlington shall, by proper orders duly entered of record in the proper court,
widen the county road, if any, along the route selected, so as that it'shall cor-
respond in width ro such streets of said town as may be selected for the purpose
aforesaid: 4nd provided further, That the contract to construct said road shall
be awarded to the lowest bidder, after due advertisement, the Secretary of War
to have authority to reject any and all bids.

Mr. McMILLIN, ILet the report be read.

: The Clerk proceeded to read the report (by Mr. TILLMAX), as fol-
OWs: .

The Committee on Mﬂiuﬁé&.ﬂhirs. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9744)
appropriating §10,000 for b ing & road from the town of Florenece, 8, C,, to
the national cemetery near said town, having had under consideration said
bill, find that there are buried in the national cemetery at Florence, 5. C., 3,005
Union soldiers. The grounds are inclosed within a brick wall, and embrace 31
ncres of land, and are located about 1} miles southeast of the railroad station,
The civil engineer of the Quartermaster's Department reportsthat one of two
routes is suggested : ** The first being from the railway station via Church street,
and the second is from the railway station via post-office and Dargan strect.”

The first route is 7,700 feet long; the second about 10,000, The last is preferred
by the citizens of Florence. There would be somewhat less grading to do on
it, but the cost would be about in proportion to the distance, as the cost of grad-
ing is & small item,

The total cost of the road on the first ronte suggested, it is estimated, would
cost §18,000, and on the second route §22.200, as will be seen by the following let-
ter from Quartcrmaster-General of the United States Army :

Mr, TILLMAN. I will simply say that the Quartermaster-Gen-
eral and the Secretary of ' War have recommended the passage of this
bill. Only $15,000 is appropriated, whereas §18,000 was supposed to
be the lowest estimate for building a good macadam or gravel road. I
do not think it necessary, therefore, to consume the time of the House
to have the letters of the Quartermaster-General and Secretary, which
are appended to the report, read.

Mr. McMILLIN. 'The bill is ambiguons in one respect; that is, as
to the construction of the road inside of the corporate limits of the
town. Who does that, the Government or the town?

Mr. TILLMAN. Why, the town, of course; and the town is re-
quired to keep that portion of the road in repair. .

Mr. McMILLIN. I saw asto the keeping in repair, but was un-
certain as to the original constroction.

Mr. TILLMAN. The original construction is also imposed upon
the town.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be-
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

ESTATE OF ASHER R. EDDY.,

Mr. STEELE. I now call up the bill (H. R. 9298) releasing the es-
tate of Asher R. Eddy, late lieutenant-colonel and quartermaster-gen-
eral United States Army, deceased, and George W. Gibbs and R. L.
Ogden, sureties on his official bond, reported from the Committee ot
the Whole Honse,

The SPEAKER pro fempore.
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be-
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 4

Mr. STEELE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
gl]&;ed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the

le.

The latter motion was agreed to.

STATE HOMES,

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
LAIRD].

The question is on the engrossment

service against the United States, shall be paid for every such disabled soldier
or sailor who may be admitted and cared for in such home at the rate of §100
per annum, The number of such persons for whose care any State shall receive
the said payment nnder this act shall be asceriained by the Board of Managers
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, under such regulations
as it may prescribe, but the said State homesshall be exclusively under the con-
trol of the respective State authorities, and the Board of Managers shall not
have nor e any ma t or control of said State homes. The Board
of Managers of the National Home shall, however, have power to have the said
State homes inspected at such times as it may consider necessary,and shall re-
port the result of such inspections to Congress in its annual report.

Sec. 2. That the sum of §250,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is

hereby appropriated. out of any in the Tr y not otherwise appro-
priated, to carry out the ])rm.‘jsions of this act, and payments to the States under
it shall be made quarterly by thesaid Board of Mana?nrsfor the National Home
for Disabled Volunteers to the officers of the respective States entitled, duly an-
thorized to receive such payments, and shall be accounted for as are the appro-
priations for the support of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers.

Amend the title so as to read: A bill to provide aid to State homes for the
support of dizabled soldiers and sailors of the United States.”

The House report on the Senate bill (by Mr. LAIRD) was read, as
follows:

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the hill‘f. 2116) to ™
provide aid to State homes for the support of soldiers and sailors of the United
States, having considered the same, report :

The bill (8. 2116) as amended and passed by the Senate is precisely identical
with H. . 7939, reported by this committee; therefore your committee recom-
meg;.i t::—g.]s. 2116 bé substituted for H. R. 7089 and passed, and that H. R. 7933 lay
on the e.

Mr, LAIRD. The report in this instance is quite lengthy and con-
tains a number of tables. If I can have the consent of the Honse I
counld state the substance in one fourth of the time that it will take the
House to hear it read. :

Mr. McMILLIN. I think it isa matter of so much importance and
makes an appropriation of so much money that it ought to be read.
We do not know how much. <

Mr. LAIRD. We.do know how much.

Mr, McMILLIN. How much?

Mr. LAIRD. Twenty-five thousand dollars.

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not think the time of the House will be
wasted by the reading of the report.

Mr. COBB. Have we passed beyond the point of objection ?

The CHAIRMAN. Objections can not be made to the consideration
of bills under the order on which we are acting to-night, butsuach or-
ders have been adopted heretofore. TUnder the order of to-night there
is no such provision.

Mr. LAIRD. I ask that the report of the House hill be read, but
there are a number of tables, the substance of which is contained in
the body of the report, and I ask that the Clerk may be excused from
reading these tables, which will take almost as much time to read as
the reading of the body of the report.

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no desire to consume the time of the
House by reading tables if the information contained in the body of
the report is given.

The report (by Mr. LAIRD) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.7939)
to provide aid to State homes for the support of disabled soldiers and sailors of
the United States, their widows and orphans, having considered the same, sub-
mit the following report:

There arenow in existence, supported by appropriations by the General Gov-
ernment, the following national homes tor the care of volunteer ex-soldiers and
sailors of the United States, disabled in any war, namely: Dayton, Ohio; Mil-
waunkee, Wis.; Leavenworth, Kans.; Togus, Me.; Hampton, Va., and the re-
cently-loeated branch of the National Home at Los Angeles, Cal,

The following report, taken from the 1857 report of the Board of Managers of
these homes, shows the number of soldiers furnished from the various States
and Territories of the Union during the war, and the number of the survivors
thereof now being cared for at the National Homes:
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Comparative statement of the number of men furnished by the States during the civil
war and the numler cared for by the National Home from dale of organization lo

June 30, 1887,
sessssensss 2y 778, 504
42,605

‘Whole number furnished by the States...............
‘Whole number cared for by the National Home
Percentage of whole number furnished by the States cared for by the

National HOB......cerermrmermssssssssssis ssessssssansssssse PO A e e 1,533

mains unsolved. Under the law every soldier who is disabled and who can not
earn his living is entitled to admission to the home whether his disability can
be traced to service in the Army or not. This law was enacted on July 5, 1834,
During the past three years the number of those admitted on account of wounds
received in action or disability incurred in service has materially fallen off.

** On the other hand, the number admitted on account ot age and disability in-
curred since the war hnﬁiez;:nased. aoflhu‘ the annual number of admissions

o

eontlm;;lly i o e e g v:‘ﬂill.nuontim;c s Il:edsoldiuia
= grow older, an membership o e Home mu crease for an indetermi-
Furnished by States. Cared for by National Home. nate series of years so long as Congress furnishes the means for such increase.
States, Territo- The existing branches of t.gn Home arenow filled to their utmmtoaxacll.’y, and,
rles, etc, i L | in the oglni.nn of the board, only one,or at most two, of them should be further
L) Enlisted | Percert- | Enlitted Percent-| Admit- | Percent- | enlarged.”
in. age. in. age. |[tedfrom.| Age. 1t will be remembered in connection with the above extract that until th
ge of the act of July 5, 1884, no sailor, however wounded or helpless, em:ls
be admitted to any home for disabled soldiers; and, indeed, could be cared for
7,545 0.272 3 0. 007 15 .05 | only at one place in the United States, and that the marine hospital in Phila-
1 0. 002 4 0,012 | delphia, Nor could any soldier be received into a home except for disabilities
13,815 0. 407 8 0.019 59 0. 158 | contracted in the line of duty in the service.
15,725 0. 566 131 0.307 a8 0. 230 So overcrowded are the national homes at present that the managers, at their
4, 998 0.180 44 0,103 7 0. 184 | annual meeting for 1888, recommended the appropriation of §150,000 to be used
Connecticut ......... 55, 864 2,011 667 1.566 620 1.455 | in the truction of temporary barracks at the several branches of the Home,
DAKOIR -oevvssnsrissnas 206 0.007 2 0. 005 67 0,157 | humanity in their jndgment demanding that some additional effort be made by
DelRWALS c.vveersssnen 12,284 0,442 136 0,319 171 0.401 | the Governmentto care for the disabled veterans, as it had agreed to do by law. -
District of Colum- This bill has the Senate of the United States. and is now pending on the
o PN 16, 534 0.59% 573 1.345 845 1.953 | Calendar of the House, having been unanimously reported from this committee
2,34 G IR VA, s ;| 0,002 The data so far presented demonstrates the incapacity of the ¢ 1
3,486 0.125 2 0, 005 5 0.012 | to provide for the increasing demand under existing law for Enspit&tity. A
: 1 0,002 3 0.007 | reference to the extracts cited from the various board reports sho first, that
259, 092 9.326 2,680 6. 056 2,941 6.903 | the number of those dependent and entitled to care under the law will increase
Indiana .... |t 196,363 7.088 2, 662 6, 248 2,330 5.469 | for at least five to seven years yet; and second, that an i in the numb
Indian Territory .. 1 0.008 7 0.016 | of dependents at the d ated rate stated bf the board would add some
TR L fas i vians 76,242 2. 744 508 L1v2 562 1.519 | twenty thousand to the list of those now received into, or known to be entitled
20, 149 0.725 256 0,671 B8 1,824 | to be received into, the homes under existing law.
= 75.760 2,727 569 2 40 06 1. 865 In the opinion of your committee the number above stated will not cover the
Louisiana. -_)9: 76 1.053 52 0. 192 109 0,256 | number of those entited to relief, and is less than the actual number will be, by
70,107 2.523 1,108 2,589 1,036 2. 432 | thonsands: and we base our conclusion on this fact, that of the 2,700,000 men
46,638 1.679 670 1.573 737 1.730 | enrolled for the war at least 1,000,000 are now alive. Taking the average age of
146, 730 5, 281 3,513 8,246 3,345 7.851 | m soldier at the expiration of the war to be thirty years, these survivors are now
7,864 8.145 1, 169 2.744 1,419 3,331 | fifty-three years of age, and upon them, from this age to the end of life, time
24 020 0,865 201 0.478 296 0, 655 | aided by the hardships of war, will tell terribly upon constitutions undermin
Mississippi.. 19:414 0, 663 5 0,012 41 0,008 | in the service of the country, and as a consequence drive them, where de-
Missouri... 109,111 8.927 1,062 2.493 1,227 2,880 | pendent, Ilo t:e;ik the protection which a great Government ought jusily and
T 0.039 | generously ve.
i‘é[&',‘,‘,‘.‘;}?a IR e 0115 430,100 gf;s 0,488 | Two facts,ina yery marked degree, confirm the conclusion of your commit-
Nevads ...ooovureonern) 1:030 0,039 v 0,008 5 0,012 | tee that the country isnow entering upon the period when it is to the max-
New Hampshire... 33 1.292 588 1. 350 52y 1,242 | imum of the suffering of its defenders, and must, in consequence, widen its pol-
L 2.765 1. 157 2.716 1,017 2. 337 | ioy to meet the increasing demand, or narrow it, and deserting the men that
0. 236 Lz 0,008 12 0,028 | =aved it, leave them to the mercy of private or municipal charity. Your com-
16, 155 8,045 18.£81 6,617 15, 29 | mittee do not believe the lives of these patriots were spared for such a fate.
North Carolins.... 8,191 0,295 2 0, 005 17 0,030 | Thisis a Christian and civilized nation, and it will do its duty by these men as
OhiO .orvverserseereeens] 818,180 | 1L.272| 7,990 | 18.754 | 7,436 | 17.454 | they did their duty by it.
OrPEgON ,...comere 2eees 1,810 0. 065 14 L 033 29 0. 061 The first of the factsreferred to is the number of veteransdependent on public
Pennsylvania. ..... 837,936 12,164 5,728 13.445 5,878 13,797 | charity in the several Statesand Territories,asshown by the following table:
ggﬁuﬁ;‘?ﬂ(}:l“?i‘hm— 2;'% g ‘13912 “Et 5(13:43 474 L112 | Veterans in charitable i=g'itutions %c;aoaa:e %Hnif poverty, and dependents, at noon
1 Caro P ! X . seausonnsnint B mneeatertiny , 1586
1,225 | 1.844 6| o0.161 ol 0.211 z
sl %1 Oamy 8 oo Depend
38|10 108 18| 0,425 10| 0.32 Vetornna.l oy sy | Tota.
Virginin ... cciveaneees 5,723 0. 206 200 0. 469 220 0.516
ashington Ter-
writor gi ......... 964 0, 035 14 0.033 15 0.035 | Arkansas 6
‘Weat Virginia......| 82,068 1.154 191 0.445 136 0.820 | California 274 1 275
Wisconsin ... 91, 257 8,284 1, 600 3.7566 2,050 4.812 | Colorado 11 4 15
Wyoming.... 2 0. 005 11 0.02 | C jcut o74 o1 55
At large.....ooimeeeine 9,426 0. 339 12 0.023 | Dakota.......... 15 2 17
Delaware 17 1 18
Totalowivis] 2,778,304 1 100,000 ‘ 42,606 ! 100,000 I 42,605 | 100.000 | District of Columbia a1 51 =
Florida...ccuraimasisenss P p— a 1 4
From this it appears that in the period covered by the table the number so ?ﬁ"““:----m- ------ 14 6 "‘g
cared for amounts to 42,605, 10 "’i“ = i ot
The (ollowing statement, taken from the same authority, showsthe increase and | ; drf“ <o She e
the ratio of the i in the cared for at the homes from 1883 to 1857 : I“ g - Ao ..;:
*‘The average numbers of members present during the last five fiscal yearsare [ [0W8... “ 5 7
as follows: '
Year ending June 30— ik f{en’tqﬂ:y 192 53 Rﬁ)
%;ﬁ.....- e vl Maine 1,007 113 1,110
185 Maryland wanens fauinssasavaser [ransassenaeson 36
S Y M husetts ........... 7 12 | 84910
1887 : Michigan 473 96 bﬁ;l;
“1¢t appenrs, therefore, that the actual number present through the whole | Minnesota T 15 92
wvear has increased in five years 2,980, or 44 per cent. The number present and ST 138 e 200
absent has increased in the same period from 8,480 during the yearending June | w00 16 1 17
30, 1553, to 12,168 for the year ending June 30, 1857." Nevars -
An inguiry into the eapacity of the present homes to care for those entitled to New Hitoiehtior e P ey 361
admission therein under existing law shows that at the present time every | o o Jersey 346 15 201
branch home, uniess it be the Western Branch, is so crowded thal inmates are New Mexico. B
compelled to sleep on the floors, Aud this is true notwithstanding the fact that | oo 0 5 n = 1 782 20671 1.988
the capacity of the homes bas been incredased by the erection duriug the last North Caroling *‘12 a Yk
year of Lemiporary barracks for the accommodation of 1,000 additional men. Ohio. w3z 480 1.212
Speaking on the subject of the number of ex-soldiers and sailors entitled 0 T
under the law to admission to the homes and to the want of capacity to care P;,u';uyl ponene o1 2 058 3,679
for them, the Board of Managers, in their report for 1885, say this: Rhode Island ; 15 Eaer] 19
“The increase in the membership of the National Home (and b hes) has T 27 20 o7
been constant, and for reasons referred to hereafter the percentage of increase Texas 12 5 17
has been greater than it has been for many years. ¥ * * 4 Vathah Ak 990 w5 174
“ Four branches of the Home (all except that at Leavenworth) now 1 VEa 12 2 14
more than double the number of men for which they were originally built. The WABDIDREOM TETTIEOTY .vriommsrscssesressasmiamasesssnssersseeeen 1 1 12
eapacitics of these branches should not, in the opinion of the , be farther West Virgini " 14 58
increased, and the limit of =ize of the branches now existing should be con- Wi el 125 45 170
sidered to have heen reached, a membership of 1,500 being, from the experi- | yo i 1
ence of the Board, as large as any branch should have. = 5 16, 856 4,945°| 21,801
*It is impossible to tell how long the membership of the Home will increase | 1, 4 4 nr oy i 25,000 |....u *8' 000
under the present law, It is safe to say. however, that it is not probable that
the number will begrin to diminish for at least ten years, and that there will be 8, 856 | 13,801
an increase up to that time at least. There are now fully one thousand men | 4 e e gy et | 15,152
who have applied for admission to the Home who are ¥ entitled to admis- | I
sion under the law. They ean not be admitted, first, becnuse there are noplaces Total ivis miumenss| 28,953
for them i and, second, because there is not enough money appropriated for their ]
]

support.’
in the board, in their

rt for 1886 (June 30), says:
he question, how long

membership of the Home will increase, still re-

* Eight thousand are deducted, being those receiving State aid in Massachus=
setts who are not actual inmates of the poor-houses,
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And the second is the necessity which has impelled the various States to ex-
pend the following sums of money in providing local State protection for the
disabled veterans residing within their limits:

In California ............ $75, 000
For support, probably 1y 15, 000
In Connecticut, buildings and support for only two years..........oeie 147,000
In Ilinois, annually, for support creseee 430,000
And that State has expended on Soldier's Orphan Home and sup-
port thereof. R 1,155, 446
In Iowa, for buildiogs 100, 000
And for buildings and support of orphans 1,188, 555
In Kansas, for orpl of and soldiers, and for buildings (and has but
just opened a Soldiers’ home; no figures at hand). ....cceeeen I A 80, 000
Michigan, for buildings 160, 000
or support, 1ly. vesisens 140, 000
In Minnesota, Orphans' Home and support (has just erected a Stato
home) S e e e« 110000
In Missouri (no State home) for orph 42, 500
In New Jersey, Newark State home 645, 000
For a new State home building ......ccveevirierssnescsssinnas 135, 000
In New York, buildings and gr da ... 203, 000
For support per annum, about 100, 000
In Ohio, buildings and gr d 150, 060
In Pennsylvania, buildings, State home. 250, 000
For support, per annum (estimated) SO T
T T e L w 025,000

To this can be added Nebraska, which is just completing a home for its ve!-
erans at a cost of 4000,

In addition to these suns, 0}e;greg-ai.ing over §6,000,000, expended in plants by
the States named, it appears from data that has come under your committee’s
observation that the State of Massachusetts has expended in providing for her
veterans, their widows and orphans, the sum of $18,000,000, and Wisconsin, for
the same purpose, §11,000,000. These facts not only tell the story of the needs of
the class in q ion, but they d trate by example the duty of the General
Government. . The argument of these millions points, if not to the neglect, then
to the oversight of the Genera! Government, and its force should hasten consid-
erate action. When the patriotism of the States answers the appeal of itssoldier
citizens for relief to the extent of from $30,000,000 to $40,000,000 in payment of an
obligation resting primarily upon the people asa nation, it is time for Congress,
representing the whole people, to act, a.u(f assume at least a part of a responsi-
bility wholly national.

Your committee believe that both justice to the soldier and the tax-payer de-
mand that the nation should charge itself with the protection of these men
in their need, who in its need protected it. Nor will this oblization of honor
and patriotism ever be lessened in the estimation of high-minded persons by
the fact that the beneficiaries of thig bill, while defending their country, were
oten overtaken by disaster in their business, which now, through years of
varying struggle and lapsing powers of mind and body, has at last ripened into
utter and hopeless ruin, leaving them stricken with age and the infirmities be-
Rotten of exposure and service, st ded and desolate, with no band, save that
of chance or public charity, to stay them as they totter down the slope of life
toward the grave.

Your committee dismisses nt once any thought that Congress will refuse to
adopt some policy of relief, and submits that if it proposes to meet the respon-
sibilities of the oceasion and provide for such soldiers as are entitled to admis-
sion to the homes under existing law, legislation is required—

1. To establish additional branches of the Home ; or

2. To materially enlarge existing branches; or

8. To encourage the States Lo establish Siate homes; or

4. To make appropriations for outdoor relief to those who can not be admitted
to v xisting homes,

Of these obvious alternatives, your committee has selected the one which in
their considerate judgment prom the most satisfactory, as well as the speed-
iest, solution of the problem, namely, ** To encourage the States to establish
State homes."”

In this conclusion the committee has the unqualified support of the present
Board of Managers of the National Homes, all of whom concurred in the opinion
expressed by General Franklin, its president, which is as follows:

“The board, is opposed. totally opposed, to the construction of other perma-
nent homes, provided Congress will relieve existing homes and care for those
entitled to eare under the law, by granting aid to Siate homes, And it is the
un{?nimom judgment of the board that national aid to the Statles is the true
policy.”

Aag early as June 30, 1836, the Board of Managers outlined the policy of aid to
Slates as follows:

*The survivors of the war arc growing old, their disabililies are severer, and
the number who are unable to support themsclves is for these reasons rapidly
inercasing. Notwithstending the fact that a new home, capable of providing
for 1,500 additional members, has recently been completed at Leavenworth,
Kans., there are yet many disabled and destitute soldiers cared for in the alms-
houses of the country.” Several of the States have endeavored to provide for
this emergency by the erection of State homes. Illinois, Ohio, Jowa, Michigan,
and Pennsylvania liave recently established State hiomes, and such homes have
for eome time been established in New York, California, Massachusetts, Ver-
mont, New Jersey, Connecticut, and in afew other States. I Congress shounld
Fm\flﬂé by law for assisting in maintaining the soldiers admitted to these State

1omes by authorizing the Board of Managers to pay one-half of the cost of sup-

rting each soldier thus provided for, the necessity of building additional
|<:]mes might be nvoided, except in the ease of that recommended for the Pa-
cific slope.”

In recommending the adoption of this policy and the passage of this bill your
cominittee is not unimindful of the important evidence and opinion bearing on
the matter furnished to this committee through exhibits attached to the Senate
report on this subject, and which are hereto attached and made a part hereof.

As the provisions for the distribution of the sum covered in this bill wonld
be complex and intricate, your committee have decided to leave that matter to
the Board of Managers of the c:;istln]?' soldiers’ homes, whose experience and
accountability guaranty safety to the fand, and its practical application to the
ohject sought.

¥or the reasons set forth herein, your commiilee recommend that the bill do
pa-+3 with the following amendments :

Amend the title by striking out the words '* their widows and orphans.”

Amend line 6 of the bill by adding, after the word * war” therein, the words
“who aredisabled by age, d or otherwise, and by reason of such disability
are incapable of carning a living.‘pmvided such disability was not received in
service inst the United States.’

Amend line 7 by striking out the following words therein, *‘and widow and
orphan thereof.” [

amend line 8 by striking out the words ' for one year the sum® where the

same appear therein, and insertin lien thereof the following: “At the rate of.”
Amen" line 9 by adding, after the word * dollars " therein, the words *' per
annum,

APPENDIX.
EXHIBIT A.
STATE oF CONKECTICUT, ADJUTANT-GESERAL'S OFFICE,
Hartford, March 16, 1888,

DeAR Sir: Your letter of March 1, to his excellency Governor Lounsbury of
C ticut, inclosing copy of SBenate bill No. 2116, has been referred to me by
the governor for reply. _ A

This State has a soldiers’ home, which was first established bggnvate benev-
olence for soldiers and children of soldiers. It was incorporated by the Legisla-
ture of this State in 1874, and was continued in a small way until 1883, when it
was first aided by the State paying weekly board for inmates and so continoed
unitil the State assumed enn!.ro{ In 1886 the sum of 15,000 w:nua;;pmlgrialed for
additional buildings. InJanuary, 1887, the Legislature provided for the transfer
of the management to the State, appropriating $17,000 for additional land and
buildings, and in addition thereto appropriated §147,000 for the care of soldiers
in home and State hospitals for two years, ending June 30, 1839,

The home was transferred to State control May 1,1887. and is managed by a
board ealled the Soldiers’ Hospital Board, composed of the governor, adjutant-
general, surgeon-general ex officio,and three Grand Army of the Republio vet-
ernnsnominated by the department commanderand appointed by the governor.
The governor and ull(i)reeenl. membersof the board, ptsurg: 2 al, are
members of the Grand Army of the Republic.

The average number present at the home during the first four months of the
year 1887, under the old management, was 103; for the last nine months of the
year the average was 125, In addition to the above the State supported in hos-
pilals during the year an average of 50 at o cost of § per week each, and an av-
erage of 20 in the State Hospital for Insane, This State makes no provision for
the care of soldiers outside of the above-named institutions.

A fund of £20,000, which came from private benevolence, is kept as a perma-
nent fund, the income to be used for the benefit of the home.

The foregoing information comprises, I think, all that is asked for in your
letter, but as youn requested suggestions from the governor, I take the liberty of
offering a few for your consideration.

Your bill is, in my opinion, an eminently just one, placing the cost of caring .
for the disabled veteran on the General Government, where it rightly belongs,
and making the States lately in rebellion, who caused all the expense, pay &
portion (n very small one it is true) of the cost,

1. I wish that the sum appropriated might be increased to §150 per man. The
cost to this State at the howe for last six months of 1857 was about §3 peg week
per mian, whicl included board, clothing, tobacco, and medicines.

2. The cost for those in hospitals as stated above was $6 per week, and 1 think
whatever amount is fixed upon the bill should be made to include those sup-
ported in hospitals as well as in the homes. .

3. The inmates of the Home are transient, the number being much larger in
winier than in summer, and comparatively few remain steadily a year.

Should not the bill be made to pay so much per average number present dur-
ing each quarter?

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
FREDERICK E. CAMP,
Adjutantl-General and Execulive Officer Soldiers’ Hospital Board.

Hon. Caanres F. MANDERSON,
United S'ates Senate,

STATE OF ILLINOIS, EXECUTIVE OFFICE
Springfield, March 5, 1588,

DeARr 81R: Your communication of the 1st instant, inclosing eopy of a bill"
**to provide aid to State homes for the support of disabled soldiers and sailors
of the United States and their widows and orphans,” has been received.

I have this day directed the superintendent of the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Home
at Quiney, (11, Maj. J. G. Rowland, to transmit tom at the earliest practicable
duy the information you desire in regard to the of the establishment of the
home, the number of its inmates, ete, I think the passage of such a bill would
be a judicious appropriation of public moneys, especially any surplus revenue
which may be lying idle in the ury at the present moment.

The United States could in no more acceptable way testify its regard for the
soldiers of the Republic than by such a measure. I ought perhaps to state that
the act of our Legislature of 1885, crealing the home, makes no provision for
caring for the widows and orphans of soldiers. We have provided excellent
cottages for their accommodation, and therefore have an excellent home ad-
mirably equipped in every tﬂ!f‘ect for the purpose for which the Legislature
creat: it. 1t is very prudently and economically managed, and of our
Illinois soldiers find comfortable homes there.

My impression is that the number present and absent is not far from 600. I
believe there are over 500 present in the institution at this time. Major Row-
land will, however, communicate with you on the subject.

Yours, respectfully, 7 OGERBRY.

Hon., CHARLES F. MANDERSOXN,
¥ United States Senalor, Washington, D. C.

ILLINOIS SOLDIERS AND SAILORS' HOME,
Quincy, IlWl., March 7, 1888,
Sir: The governor of Illinois has referred to me your letter of 1st instant
concerning this home, with the request that [ supply the desired information.
The Ilinois Soldiers and Sailors’ Home was established by act of general as-
sembly June 26,1585, It was opened for reception of soldiers March 15, 1887,
and is supported exclusively by State appropriations.

Total number of members admitted to date. 700
Present enroll t 598
O DOEE PIBRBEIE . ooy sraseasn s s hriasinas et anaatshs Fi% snamaknssssa Sp s asns st iy pr i naeae Fomacs G625

I will cheerfully furnish any other information which may be deemed ofserv-
ice to you.
Very respectfully, yours,

J. G. ROWLAND, Superintendent.
Hon. CHARLES F. MAXDERSON,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

Jowa ExECUTIVE OFFICE,
Des Moines, March 7, 1888,
DrAr Sir: I am instructed by Governor Larrabee to acknowledge the receipt
of your letter of the lst instant, and to state in reply that our general assembly
of 188 passed a bill for the establishment of an lowa Soldiers’ Home. 'T'he
home was subsequently located at Marshalltown ; it was completed last year
and formally opened for the reception of inmates on the SDLE of November.
The report of the commandant for January shows that 91 inmates were being
cared for in the home on the last day of that month,
The home was built at a cost of about $75,000. and it is supported by a direct
appropriation made by the State.
am instructed to assure you that the governor is in hearty sympathy
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with the object of your bilf, and that he hopes you may succeed in having it en-
acted into law.
Very respectfully, yours,
TRED'E W. HOSSELD,
: Private Secretary.
Hon. Crnas. F. MAxXDERSON,
United States SBenate, Washinglon, D. C.

SratE oF KA¥sAs, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT,
Topela, March 5, 1938,

My DeAr Sie: I acknowledge the receipt of your letter of March 1, inclosing
a copy of Senate bill No. 2116,

There is no State home for soldiers in Kansas. We have established a home
for sold ers’ orphans, and it now has about 100 inmates. Bul we have no home
for soldiers that is maintained by the State,

1 heartily approve of dyot:r bill to provide aid for State homes for the support
of disabled soldiers and sailors of the United States. The Board of Managers
has recommended such action in its annual report to Cong This recom
mendation was made at my suggestion and on my motion, I had noticed that
homes have been established in a number of States, and it seemed to me unjust
that the State should be taxed to support men who were disabled in {he service
of the United States.

Yours, very respect{ully,

Hon, CaArLEs F, MAXDERSON,
United Stales Senator, Washington, D, C,

JOHN A, MARTIN,

CouMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT,
Frankfort, March 10, 1888,

Dear Sir: Your leiter of 1st instant, inclosing copy of Senate bill No. 2116,
wras duly received. For reply I would state that Kentucky has no * State Sol-
diers' Home.” While I sympathize with the soldiers of our Republic who may

. have incurred any of the various forms of disability incident to military service,
I think such persons are peculiarly the wards of the nation, and as such should
be liberally provided for at the national expense,

I have the honor to be. very respeatfully,
8. B. BUCKNER,
5 Governor of Kentucky.

Hon, CEARLES F. MANDERSON,

United States Senate, Washingion, D. C.

MmxxesoTA SoLpiErs’ Houz, St Paul, Minn., March 9, 1888,
I DEAR Snl;y Your letter of March 2 to Governor MeGill has been referred to
me for reply.

The Sta‘l,a of Minnesota has aState Soldiers' Home, established by a law passed
in March, 1887, It is now loeated in temporary quarters at Minnehaha Falls
(between 8t. Paul and Minneapolis), and near the permanent grounds on which
buildings will at once be erected. The temporary home was opened Novem-
ber 15, 1887, and now has fifty-eight inmates, its full ity of dati
We have at least forty more applications, which we have been obliged to de-
cline on account of lack of room, but we are helping the applicants from our
“outside relief fund," at various places, antil we can provide for them.

It is safe to say that there are at least one hundred and fifty homeless ex-sol-
diers (without families) in this State, who should be immediately gathered inlo

- our State home, and will be as soon as buildings can be provided. Andthe num-
ber will rapidly increase, 'We ghall build with a view to a maximum capacit
of eight hundred or one thousand men., The State does not regard it as pri-
marily its duty to care for these v but the Nati 1 Homes can not take
them, and as soon as it was found that many of them were drifting into poor-
houses the Grand Army of the Republic took the matter up, and this is the re-
sult.

I inclose copies of the report of the secretary of our board. From this you
+will see that we have an outside relief fund from which we are caring for hun-
dreds of men living at home with their familiea, who would otherwise be eligi-
ble for admission to the home. Itis a very valuable feature, but is also doing
the work which should beldone by the National Government, and which we will
be largely released from if the Senate pension bill L a law.

EBoth the governorand myself think very highly of the principle of your law,
But we think that the allowance to the States should be increased to atleast §150
per annun for each inmate. Even then it would reach less than half the cost
of maint . ting interest and repairs of buildings, ete. We are keep-
ing there men confortably, not as paupers to be starved, but as invalids to be
nourished. The average age of our inmates isabout sixty years, and 40 per cent,
of them are fit subjects for medical treatment. -

The report of the secretary, which I inclese, was made February 13, Since
then the number of inmates increased, as stated, to fifty-eight, and the ap-
plications for outside relief and disbursements of same have ine in still

ter proportion. The fact fs that the facts as to the law and its operation

ve only just begun to be disseminated throughout the State, and itis only

when the work is fully organized in every county that its full necessity and
benetits will be appreciated. - ‘ A

I will be glad at any time to furnish any information in my power on thissub-

Very truly, you
) S e HENRY A. CASTLE.

Senator C, F. MANDERZ0Y.
STATE oF NEBRASEA, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT,
Lincoln, March 7, 1888,
Dranr Sin; Your favor of the 2d instant, inclosing copy of bill to provide aid
for State homes for su{)porl’. of disabled soldiers, sailors, ete., has been received.
In reply to your inquiries I have the honor to state that the Legislature of this
State one year ago enacted a law providing for the establishment of a soldiers’

son of gervice in the war of the rebellion, or by old age and other causes, from
earning a livelihood,

I most heartily indorse this measure, and trust that in the interest of justice
this will become a law. =

Very truly, yours,

Hon, C. F. MANDERSON,
Uniled States Senator, TWashington, D, C.

Brare oF OHIO, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT,
FFICE OF THE GOVERNOR,
Columbus, March 14, 1888,
SIk: Answering your communication of the 2d instant,the State of Ohio is
now building a Soldiers’ and Sailors’ home at Sandusky, Ohio. We are build--
ing it on what is kknown as the cottage plan. Theadministration building and
a number of cotlafu will be completed and ready for ion by June 1
next. It was provided for by act of the General Assembly of date Apﬂf&), 1886.
The State has appropriated for its construction $150,000.  More will be appro-
priated as needed until it is finished, at which time it is expected to accommo-
date about 1,200 inmates,
We have also at Xenia, Ohio,a home for the orphans of soldiers and sailors,
which accommodated during the year 1857 about seven hundred inmates,
Allow me to suggest that your bill should be amended so as to reimburse
.iﬁ:hi State for each soldier's orphan it is supporting in o home such as ours at
nin.
I have the honor to be, very respectfully,

JOHN M. THAYER.

J.D. FORAKER.
Hon. Cuas. F. Maxpersox,
Washinglon, D. C.

CoMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA, EXECUTIVE CuAMBER,
Harvisburg, March 8, 1888,

My Dear Sexator: Your letter of the 2d instant, inclosing copy of Senate
bill 2116, entitled “'A bill to provide aid to State homes for the support of disabled
soldiers and sailors of the United States and their widows an orphans,” has
becn received. We have a State home in Pennsylvania, located in the city of
Erie. It was established in pursuance of the provisions of the net of June 8,
1885, It has been in active operation for nearly two vears. The number of in-
mates at present is about 250, Of these some 10 to 15are absent on leave, mak-
ngthe actual number present in the home about 240,

We are making large additions to the buildings just now, so that we expect
fo be able to necommodate within the next six monthsabout six hundred in all.
1t is a distinclively State institution, built with State funds, managed by a board
of trustees provided for in the originnl act establishing the home, and is main-
tained by State appropriations. No one is admitted to the home except those
who served in Pennsylvania regiments «uring the war of the rebellion and
have been honorably discharged from the service and are without means of
livelihood, Great care is exercised when admitting the inmates to see that their
record of service is allright. Iecan not see, underthe circumstances, why the
General Governmeut should not provide for the men who are there nssembled,
and it seems to me that the provisions of your bill are entirely proper.

We will probably expend g..'ﬂ) 000 in buildings and e%ui ment, in addition to
the value of the ground and buildings which the State
had been intended origlna]!r for a marine hospital.

The provisions of your bill do not, as far as 1 can see, conflict in any way with
the proper management of our home, or of any other which may have been or
may hereafter be established under State supervision and authority., The ben-
eficial effects of the bill will, in my l_h.ldgment. be better than an indiseriminate
service pension, or even a general dependent fon_ bill, i h as the
buula;tgr 'ijl'.{ the Government will go to the men who are in actual and pressing
nee

Whilst our State will not hesitate to provide for these men in the manner in
which itis now doing it, it is nevertheless true that the provision should be
made by the General Government, and the State in contributing toward this
worthy object is simply lifting so much of legitimate burden from the shoulders
of the Government,

Very cordially, yours,

on hand, and which

JAMES A, BEAVER,
Hon., CaARLES F. MAXDERSON,
United Blates Senate, Washington, D, C.

Exzcurive Orpice, MicH1gAN, Lansing, March 9, 1888,

Dean Smr: Yoursof the 1st instant, making inquiries in relation to the Mich-
igan Soldiers’ Home,at hand. A home for disabled Michigan soldiers and
sailors was established by act of our Legislature in June, 1885, It was completed
and dedicated on the 31st of December, 1886, The building, furniture, and equip-
ments have cost §160,000. It has provisions for three hundred and eighty in-
mates, but is now overcrowded, and four hundred are accommodated.

About §145,000 for the current expenses of 1887 and 1856 were appropriated,
making an annuoal average expense of about $200 each. - The plan works to the
general satisfaction of the old soldiers and citizens of the State,

Very truly, yours,
C. G. LUCE, Governor,
Hon, Coannes F, MANDERSON,
Washington, D. C.

StaTn or NEW JERSEY, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT,
F Trenton, March 6, 1883,
My DeAr SExaToR: Isend you the last annual reportof the managers of the
New Jersey Home for Disabled Soldiers. It was organized under an act passed
in 1866, and bas a permanent annual appropriation of §25,000 for its support.
An additional amount of $10,000 has been appropriated this year for its proper

home at Grand Island, Nebr, The main buailding is now nearly completed
No one has yet been received into it. When occupied the inmates are to be
supported by appropriations from the State. £

The act provides for receiving into the institution all soldiers and sailors
“who have become disabled * by reason of such service' in the late war of the
rebellion,” old age, or other causes, from earning a livelihood, and who would
be dependent on publie and private charity; and also wives of such soldiersand
sailors, and their children under the age of fifteen years, and the widows, and
children under the of fifteen years, of soldiers, sailors, and marines who
died while in the service of the United States, or who were honorably discharged
from such service and who have since died, ete.

The act establishing this home contemplates the erection of cottages, each on
nlg:. of“fl acres, so that the veterans who are able may do a little in the way of
cultivation,

‘The act crealing the home was approved March 4, 1887,

I have no suggestions to make in reference to the bill ptio call attenti
to the word **disabled.” I trust that that word as used in this act does not re-
fer alone to soldiers disabled by wounds, but to such also as are disabled by rea-

The State has made an sp&mpriatlon of §125,000 for the purchase of propert:
and the erection of suitable buildings, which are now about completed, and wi
be occupied in the spring.

I also send extracts from my annual message and from the reportof the comp-
troller, which will give you more in detail the statistics,

Vi trul o
el g ROBERT 8. GREEN,

Hon. Cosrres F. MANDERSON,
Washington, D, C.

[Extract from message.]
SOLDIERS' HOME. .

By the report of the managers it appears that there were 828 inmates on the
31st of October, 1887. There were admitted during the year 829; discharged,
269; expelled, 12; died, 35, The average number of inmates was 329 per day.
Of the inmates of the home during the year 513 served in New Jersey regiments,
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Fourteen thousand seven hundred and twenty-five have been cared for since
the home was opened. The total veceipts for the year, including the balance
on hand October 31, 1835, was §33,614.20. The expenses for the same time were
$32.502.79. Balance on hand October 31, 1887, §1,221.50. The value of farm and
dairy products consumed was $1,557.22. The additional amount needed for the
proper maintenance of the home during the present year is §20,000.

One hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars was a.ppmgaﬂalcd for the IPI.IP-
pose of the erection of a Home for Disabled Soldiers, and the purchase of the
necessary property on which to build the same. The managers, to whom this
important work was intrusted, secured an excellent plot of ground upon the
banks of the Passaic River, and have been engaged during the year in the
erection of the buildings necessary for that pul;pme.

The care of those who are disabied froin earning their own livelihood, in con-
sequence of wounds received or of sickness contracted in the service of their
country in time of war, is a eacred trust upon the people of the State, They
gave up all the comforts of home, abandoned the pursuit of business, and de-
wvoted their lives, halth, and energies to the defense of the Union. They should
be the wards of the State, and it should be our eare, when become and are
unable to provide for themselves or their families, to look after them, make
their future pathway in life as pleasant as possible, and do all that we can to
secure their comfort and alleviate their suffering.

[The New York State Soldiers' and S‘;!Io;s‘ Home, Bath, Steuben County, New
ork.

Batw, StEUBEN CoUNTY, NEW YORK, March 12, 1888,

DeAR GENERAL: Absence at Albany on official business has ted an
earlier l:;gg to your favor of the 2d instant, and I take pleasure in answering
Four qu in their order, namely :

b gt s i o s pins o gl g ssomiagiap i e
originally organ y the Gran ¥y of the ublie, ent of New
York, and the original building ted under its pi by vol ¥ contri-
butions from members of the order and citizens of the State.

It was opened on Christmas day in the year 1878, and early in 1879 was tarned
over to the State on condition that the Legislature would provide for its main-.
tenance, which it has done liberally up to this time.

Three years ago an ap)| ion of §50,000 was also made for the construc-
tion of additional barracks, Previous to the erection of the new barracks the
capacity of the home was about 700, We can now accommodate 1,000, with a
number of applications which we have been compelled to deny.

We have applied to the Legislature for an appropriation for additional build
ings, which will no doubt be granted.

The numbor_pml_mnl. and absent September 30, 1887, Wak.....ccssmiasssnses

Present 30, 1887
Discharged and dmp?ed during year ending September 30, 1887........ 498
ing Sept 80, 1887

durh.ég year & Sey h 68
Admitted during year ending September 30, 1887.....ccccensiminssserssmnsnans 554
Average number present daily during year ending September 20, 1887, 852
Present and absent March 12, 1588 1,062
Present March 12, 1885 901

Number of acres of land, 360; value wsen 921, 600. 00
Cost of buildings 182, 305. 50

The appropriation by the Legislature for the fiscal year ending September 30,
1888, for maintenance and ordinary repairs was §110,000,

As your bill provides that the sum to be awarded to the State homes shall be
made under such regulations as may be established oy the Board of AZEeTs
of the National Home, 1 bave no suggestions to offer. I have no doubt they
will carry out the i of C in a satisfactory manner.

I have the honor to be, g 1, very respectfully, your obedient servant,

WM. F. ROGERS, Superintendent,

Hon. Cllam.m{f. MANDEREON

y

gton, D. C.

STATE OF VERMONT, EXECUTIVE CHAMEBER,
Drandon, March 13, 1888,

Deinr Sir: Your favor having reference to and making inquiry as to the sub-
ject of soldiers’ home in Vermont, with inclosure, was duly received, and in
reply I have to say that there is a soldiers’ home at Bennington, in this State,
established and maintained by the State, the same having been established under
the provisions of ack No. 180 of the gession laws of Vermont, A. D, 1884, entitled
“An act to incorporate the trustecs of the soldiers’ home in Vermont," and by
act No. 228 of the same session‘of the Legislature, entitled “An act making ap-
propriation for the trustees of the soldiers’ home," the sum of §10,000 was ap-
propriated by the State for the use of said trustees, and by act No, 214 of the ses-
sion laws of 1846 a further appropriation of a like sum for the same purpose was
made by the State,

Through the generosity and liberality of individuals the State has a home, a
fine farm containing about 200 acres, formerly the residence of a retired gen-
tleman, which makes a pleasant and beautiful place for our disabled and needy
veterans. Nearly all of the first appropriation was required to reconstruct, re-
pair, and furnish the building. The home was not in condition to receive ap-
plicants until May, 1857, when it was opened. Up to this time there have been
thirty-nine inmates, two of whom havedied, one furloughed, and one discharged,
g0 that there are now thirty-five inmates, witha large number of applicants who
can not be received, only as vacanciea occur, for want of room.

‘The trustees intend to so en the accommodations by erccting additional
buildings by early summer that they can accommodate from eighty to one hun-
dred in all. Itis .y opinion that by next summer we shall be in great need
for room and accommodations to the full extent contemplated by the trustees,
1. ¢., from eighty to one hundred, and it seems to me that the number must in-
crease from year to year for from fifteen to twenty-five years to come, unless the
pension laws of the United States shall be so changed as to include a elass not
now covered by laws having reference to pensions.

It is ?mtil'ying. indeed, to see a move in the direction contemplated by Sen-
ate bill 2116. Our veterunsshould and must be su provided for as to keep them
from the doors of the poor-house, and this duty can not be in better hands than
that of the General Government they helped to save. You ask me to make
soggestions, Verywell. Let me call your attention to the language in section
1, line 7, ** and widow or orphan therecf who may be admitied and cared forin
such home,” ete. Iam ata loss to conclude what is meant or intended by this
language, Is it intended Lo render this aid for the ** widow or orphan " at the
home? If not,then wherein and under what regulntions, ete.; is the proposed
act broad enough to accomplish the purpose in view, having reference to the
* widows and orphans? ™

Iam, sir, very truly, yours,
EBENEZER J. ORMESBEE,
Governor of Vermont,
Hon, Ciras, ¥, MANDERSOX,
United Stales Senator.
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STATE oF WIsCONEIN,
StATE BoARD oF CHARITIES AND REFORM,
March 23, 1888,

Dear Sin: At the request of the governor'a E[ri\rnte secretary, I write you in
relation to the Wisconsin Veterans' Home. e tells me that you have intro-
duced a bill in the Senate giving aid to State soldiers’ homes.

The Wi in Vi s H WAS proj by the department encamp-
ment of the Grand Army of the Republic February 15,1487, I wasa member of
the committee to which the subject was referred of asking for a State soldiers’
home. Assecretary of the State Board of Charities and Reform I was able Lo
assure the committee that no State institution of any kind would be built dur-
ing this fi ial period on t of the condition of the State finances and
ithe demands of the State University. On my advice it was decided to establish
a home of our own, asking for State aid. We d such legislation without
sn%_ﬁﬂﬁcnlsy. .

We now have 70 acres of land on a beautiful lake at Waupaca, and buildings
which now contain 51 inmates, nearly the full capacity at present. ’

‘We received §3 a week from the State for each inmate who was an honorably
discharged soldier, sailor, or marine of the civil war, or for a woman who was
the wife of such during the war. We shall ask to have this extended to the
wives and widows of soldiers who were married since the war, with some pre-
cantions to prevent imposition.

We have a fair sized central building, and six cottages for two each, usuaily a
soldier and his wife. 'We expect to enlarge this summer by adding cottages
which will be contributed by posts of the Grand Armj of the Republic and
corps of the Woman's Relief Corps. We hope to build twenty-five such cot-
ta, this summer.

’ﬂ?ﬁ appropriation from the State is ample to cover all current expenses and
make some minor improvements, but not to put up buildings., For these we
exgee! torely upon the Grand Army of the Republic, the Woman's Relief Cor
ﬁnhﬂc;igm like Senators SBAWYER and Srooxzue, who have each contrib

y.

We expect to make it o home as nearly as it is ‘Emlble to make any institu-
tion a home. Our specialty will be to receive the soldiers with their wives,
Bingle men are well provided for in the national homes, except for two evils,
the overcrowding and the unnecessary expense in providing elegance rather
than comfort, which is the great fault of most public institntions. But married
men must leave their wives to enter a national home. We shall also receive
the widows of soldiers, most of whom do not get pensions.

Will you do us the favor to so arrange your bill as to include usin it, if we
are not already so included? The titleto t. propert{)i: in a corporation called
the Wisconsin Veterans' Home, The members of the Department Encampment
of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republie, are members of the corporation,
which is managed by a board of trustees, el them.

Yours, ully,
A. O, WRIGHT, Seerctary Truslees,
Hon, C. F. MAXDERSON.

Letters have also been received from many other governors of States whero
State soldiers’ homes have not been established, and it is a fact worthy of note
that in no instance has there been adverse criticism of the bill herewith re-

ported.

General W. B. Franklin, president of the Board of Managers of the National
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, in a letter dated January 31, 1888, to Sen-
ator HAWLEY, says:

“Some legislation is necessary in the direction of inereasing the number of
the branches of the national homes or in giving national aid to State homes,
with such restrictions as to the expenditures of the money as may be found to
be proper. But the legislation should not be confined to a home in one State,
It should be general, and apply to all of the State homes, and there are now
many of them. Iiseems to me, therefore, that legislation giving money to one
State home is obiectionable, considering the large number of State homes that
have been long established and sufportctl at the cost of the various States
which have hitherto received no help from Con i
« In another letter, dated February 2, 1888, to General T. S, Peck, of Burlington,
Vt., General Franklin suﬁ'u:

“Wehave 12,500 old soldiers in the National Home to-day. Every foot of space
is oceupied, and yet hundreds are kept out from want of room. I believe the
best way to supplement the National Home is to assist the State homes, but I
think the assistance should begiven to all of them and be a general law."

General M. I8 McMahon, of New York, writes as follows to Geueral Peck :

“OrFIcE oF THE USRITED STATES MARSHAT,
* BouTnERK DisTRIcT OF NEW YORK,
“New York, February 2, 1888,

“My DeAr GENERAL: Your letter of the 3lst is received. I expect tosec
General Franklin and go with him to Washington in a few days, and will do
what I can to carry out your views. The trouble as to the State homes has been
that with the exception of the State of Now York the axpmpriatiom necessary
for their support are not to be counted on, and I have frequently, in conversa-
tion with General Franklin and other members of the board, discussed the mat-
ter, and I think the sentiment of the board is in favor of an act of Congress au-
thorizing the board to pay a certain sum towards the support of those institu-
tions per capita for the number of the men maintained in them,

“The National Homes are overcrowded, and while I think myself it would
be better that a larger number of branches of the National Home should be cre-
ated, yet while the States are willing to establish and maintain homes for their
own soldiers it would be wise for the General Government to render them cer-
tain assistance.

“Very sincerely, yours,

“General T, 8. Pecg.”

During the reading of the above report the following occurred:

Mr. MAISH. I ask unanimous consent that the further reading of
this report be not insisted on.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani-
mous consent that the further reading of the report be dispensed with.

Mr. MAISH. It will simply have the effect of defeating the bill,
for the bill will be withdrawn.

Mr. McMILLIN. I simply wanted to know the facts. This is a
new process of caring for the soldiers. It is quite a lengthy report,
and I think the facts upon which it is made should be read.

Mr. MAISH. All of that conld have been stated in five minmtes;
there is nothing new in it.

Mr. McMILLIN. Why was the report so long, then?

Mfr. MAISH. I did not write the report, or it would have been
brief.

Mr. McMILLIN. I think thatitought to beread. The gentleman

“M, T. McAMAHON.
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from Pennsylvania has stated that it interferes with the business of the
House. I have no desire to do that, and on that account I withdraw
the demand for the further reading; but it ought to be inserted in the
Recorp. Let the gentleman make his statement, if it can be made in
five minutes, and let us have the grounds npon which this action is
sought.

Mr. LAIRD. This report, if it had the attention of the House, will
be seen to demonstrate from the fignres presented by the Board of Man-
agers of Soldiers’ Homes that there were two million seven hundred and
odd thousand soldiers enrolled in the Army of the United States during
the war. It appears that there are at least one million of them sur-
viving, It states that forty-two thousand of these soldiers have been
éntertained at these homes established by law. There are five, and
the one at Los Angeles makes the sixth, but it is not yet completed.
It shows the average of these soldiers to be about ten thousand who
are received and cared for at these five homes.

The report of the managers demonstratés that either we must build
additional homes, we must enlarge the capacity of those in existence,
or we must grant uid to the States and encourage them in caring for
these veterans, or refuse to do anything, and let these men take care
of themselves to the end of life.

I have not been the champion of reckless legislation in the committee,
but have favored this bill as a means of escaping from the expenditure
of vast sums of the public money for the ereetion of flats called sol-
diers’ homes, the usefulness of which must diminish in a short time—
about ten years—and leave upon the hands of the Government vast
properties that either will be valueless or lessened in value, when the
necessity for caring for the soldiers in them is diminished.

The recommendation of the Board of Managers is clear, distinct, and
practical. They ask us to give them as much money to add to the
eapacity of the present soldiers’ homes, or to pass this law and encour-
age the States to care for their own men. And from the statements of
the officers and governors of the States it appears that there had been
expended in all the States for the caring of soldiers, which, I submit,
belongs to the Government of the United States, as a matter of public
spirit and patriotism, the extraordinary sum of $40,000,000. The
great State of Massachusetts leads with an expenditure, creditably in
her favor, of §18,000,000. The State of Wisconsin follows withan ex-
penditure of $11,000,000; and so on until the vast sum of $40,000,000
has been expended for the caring of these men by the States.

So, then, the proposition comes down to this, and is fairly presented
to the House, as to whether we shall pursne a policy which will en-
courage the States to care for these soldiers or expend this sum in en-
Jarging the present capacity of the soldiers’ homes now in existence,
or refuse to do anything.

Mr. MATSON. Doesthe bill apply only to homes now established ?

Mr. LAIRD. It applies to those established now and those to be es-
tablished hereafter.

Mr. PERKINS. I will ask the gentleman from Nebraska [Ms.
Lamn] whether it will not cost the Government under this proposed
plan abont one-quarter of what it would cost to constrnet national sol-
diers’ homes and maintain them?

Mr. LAIRD. I will answer that in this way. The original cost of
the maintenance of a soldier at the soldiers’ homes is upwards of $200
a vear, so the Government here assumes but one-half of the responsi-
hility it would have to assume if it proposes to continne to support the
soldiers at the national homes.

Mr. ROGERS. Beforethe gentleman sits down there are one or two
peints that I would like some information about. Do I understand
that soldiers who are disabled but who are drawing pensions from the
Government are entitled also to the privileges of these homes ?

Mr. LAIRD, If the pension is over $24, no. If it is under $24, then,
under the rales of the Board of Managers, it is subject to distribution to
the families of the men, if they have families; otherwise it is paid into
the treasury of the hume.

Mr. ROGERS. By the rules of the Board of Managers, the gentle-
man says. g

Mr. LAIRD. Yes.

Mr. ROGEKS. Then, if the limit is fixed at $24 by the authority
of the Board of Managers, what reason is there why they should not
change it and extend it to $54 or $504, or any other figure?

Mr, LAIRD. Itis the law that fixes the limit. The law provides
that if a soldier receives a pension above that amount, $24, he can not
go into a home.

Mr. ROGERS. I understood you to eay a moment ago that it was
fixed by authority of the Board of Managers.

Mr. LAIRD. No. The character of the disability and the class of
men who shall receive the benefit of thisaid are determined by the regu-
lations of the Board of M: nagers,

Mr. ROGERS. I have my friend’s construction of that, and now, if
he will pardon me, I will read the provision of the bill:

That all States which have established, or which shall hereafler establish,
homes for disabled soldiers and sailors of the United States who served in _the

war of the rebellion, or in any previous war, who are disabled by age and by
reason of such disability are incapable of earning a living.

Thus the disability may be the result of habitual dxﬁnkenneas, it

may be the case of some young man who was twenty-five or thirty
years of age when the war closed, and who by a reckless life has be-
come an inebriate or otherwise diseased or disabled, and such a man
will have the benefit of the home under this bill.

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is the language of the existing law in

rd to admission to the National Homes,

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman will pardon me a moment. I can
not grind two axes at once. The bill proceeds:

And by reason of such disability are-incapable of earning o living.

Your bill has no sort of limitation whatever. It would embrace
within its termsa man who had become a complete wreck by reason of
drunkenness or any other vice,

Mr, CUTCHEON. The language which the gant.lcmﬂ.n has resd is
the existing law.

Mr, MAISH. This bill does not propose to change the existing law.
What the gentleman has read is the law as it now exists in relation to
admission to national soldiers’ homes for disabled soldiers, and this
bill simply recites the law as it exists,

Mr. ROGERS. I do not know what the committee think this bill
proposes; I am looking at the bill.

Mr. MAISH. But what I am trying to impress upon the gentleman
is that this bill does not propose to change the existing law which ap-
plies to national homes for disabled soldiers,

: Mr’ ,ROGI:.RS What does the genileman mean hy the “ existing
aw?

Mr. MAISH.
existing law.

Mr. ROGERS, Do I understand that under the existing law a man
who has become disabled and ineapable of taking care of himself, by
reason of his own recklessness, drunkenness, or other vice or crime,
may be admitted to the home and cared for there?

Mr. MAISH. If that is the interpretation of the law, I say yes.

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. You mean that that is the gentleman’s
interpretation.

Mr. ROGERS. Well,if thatis the general law now, I do not see any
necessity for enacting this bill,

Mr. MAISH. That is another of the gentleman’s mistakes. We
propose simply to admit into the State homes for disabled soldiers upon
the same terms on which they are now admitted to the national homes
and at the same time save the Government $100 a year in each case.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This is a measure of economy to the General
Government.

Mr. ROGERS. Well, with me it is not & matter of economy; it is a
matter of principle.

Mr. WARNER. If the gentleman from Arkansas will allow a sug-
gestion, this lnw was amended in 1884, when Congress authorized the
establishment of the soldiers’ homeat Leavenworth. What the gentle-
man has read is the general law, and if this bill simply read that the
same class of soldiers with the samedisabilities shounld be admitted into
the homes which the States establish as are admitted into the national
homes for disabled soldiers, the effect would be the same, The lan-
guage of the existing law is simply copied in this bill

Mr. LAIRD. Let me call the attention of the gentleman from Ar-
kansas to a provision which I think checks the danger that he seems
to anticipate. I read, beginning in the twelfth line of the bill:

The mtxmbgr n{ ]:;inch {;eﬁ:(l)rs h;’or whol;a :31:?; nnﬁf Sg.to: tadhn]ill\r!aeeive I.hcfsnﬂtl

ment under S act s n ANAge!
Rﬂ{i;\?rl Home for Disabled Votum{" goldiers{\:ad%rsueh r:mﬂsﬁom ;:i: n:uya
preseribe,

Now, if any fault is to be found with the possible abuse of power by
the board, that of course is not a thing for which the Committee on
Military Affairs or the Congress of the United States is responsible.

Mr. ROGERS. I do not want to consunme time, but I have just a
word or two to say. There are many provisions in this bill which do
not meet my approbation. In the first place, I dislike very much to
see Congress enter into a co-partnership with the States. In my judg-
ment we had better keep the lines between the States and the General
Government well delineated. The second objection that I have to the
bill is that we make a surrender of the money of the General Govern-
ment to the States, without any such control of the management of
these homes as will enable the General Government to see that the
money 18 properly expended and the parties properly taken care of.

On the other hand, if a power of regnlation and control on the part
of the General Government be asserted, then you are doing a thing
which the Constitution does not warrant; yon are und ng to con-

trol the institutions of a State. So that upon either horn of the di-
lemma this matter is to me seriously objectionable.

It is true I do not profess to know anything abont the management
of these homes, and I have had very little to do with matters connected
with the military arm of the service, It is with much diffidence that
I consume a moment upon a matter of this kind. But to my mind
this bill is seriously objectionable from every aspect in which it canbe
viewed, and I can not vote for it.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, let us have a vote.

Mr. GIFFORD. There are two or three formal amendments which _
I would like to offer.

I mean that the language which yon ha.m read is the
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I want to say to my friend from Dakota [Mr.
G1rFoRD] that by submitting amendments now he is simply imperil-
ing the bill, because according to the understanding among members
of {he committee this bill must be withdrawn unless it be acted upon
very shortly.

Mr. GIFFORD. T only desire to insert the word *‘Territory.”’

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer that amendment?

Mr. GIFFORD. At the suggestion of gentlemen of the Military
Committee, who think the bill may be imperiled by offering amend-
ments, I withhold my amendment.

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from
Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD], who, I believe, has control of this bill, to what
seems to me to be a very awkward and inacenrate wording in the first
section. The language is: ‘‘ Provided such disabilities were not in-
curred in any war against the United States,’’ or words substantially
like those

Now, the gentleman knows, and I know——

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My colleague [Mr. ApAMS] will allow me to
malke a suggestion. There is an understanding on the part of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs that any bill, the consideration of which shall
occupy more than fifteen minutes, shall be withdrawn. This bill has
now occupied half an hour, and if the time is to be consumed by con-
tinued argament or inquiry I shall feel it incumbent npon me, in the
interest of many other bills which I think will meet with no seriouns
opposition, to withdraw the bill.

Mr. ADAMS, I do not propose to make any argument. If my col-
league had waited patiently for a moment he would have found—

Mr. LAIRD. I appreciate the point of the gentleman. My answer
is that under our instructions we ha\e made this bill in accordance
with the Senate bill.

Mr. ADAMS. Well, it is inaccurately drawn.

Mr. MACDONALD. Then, it ought not to be

Mr. LAIRD. It is not so inaccurate as to be oh_;ectmnable

Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. Under the bill in
its present form tha State of Massachusetts, which has expended, in
caring for its soldiers, something like $18,000,000, may not be compre-
hended. I therefore move to amend by inserting, in line 4, after the
word “‘establish,’’ the words “‘or which snpport wholly or in part.”

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ne-
braska whether this bill in its terms applies to the Territories ?

Mr. GIFFORD. That is the amendment I desired to offer.

Mr. LAIRD. That does not affect this amendment.

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the object of this amendment ?

Mr. LAIRD. The object is this: It allows the State of Massachu-
setts to receive such benefit as it may be entitled to receive under the
general provisions of this bill, but which withont the amendment it
might not receive or which it might be questionable whether it would
receive, It does mot enlarge the bill at all. [Cries of * Vote!”
‘i Vote!? :'I

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not understand yet the evil which the gen-
tleman seeks to correct. What is the remedy desired?

Mr. LODGE. The State home of Massachusetts was established
largely by private benevolence, in the first place, and afterwards char-
tered by the State, there being over $200,000 of private subscriptions
to cstablish the home. It was established as a private home at first.
The State gives to the home $20,000 a year, but the bill would exclude
it because $200,000 were given by private subscriptions.

Mr. McMILLIN. Is thaf the object of the amendment?

Mr. LODGE." Yes; that is the object of the amendment.

Mr. LAirD’s amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Imovetoinsert,afterthe word ‘‘States'’
wherever it occnrs, the words *‘or Territories.”’

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. STEELE. Imove,afterline4,toinsert ‘‘and orphans ofsoldiers
and sailors.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion recurson laying the bill aside with
the recommendation that it do pass as amended.

The emmmittee divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 13.

Mr, KILGORE. No quorum has voted.

Mr, TOWNSHEND. The point of no quorum practically destroys
the session for thisevening, and if it is insisted upon I must withdraw
the bill and take up some other business.

Mr. DORSEY. The gentleman from Texas agrees to let the com-
mittee rise, when he will ask for a vote in a full House.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his point of no
quorum ?

Mr. KILGORE. I do, with the nnderstanding that the bill shall go

over to be voted on in a full Honse.

Mr. LAIRD. Let the bill be reported to the House.

Mr. KILGORE. I do not object to that.

So tlie motion to lay the bill aside to be reported to the-House with
the recommendation that it do pass as amended was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 7939)
to provide aid to State homes for the support of dis..bled soldiers and
sailors of the United States, their widows and orphaus, will be re-

ported to the House with the recommendation that it be laid on the
table.

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly.

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved that the committee rise,

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCREARY having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Com-
mittee of the Whole House had had under consideration the special
order, and had directed him to report back with amendments the bill
(8. 2116) to provide aid to State homes for the support of disabled sol-
diers and sailors of the United States; and also the bill (H. R. 7939)
to provide aid to State homes for the support of disabled soldiers atd
sailors of the United States, their widows and orphans, with the rec-
ommendation that it be laid on the table.

ALFRED PLEASONTON.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will yield now to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. HOOKER].

Mr. HOOKER. I call upfor consideration the bill (H. R. 2972) au-
thorizing the President to appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton a brig-
adier-general, with the rank and grade of colonel, which has been re-
turned from the Senate with an amendment. I propose to move to
non-concur in the amendment of the Senate and agree to the conference
asked on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses.

The amendment of the Senate was read, as fol_lo“'s

Page 1, line 5, strike out all after the word “ States,” down to and includin
the word ‘*State,” in line 6, and insert *' major.”” Page 1,line 8, strike out * col-
onel ! and insert * major;'" also amend the title.

Mr. HOOKER. Thisbill which comes from the Senate with an amend-
ment is precisely the same sort of a bill the House has passed in refer-
ence to General P. F. Smith. Both were generals in the Army at the
close of the war. General Pleasonton served forty-four years and was
retired as major-general of volunteers precisely as in the case just passed.

Mr. McMILLIN. I have examined the case which has passed, and
I find when he resigned he was only a major.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman is mistaken.

Mr. McMILLIN. That is in the report.

Mr. HOOKER. I refer to the caseof General Pleasonton. I concede
he was a major at the time he entered into the Army, but was retired
as a major-general at the close of the war. He served from his grad-
nation at West Point up to the conclusion of the war.

When the bill left the House it proposed to retire him as a colonel.
It came back from the Senate with an amendment to retire him as a

major.

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. What was his rank at the time he re-
tired from the Army ?

Mr. HOOKER. He was a colonel at the time he retired, but he was
a major-general in the volunieers,

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I understand the Military Committee
of the Senate have a rule which governs them in these matters, and
that is the reason it has changed it from colonel to major.

Mr. HOOKER. Precisely; and exactly.the same might apply to the
other case which has just been acted upon.

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. That may be——

Mr. HOOKER. And I insist, as the House passed a bill retiring
him with the rank of colonel for his long service, that whatever may
be the ruleof theSenate in regard to these matters, as suggested by the
gentleman, I hope the House will insist upon its own action and non-
coneur. ‘The Senate has appointed a committee of conference, and
asked a conference with the House. This shows that it is an open
quvestio'r: ,ta be considered between the two Hounses. [Cries of *' Vote!"?
‘“Yote!

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. If the Senate has passed upon the mat-
ter and the statement is correct that this gentleman only held the rank
of major at the time of retiring, it seems to me that is as high a rank
as he should hold under this bill.

Mr. HOOKER. Well, let it be settled in the conference.

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Why not settle it right here?

ME. KEAN. I move that the House concur in the Senate amend-
men

The SPEAKER pro fempore. That motion takes precedence.

Mr. HOOKER. The Senate asks a conferancz;mth the House upon
the amendment.

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. But that will be done away with if the
House concurs in the Senate amendment; and I see no reason why he
shonld not be retired simply as a major.

Mr HOOKER. Thisisnot anisolated case. We have retired many
other officers upon o higher rank than they had at the time of leaving
the Army. We haveretired them on the rank they held in the volun-
teer service.

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Well, if we have done wrong before I
hope we will not repeat it now.

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. As I understand it, this will grant
some measure of relief in conference. -«

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I move to concur in the Senate amend-
ment.
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‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jersey has
already submitted that motion.

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the House will vote the proposition down.

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I hope the House will not. There is
no reason why he should be retired at a higher grade than Le held in
the regular Army.

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. KEAXN to concur in
the Senate amendment.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 49.

So the motion was rejected.

Mr. HOOKER. I now renew my motion to non-coneur in the Sen-
ate amendment and agree to the conference asked by the Senate.

The motion was agreed to.

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

The latter motion was agreed to.

AID TO STATE HOMES FOR SUPFORT OF DISABLED SOLDIERS.
Mr, TOWNSHEND. I now yield fo the gentleman from Michigan

. CuTrcHEON].

Mr. LAIRD. Let me first dispose of the hill (S. 2116) to provide
aid to State homes for the support of disabled soldiers and sailors of
the United States, reported from the Committee of the Whole a few
moments ago.

Mr. SPINOLA. Let that come up with the rest of the bateh. I
object to taking up any further time in its consideration now.

_ Mr. LAIRD. It will take but a few moments. Let it passits third

reading, and after the previous question is ordered upon its passage,
let it go over to the full House on the objection made by the gentle-
mz;a from Texas. I ask unanimous consent that that course be pur-
8o

Mr. KILGORE. Idesire to reserve the right to amend thisbill also.

Mr. LAIRD. Then I ask unanimous consent that this bill may be
taken up, read the third time, and the previous question be ordered
Tupon its passage, accompanied with the right of amendment, and then
£0 Over.

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that when the bill passes to its en-
grossment and third reading, the right of amendment is cut off.

Mr. LAIRD. But I ask consent to have that right granted to the
gentleman, notwithstanding the operation of the previous question.
That will be reserved. !

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Nebraska that this bill be now ordered to a third
reading ?

There was no objection.

The bill was read the third time.

The SPEAKER pro {fempore. The question now recurs on the pas-
sage of the bill; and the gentleman from Nebraska asks unanimouns
consent that the previous question be considered as ordered upon the
bill, and that it go over to be called up hereafter with the right of
amendment. Is there objection?

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill H. R.
7939, of the same title with the bill just acted upon, will be laid upon
the table.

There was no ohjection, and it was so ordered.

BONDS OF DISBUESING OFFICERS.

Mr. CUTCHEON. By direction of the committee I now call up the
Dbill (H. R. 8873) in relation to bonds of disbursing officers and to
monthly payments of the Army.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, cle., That the Secretary of War may accept o personal bond, or
the bond of an incorporated guaranty company, for the faithful di of
the duties of any disbursing officer of the Army, and such bond shall be in lieu
of former bonds of such officer in respect to liabilities aceruing subsequent to
date of approval of said bond, i

Sk, 2, That the number of ers in the Army with the rank of major
ghall be fixed at forty, and the Army shall hereafier be paid monthly, when-
ever the Secretary of War shall in his diseretion so direct.

Alr. CUTCHEON. The report in this case is quite lengthy, cover-
ing four closely-printed pages; but I think I can make a statement of
one minute that will cover the entire case.

Mr. ABBOTT. Iwsk for the reading of the report.

Mr. CUTCHEON. This is urgently recommended by the Secretary
of War and the Paymaster-General in their last annual reports, and
specially recommended in letters shown in the report. It will take
fifteen minutes to read the report, at least.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from Texas will allow
a statement to be made in place of the reading of the report.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The gentleman from Texas has de-
manded the reading of the report.

The report (by Mr. CuTCHEON) was read, as follows:

The bill in gquestion has been submitted to the Seeretary of War, and the re-
sponses of the Secretary and the Paymaster-General are herewith submitted.

Section 1 provides for the substitution of a bond of an incorpo: guaranty
company for the personal bond of such officer, and that the said bond shall be
in Jicu of formerl::vmlu.

At present all bonds are enmulative, and no matter how many bonds may be
subsequently given the original bondsmen are still held,

This to be an un v I on disbursing officers. The Gov-
ernment can fully protect itself by having a full settlement with the officer on
accepting a new bond.

The present system males it almost impossible for an Army disbursing offl-
cer to procure bonds.

The second section fixes the number of paymasters in the Army at forty, which
was the number at the beginning of this year. On March 9, one paymaster was
retired, lenvinﬁhirty—ninﬂ in service, .

Attention is directed to the report of the Paymaster-General.

By the act of July 5, 1884, it was provided that the number of paymasiers
with the rank of or should be limited to twenty-nine, and that no vacancies
should be filled until the number is reduced to twenty-eight.

The Paym ernl says: “ This Department is erippled by the reduetion
?ﬁ tt;iﬁn;?c." He concludes by eaying, *'1 earnestly recommend the passage of

] g

The provision in regard to monthly payments is not mandatory, but permis-
sory only; and. in faet, is no more thana legislative approval of a power already
conferred upon the Secretary of War.

ln-lhin connection the following extracts from the annual report of the Pay-

: ral are

**As there and pressing d d from the enlisted
men of the Army for more frequent payments, and it was urged by many offi-
cers l.ha:.i:yments to the troops at rt intervals would tend to check deser-
tion and improve the morale of the Army, I addressed a letter to the Adjutant-
General of the Army, requesting that the necessary orders directing that the

at the twenty-nine following d posts be cd for pay on July
81, 1457, and monthly thereafter:
“* List of posls (0 be paid monthly,

“1, Fort Wood, New York Harbor.

2, Fort Columbus, New York Harbor,

‘3. Fort Wadsworth, New York Harbor.

** 4, Fort Hamilton, New York Harbor.

'*5. Fort Schuyler, ‘New York Harbor.

g, David's Isln.mi, New York Harbor.

*7. Willet's Point, New York Harbor.

“g, Sandy Hook, New Jersey.

*9, Fort Warren, Boston Harbor, Massachusoits,
‘30, Fort Niagara, New York.

“11. Fort Porter, New York.

‘12, Fort Wayne, Michigan.

13, Newport Barracks, Kentucky.

‘14, Washington Barracks, District of Columbin,
“15. Fort Leavenworth, Kansas,

“16, Leavenworth Military Prison,

17, Jefferson Barracks, Missouri.

*18., Fort Omaha, Nebraska.

19, Salt Lake City Barracks, Ulnh,

‘90, Fort Douglas, Utah.

21, Fort Snelling, Minnesola. =
*22, Post of San Antonia, Texas,

**23. Fort Bliss, Texas.

. Ban Diego Barracks, Californin,

. Fort Lowell, Arizona.

**26. Fort Mason, California.

. Presidio of San Francisco, California.

**28. Vancouver Barracks, Washington Territory,
. Fort Walla Walla, Washington Territory.
*To this list at subsequent dates were added the following six posts:
‘*30. Fort Myer, Virginia;

“381. Watertown Arsenal, Massachuseits ;

“32, Angel Island, California ;

“33, Aleatraz Island, Ualifomin;

“*34. Fort McHenry, Maryland;

*35. Fortress Monroe, Virginia;

“and the various recruiting rendezvous.

*The posis selected were those in the vicinity of the siations of paymasters,
and were so chosen because the additional payments could be made without
any additional cost to the Government except a slight outlay in a few instances
where a small amount of travel expenses would be ineurred.

“Bince the system has been inaugurated I have had numerous requests to ex-

en o the more isolal , where it was claimed thal van to

tend it to th isolated posts, where it lzimed that the advantages

be derived from it would be more sensibly felt, but 1 was forced to deny them,

aswith my present available force of officers it would be impossible to pay all

%: pozl.s so situated owing to time necessarily consumed in traveling to and
m them.

“1f it is deemed to be in the interests of the service that the system of monthly
E@fmenu be extended to the entire Army, I would recommend that the act of

uly 5, 1824, be so amended as to limit the number of paymasters to forty, the
numnber now in the Department. I would further recommend that the proviso
of said act be amended so as to read: *That hereafler any paymaster of the
rank of major who has served twenty years in the United States Army asa

k of ho I d ty in the United ¥
commissioned officer shall, upon his own application, or by direction of the
President, be placed ‘upon the retired-list of the Army.’

“I would again invite attention to a recommendation in a former report in
the matter of paymasters’ bonds. It is beld by the accounting officers of the
Treasury that each bond given by & paymaster is a continuing bond from the
date of its approval so long as the officer ia in service under his current commis-
sion, notwithstanding a new bond is required from him every four years or
oftener if the interests of the service demand it. Under such a raling pay-
mastera experience great difficulty in obtaining sureties.

**While a person may be willing to assume a responsibility which will extend
through a limited period, he will hesitate to assume one to which no limit is
fixed, and from which he can obtain no release. The legislation which has been
enacted to remedy this evil in the matter of bonds of collectors of internal rev-
nue (20 Statutes, page 327) and of postmasters (Revised Statutes, 3827) should
be ded to the bond payn I would further recommend, as a mat-
ter of relief to paymasters, that the bond of an approved guaranty company bo
accepted as security.

“The bonds of such companies are accepted by very many of our leading
railroad and express companies, banking and insurance institutions, for the
faithful discharge of the finaneial trust of their employés. If this facility to
bond were extended to paf 3, the Department could then with propriety
nsk the enactment of the legislation necessary to require the paymaster to re-
bond within a specified date, or in the eventof hisfailure to do so to declare his
commission vacated. As the law now stands, the Department has no option in
case an officer declines to bond beyond placing him on waiting orders with full

The following extracts from the annual report of the Secretary of War aro
also appended :

“ [Extracts from

1 to be n _constant

the annual report of the Secretary of War, 1857.]

““On the subject of paymasters's bonds, I quote the remarks of the Paymas-
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ter-General, with the recommendation thatthechange be extended to all officers
of the Department and the Army who are required to give bond.

** 1t is held by the accounting officers of the ury that each bend given by
o paymaster is a continuing bond from the date of its approval so long as the

cer is in service under his current commission, notwi ding a new bond
ge mqugwl from him every four years, or oftener, if the interests of the service
mnnd.

* Under such a ruling paymasters experience great difficulty in obtaining se-
curities, While a person may be willing to assume a resposibility which will
extend through a limited period, he wil? hesitate to assume one to which no
limit is fixed, and from whiech he can obtain no release. The legislation which
has been enacted to remedy this evil in the matter of bonds of collectors of in-
ternal revenue (20 Stats,, page 827) and of postmasters (Rev. Stat., sec. 3827)
should be extended to the bonds of paymasters. As a matter of relief to pay-
masters, I would further recommend that the bond of an approved guaranty
company be accepted as security.”

t ° « " ® - - .

“For many years it has been the custom to pay the Avmy on the bi-monthly
muster, Numerous requests have been made ?gr more frequent payments, and
in order to comply as far as practicable with this expressed desire, monthly
payments were miade at thirty-five posts in the vicinity of the stations of pay-
masters, and there ppears to be a general wish that this system be extendoed
to the more isoiated posts. The service of forty paymasters will be required to
carry out this recommendation.”

In view of the recommendations of the Paymaster-General and the approval
thercof by the Secretary of War, and believing that the relief provi v the
bill is just and sound in policy, the committee recommend that the bill do pass.

The communications with the War Department are attached as o part hercof.

WaAR DEPARTMENT, PAYMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE,
Washington, March 16, 1888,

Six: I have the honor to return herewith the letter of Hon. B. M. CuTcnEoy,
of the 12th instant, inclosin%; copy of a proposed bill providing for monthly
gymema to the Army and fixing the number of pay s at forty, referred

this office, with the following remarks:

The number of paymasters in service January 1,1888, was forty. On the 9th
Instant, by retirement of one, this number was reduced to thirty-nine,

The act of July 5, 1884, limits the number to twenty-nine majors, and provides
that no vacancies can be filled until that number is reduced to twenty-eight.

The effect of section 2 of the p d bill will be to stop further depletion in
the number,and permit the appointment, when vacancies ocour, of such num-
bers as will be required to maintain the number of majors at forty.

This Department is uccrésplcd by the reduction of its force. It is not goauib‘le,
with the number red to pay the Army promptly each month and to sup-
pl'i: the other demands npon it.

he available force is now actively emplo; on disbursing duty. Whileall
other bureaus of the War Department have from one to four officers on bureau
dutg in this city the pay department has none.

The only available officer who could, without injury to the serviee, be taken
from the ut{ m}'i.uﬁmtwops is now overburdened with his disbursing duties
in paying claims for k pay and bounty under the recent deficiency bills,

here are now over 12,000 of these claims, recently received from the anditor,
who has notified the claimants that the pay department is now ready to pay
them. All these claimants expect immediate remittance.

It is not within the range of possibilities for the single officer nvailable for this
duty to m these claims until late in the coming summer.

I earnestly r d the of the bill, as the efficiency of the Depart-
ment can not be maintained if the act of July 5, 1884, continues in foree.

Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
WM. B. ROCHESTER,

Paymasler-General, Uniled Slates Arimny.

The SECRETARY oF WAR,

Ofilcial copy. WM. B. ROCHESTER

Paymasler-General, Uniled States A;'my.

WaAr DorantuesT, Washinglon Cily, May 2,1838,

8m: In rcgly to your request of the 24th ultimo for the views of this Depart-
ment upon House bﬂlSSTS,qFﬂh'oeth Congress, first session, * in relation to bonds
of disbursing officers and to mouthly payments of the Army,” I have the honor
to invite attention to the inclesed report of the 30th ultimo, on the subject, with
its accompanying papers, from the Paymaster-General, expressing the opinion
that the vision for pting from disbursing officers personal bouds, or the
bonds of incorporated guaraniy companies, would afford a much needed relief
to those officers, which view is concurred in by this Department.

In to fixing the number of paymasters, as provided by section 2 of the
bill, I inclose & copy of Department letter of the 23d of March last to Hon. B. M.
CUTCIIEON, ex ng the views of the Department on the subject.

It may be added that legislation to effect monthly }:mrmema of the Army is
unnecessary, as it is in the power of the Secretary of War to direct such pay-
ments, as has been done in many cases,

'i"ury respectiully, »
8. V. BENET,

Brigadier-General, Clicf of Ordnance, and Acling Secretary of War,

Hon. R. W. TOWESHEND,
Chairman Commiitee on Mililary Affairs, House of Eepresentaiices.

Wan DEPARTMENT, PAYMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE,
Washington, April 80, 1888,

Sin: I have the h to return | ith H. I2. 8373, a bill in relation tobonds
of disbursing offlcers; fixing the number of paymasters in the Army at forty,
and paying the Army monthly, referred to me for report.

I am of opinion that the legislation asked in relation to the bonds of disburs-
ing officers will afford a much-needed relief to the disbursing ofticers of this De-
partment. 1 have in repeated reports urged that the attention of Congress
should be ealled to this subject, and would invite attention to my remarks
thercon in my last annual report (pdge 5), and to your recotamendation thatthe
benefits be extended to all disbursing ofiicers of the War Department and the
Army in your report for 1857, page 23,

In thematter of monthly payments to the Army, I inclose a copy of my letter
in reply tothe letter of Hon. M. B. CoTcHEON on this subject, nncftopeges 2and
3 of my last report.

Very respectfully, your obedient servant,

WAL B. ROCHESTER,
Paymaster-General, United States Army.
The Hon, SECRETARY OF WAR.

WAR DepArTMENT, Washinglon Cily, March 23,1838,

Sim: T have the honor to return herewith the proposed bill providing for
monthly payments to the Army, and fixing the number of paymasters at forly,
sent me on ;Ism.h 12 for information with regard to the second section,

‘ment concerning it, perhaps the gentleman from

The report of the Paymaster-General, which accompanies this, will, it is be-
lieved, explain this section fully,

As in the course of the reduction ealled for by the act of July 5,1884 the Psg
Department has only recently been reduced below the number at which it
proposed by this bill to fix it, longer experience will be wanted before reporh
can be made as to whether the extreme limit of reduction consistent with efli-
ciency has been reached.

Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT,
Beeretary of fFar.
Hon. B. M. CUTCHEOX,
House of Represenlatives.

Mr. ROGERS. I want fo ask the gentleman how many paymasters
we have now in the Army ?

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Thirty-nine.

Mr. CUTCHEON. There were forty, but there are now thirty-nine.

Mr. ROGERS. I will yield to the gentleman from Tennessee.

Mr. McMILLIN. If I may be indulged one moment, I would like
to state that I remember when I first came to Congress, about nine
yearsago, there was an effort to reduce the number of these paymasters.
It was attempted by many, and claimed by a portion at least, and
I am not sure but the majority, of the Committee on Military Affairs
that forty were not needed. We struggled and struggled along and
never could repeal the law; they had too much influence to permib
that to be done. Finally we did repeal it, and there was a provision
made that when, on account of accidents, deaths, or retirements, there
were any vacancies eccurring, they should not be filled until it reached
the limif of twenty-eight. Now, this bill proposes to break that limit
and to put it back to forty. I suppose the object is not on the part of
the committee, but on the part of others, and that the War Department
may want to fill vacancies. There is a vacancy there, and if this limit
can be removed any vacancies will be filled.

The gentleman from Missouri will remember the struggle we had to
get that limit cut down, and it conld not be claimed by any military
man in the United States that it will take forty men to pay twenty-odd
thousand soldiers,

Mr.. ROGERS rose.

Mr. CUTCHEON. AsI ca’led up the bill and have made no state-
Arkansas [Mr. Roa-
ERs] will permit me to make a statement.

Mr. ROGERS. I yield to the gentleman to make a statement.

Mr. CUTCHEON. This bill attempts to do two things: First, to rc-
lieve paymasters of the Army in respect to their bonds. At the pres-
ent time paymasters’ bonds are cumulative. He may be required to
give an addition as often as the Department may call upon him.

Under the present system he gives bonds when he enters npon the
service, and a few years afterwards he gives another bond, and then a
few years later another, butall the time the first bond remainsin force,
even to the end of his period of service, and there is no possibility of
being relieved of it. By reason of this it has become very difficult in-
deed for paymastersand other disbursing officers of the Army to secure
bonds. The first feature of the bill is that it allows a paymaster, in-
stead of giving a personal or individual bond, to give the bond of an
indemnity corporation.

That is recommended by the Paymaster-General and assented to by
the Secretary of War. The second feature of the bill is in respect to
monthly paymenats instead of bimonthly payments. Heretofore for a
long period of time the Army has been paid bimonthly, once in sixty
days. Within the past two or three years a movement has been inau-
gurated in favor of monthly payments, and theSecretary of War has tried
that plan with great satisfaction to the Army and to all concerned.

Last year, as will be seen by the statement of the Department, such
payments were made at thirty-five posis, and it is now proposed to
extend the system of monthly payments to all the posts; in other
words, to double the amount of work heretofore done by the paymas-
ters of the Army. That is the second feature of the bill, and it is de-
sired by the Army, by the Paymaster-General, and by all concerned.
Following that, the third feature is to retain the number of paymasters
at forty. At the time the act of 18584 spoken of by the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr, McMrLLIN] was passed, I think the number of pay-
masters in the service was fifty-two, and it was proposed by that bill
that no vacancies should be filled until the whole number had been
reduced to twenty-nine.

Mr. MACDONALD. What is the present number of the Army?

Mr. CUTCHEON. The present number is limited to twenty-five
thousand men—forty regiments besides the posts.

Mr. SPINOLA. There are eighteen thousand on the rolls. -

Mr. CUTCHEON. The Army is scattered, of course, over a vast
extent of ferritory. I was about to say that at the beginning of this
year the number of paymasters was forty. Since the beginning of the
year, and before this report was prepared, one had been retired, leaving
the number thirty-nine. The Paymaster-General in his response to
the committee says:

It is not within the range of possibility for the single officer available forthis
duly to pay these claims until late in the coming summer. I earnest'y recom-
mend the passage of the bill,as the efliciency of the Department can not be
maintained if the act of July 5, 1854, continues in foree,

AMr. ROGERS. What is that act?

Mr. CUTCHEON. The one that forbade filling of vacancics until
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t]_m total nnmber of paymasters should have been reduced to twenty-
nine. y

Mr. ROGERS. Iwanttoask one question for information, becanse,
as I said before, [ am not very familiar with the military arm of the
Government. Are these paymasters officers in the Army ?

Mr. CUTCHEON. They are majors in the Army.

Mr. ROGERS. And their salaries are increased by reason of their
acting as paymasters ?

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think not. They have the rank of major.

Mr. ROGERS. But their pay is increased, is it not, by reason of
their acting as paymasters?

Mr. MAISH. No; they are appointed from civil life.

Mr. McMILLIN. But they are put on the retired-list.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am satisfied this bill will not pass to-night;
and I therefore ask my friend from Michigan not to insist upon its

resent consideration.
b‘lblir. ROGERS. With two amendments, I should not object to the
ill.

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think that to a part of the bill there will be
no ohjection whatever—the feature in regard to the bond, and the en-
actment of that will be a great relief.

Mr. ROGERS. ILet us go on with the bill for a moment. Wonld
not the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] accept an amend-
ment inserting, after the word *‘ company,’” in section 1, the words
‘*or both,” so as to allow the Department to take the bond of an in-
demnity company or an individual bond, or both?

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will accept that. It will then be in the dis-
reetion of the Secretary.

Mr. ROGERS, Then I propose to amend section 2 so as to make it
vead: “‘That the Army shall hereafter be paid monthly whenever the
Secretary of War, in his diseretion, shall so direct.”’

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iwould rather accept that than not have any
legislation on this subject. ;

Mr. SPINOLA. Does this bill propose to increase the number of

ymasters ?

Mr. ROGERS. It makes an increase of one, as I understand it.

Mr, SPINOLA. Iamopposed toitif itincreases the numbera single
one.

Mr. CUTCHEON. With the amendment it would not affect the
number at all.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first amendment pro-
posed by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERs].

The Clerk read as follows:

Iu section 1, after the word *company,” insert the words *‘ or both.”

The amendment was to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out in section 2, the words ‘' the number of paymasters in the Army
with the rank of paymaster shall be fixed at forty and ;’’ so as to make it read:

“That the Army shall be paid hereafter monthly whenever the Secretary of
War in his discretion shall so direct.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move toamend by inserting after the
word ‘' disbursing,’”’ in line 5, of section 1, the words ‘‘or other.”
Other officers than disbursing officers are required, as I understand, to
give bonds. Let them have the same privilege of giving a personal
bond, or the bond of a gnaranty company.

The amendment of Mr. BAKER, of New York,was agreed to.

Mr. MACDONALD. I wish toinquire what is the necessity of au-
thorizing the Secretary of War to accept a personal bond, or the bond
of an incorporated guaranty company ? Does that change the existing
law? Can he not do so now?

Mr. CUTCHEON. This provision is in the alternative; the Secre-
tary of War may accept either or may require both.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bhill was
lm:e{ed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table. ;

The latter motion was agreed to.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move to atiend the title of the bill
by inserting, after the word *‘ disbursing,”’ the words ‘‘or other.”

The amendment was agreed to.

GENERAL WILLIAM F. SMITH.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now ask that final action be taken on the
bill (H. R. 9396) for the relief of General William F. Smith.

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were
read, as follows:

In line 6 strike out "' major-general”” and insert ** colonel.”

Strike out the last three lines of the bill, as follows :

“Baut this proviso shall be no bar to ¢laims for pension that the widow or chil-
dren or other heirs of said William F. Smith may have after his decease.™

The amendments were adopted.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading.

bi]fr. KILGORE. I call for the reading of the engrossed copy of the

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will not stop our pro-
ceedings by making such a demand. He knows very well that the
bill is not engrossed, and can not be engrossed to-night.

Mr. KILGORE. I think a bill of this importance ought to be con-
sidered by the House when a quorum is present.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman raises the question of a quo-
rum, we may as well know it now. I did not suppose the gentleman
would stop our proceedings in this way.

Mr, KILGORE. Iam willing to let the bill go over to be voted on
when a quorum is present.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the previous question may be recognized
as ordered on the passage of the bill, I am willing that the vote be
taken to-morrow morning in the Hounse.

Mr. KILGORE. Reserving the right to present amendments.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. With the understanding that the previous
question is ordered on the passage of the bill, if the gentleman wants
to offer an amendment in the House, I will even consent to that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Texas [Mr,
K1LGoRE] state the proposition ?

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman from Illinois can state it.

Mr. TOWNSHEND: As I understand, the gentleman is willing
that the previous question be considered as ordered upon the passage
of the bill, provided he may have the right to offer an amendment,
and that the vote be taken in the Honse to-morrow.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the demand
for the reading of the engrossed bill is withdrawn,

Mr. RILGORE. Yes, sir.

The bill was read the third time.
thll)el;SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the passage of
the bill.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. On that question it was the understanding
that the previous question be ordered——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois moves
the previous question— :

Mr. KILGORE. Reserving the right to amend. :

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And that the previous question be considered
as ordered upon such amendment as may be offered by the gentleman
from Texas.

The SPEAKER proiempore. In the absence of objection that order
will be made. The Chair hears no objection.

GENERAL ALFIED PLEASONTON.

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr.
IookER, Mr. TOoWNsSHEND, and Mr. GEAR as conferees on the part of
the House upon the bill (H. R. 2972) authorizing the President to ap-
point and retire Alfred Pleasonton a brigadier-general.

WILLIAM W. AVERELL.

Mr. MAISH. I move that the Committee of the Whole House be
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (8. 1650) for the
relief of Maj. Gen. W. W. Averell, and that the House now consider
the same as in Committee of the Whole.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on discharging the
Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of this
bill.

Mr. MACDONALD. Let us hear the bill read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in view of the long and faithful services of Bvt, Maj,
Gen., William W. Averell, United States Army, before and during the late war,
and of severe wounds received by him in battle, the President be, and he is
hereby, nuthorized to inate and, by and with the advice and consent of the
Senate, to appoint William W. Averell, brevet major-general United States
Army and late brigadier-general United States Volunteers, to the position of
captain in the Army of the United States, and to place him on the retired list of
the Army as of that grade, the retired list being thereby increased in number
to that extent; and all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are suspended
for this purpose only : Provided, That from and after the passage of this act no
pension shall be paid to the said William W. Averell, nor shall any compensa-
tion be paid to him for any period prior to his appointment under this act;: but
this proviso shall be no bar to any claims for pension that the widow or children
or other heirs of the said William W. Averell may have after his decease,

Mr. MACDONALD. I desire to say something upon this question.

Mr. MAISH. I do not surrender the floor.

Mr. MACDONALD. I will make my remarks very brief.

Mr. MAISH. Before the gentleman proceeds, I desire to explain
briefly that the bill on this subject reported by the House committee pro-
posed to retire General Averell with the rank of colonel. This Senate
bill proposes to retire him with the rank of captain. We are satisfied
to allow the Senate bill to pass, retiring General Averell with the rank
of captain, the rank which he had when he entered the volunteer
service and the rank which he held in the regular Army.

Mr. MACDONALD. I wish to say a word in explanation of my po-
sition here. In the early part of the session I introduced a bill in the
nature of a general law :providiug for plaring distingunished officers on
the retired-list. That bill has not been reported to the House. Neither
has the bill of a general nature introduced by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. SriNoLA]. In the mean time several bills have been in-
troduced here in favor of particular officers and passed. I give notice

that I shall insist hereafter that thereshall be ageneral law covering all
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these cases, so that there can be no partiality shown to any particular
officer.

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Chairman, this case has merits not possessed by
others. General Averell retired from the Army in 1865 from wounds
received in battle. At thetime he resigned there was no retired-list in
the Army. Inless than one year and three months afterwards alaw
was passed providing for placing distinguished officers, as General
Averell when he resigned, on the retired-list.

In my judgment General Averell has a right to ask to be retired.
He resigned from wounds received in the service of his country. He
asks to be put in the same position he would have been in if he had
postponed his resignation for one year and three months longer.

There is a principle in this case which does not exist in the other
bills which have been passed to-night. The case of General Averell
presents merits not possessed by other cases, and I hope he will be ac-
corded the same consideration at least which has been granted to the
cases of other officers to-night. I am willing that this case shall be
put upon the same iooting with the other cases and that it shall go
over if necessary. I think it is unjust, however, not to allow this te
go through when the other bills were permitted to pass.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania
moves to discharge the Committee of the Whole from the further con-
sideration of the bill indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly.

Mr. MCMILLIN. Irise for the purpose of offering the same amend-
ment to this bill which I have offered to the other. I do not think it
would be well to vary from the custom of not allowing pensions to wid-
ows of officers on the retired-list. .

Mr. MAISH. Let the gentleman indicate his amendment.

Mr. McMILLIN. I move to strike out the words which I ask the
Clerk to read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the following words:

** But this proviso shall be no bar to any claim for pension that the widow or
children or other lLieirs of the said Willlam W. Avere!! may have after his de-
cease,'" 3

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The question is on ordering the bill
as amended to a third reading.

Mr. MACDONALD. Isit proposed to press this bill to-night not-
withstanding what I have said?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1t is.

Mr. MACDONALD. I give notice, then, that I shall call for a
quornm,

Mr. MAISH. As o malter of course if the gentleman persists in
treating this bill differently from other bills he can doso; butitseems
to me it should have as much consideration as bills in the other cases
which have not as great merits as is possessed by the case of General
Averell.

Mr. MACDONALD. I supposed when I heard the case of General
Pleasonton that that would be the only one which would be pend-
ing. The next case was that of General Smith. Now we have the case
of General Averell. As soon as that has been gotten rid of I am ap-
pealed toin behalf of the case of General A. J. Smith. I mustobject to
the whole Smith family getting in and the favorites of others, when my
{riends, having as gallant a record as any, are left out.

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman give way to me for a moment ?

Mr. MACDONALD. Yes, sir.

Mr, SPINOLA. I will state for the information of the gentleman
that the Committee on Military Affairs has anthorizéd me to report a

general bill. It is now being prepared and will be submitted to the
House in a few days. I will advise my friend from Minnesota when
it will be ready.

Mr, MACDONALD. By that time all of these favorites of gentle-
men here will be through.

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh! bless your soul, no; not a quarter of them.

Mr. MACDONALD. This bill has been pending for two months.

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, let poor old Averell get through this time.
We will take care of the rest in the general bill.

Mr. MACDONALD. Well, I have stated my objections.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third reading
of the bill. .

The question was taken, and on a division there were—ayes 50,
noes, 5.

Mr. MACDONALD. No gquorum.

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, let me ask if the gentleman objects to
the same order being made in reference to this bill as in the others;
that is, that the previous question be considered as ordered, and that
the bill go over with the right to amend ?

Mr. MACDONALD. I will let that go, but I give notice that I will
object to all the rest.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. Does the gentleman withdraw the
point of no guorum ?

Mr. MACDONALD. I do.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ordered to a third reading.

Then the ayes have it, and the bill is

The bill was read the third time.

b_ﬁ‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the
ill.

The bill was passed.

Mr;I MAISH. I move to reconsider the yote by which the bill was

SRR (] m—

Mr. MATSON. I understood that the previous question was to be
considered as ordered, but that the vote on the passage of the bill was
not to be taken to-night.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was the understanding.

Mr. WEAVER. The previous question to be ordered and the vote
to be taken to-morrow. -
The SPEAKER pro fempore. Then the gentleman must move to re-

consider the vote by which the hill was passed.

Mr. MAISH. If my friend insists— ~

Mr. MACDONALD. I did not agree that this bill might be voted
on, and did not suppose that that action was heing taken.

Mr. MAISH. Then I will ask that the other order be made.

The SPEAKER pro iempore. Without objection, the vote by which
this bill was passed will be reconsidered.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

Mr. MAISH. Now, I ask nnanimous consent that the same order
be made with reference to this bill, that is to say, that the previous
question be considered as ordered on the final passage of the bill with
the right to amend.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is understood that the previons question is
to he ordered upon the bill and upon such amendments as may be of-
fered by the gentleman from Minnesota.

Mr. STEELE. I rise to a question of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. STEELE. The agreement was that amendments might be of-
fered by any gentleman, not alone by the gentleman from Minnesota,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that to hav
been the order made. Is there objection? .

There was no objection, and it was =o ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill H. R. 5239 of the same title
will be laid on the table.

ANDREW J. SMITH.

Bl'r.] TOWNSHEND. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
GEAR].

Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R,
2579) authorizing the President to appoint and retire Andrew.J. Smith,
late colonel of the Seventh United Statles Cavalry and a mnajor-general
of volunteers; and that the same be considered in the House.

Mr. MACDONALD. I%bject to that.

Mr. GEAR. Then I move that the House resolve itself into Com-
mitiee of the Whole for the consideration of bills onthe Private Calen-
dar.

The motion was agreed to.

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

Mr. GEAR. I now ask that the bill which I havecalled up may be
read.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That the Inws regulating appointiments in the Army be, and
they are hereby, susj led, and pended onli; for the purposes of this act;
and the President is hereby authorized to nominate aund, by and with the advice
and consent of the Senate, ippoint Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seveuth
United States Cavalry and a major-general of volunteers, a brigadier-gen-ralin
the Army of the United States, and thereupon to place him, the said Andrew J.
Smith, upon the retired-list of the Army ns such brigadier-general without regard
and in addition to the number now suthorized by law of said retired-list,

Mr. McMILLIN, I ask for the reading of the report.
The report (by Mr. GEAR) was read, as follows:

Andrew J. Smith as a soldier is well known to the entire country. Nothing
that can be said in this report can add to his distinguished name.” He is now
over seventy-three vears of aze. His military service is ziven in the following
communication from the Adjutant-General, United States Army :

“WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE,
** Washington, February 8, 1886,
“*Statement of the military service of Andrew J, Smith, late of the United States
Army, compiled from the records of this office.

“He was graduated at the United States Military Academy at the age of
twenty-three years and two months, and was appointed second Iieutenm\t-%rst
Dragoons July i, 1833; was promoted first lieutenant March 4, 1545; captain,
February 16, 1847; major, May 13, 1861, and lientenant-colonel Fifth Cayvalry May
9, 1864; appointed colonel Seventh Cavalry July 25, 1565,

" He was ed in as 18 d California Cavalry October 2, 1861, and
resigned November 13, 1561.

** He was appointed brigadier-general United States Voluntecrs March 17,
1862, and ml}]opgcnaral United States Volunteers May 12, 1564,

"* He received the brevet of colonel United States Army April 10, 1361, * for
gellant and meritorions services at the battle of Pleasant Hill, La_;" of briga-
dierhiguneml United States Army March 13, 1565, ‘ for gallant and meritorious
services at the battle of Tupelo, Miss. ;' and of major-g United Stat
A_ﬁ:ny.fl:smil 13, 1865, ‘' for gallant and meritorious services at the battle of Nash-
ville, Tenn. .

** He served with his regiment on the Western frontier and Pacific coast, ex-
cepting short intervals of detached duty and leaves of absence, from 1838 to
1861 ; with the Second California Cavalry October 2, 1861, to November 13, 1861,
when he resigned and was ordered to report to the Adjutant-General United
States Army, under his commission as major Fifth United States Cavalry.

** He served as chief of cavairy, Department of the Missouri, from February
11 to March 11, 1862, and of Lher{)epar&ment of the Mississippi to July 11, 1862,
being engaged in the advance upon and siege of Corinth, April 15 to May 30,




6558

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JuoLy 19,

1802; commanding troops at Covington, Ky., and vieinity, September 9 to Oc-
tober 9, 1862; commanding Tenth Division, Thirteenth Army Corps, in move-
ments through Kentucky, October to November, 1562; at Memphis, Tenn.,
{ovember 25 to D iber 21, 1862; on expedition with General Granl's arm

to the Yazoo River, Mississippi, December, 1862, being en, in the assault
of Chickasaw Bluffs, December 27-29, 1862, and on the ex ition to Arkansas
Post, to January 11, 1863; in the Vicksburg campaign and coperations against
Jackson, Miss., to August 5, 1863; commanding the Sixth Division, Sixteenth
Army Corps, and District of Columbus, Kentucky, to January 21, 1864, and Third
Division, Sixteenth Army Corps, to March 6, 1564; commanding detachments
(two divisions), Sixteenth and Seventeenth Army Corps, in the Red River cam-
paign, to May 22, 1864; commanding right wing Sixteenth Army Corps, in Mis-
sissippi and Tennessee, to September, 1864, and in pursuit of the rebel General
Price, in Missouri, to November, 1864; commanding detachment of the Army
- of thie Tennessee to February, 1865, participating in the o tions about Nash-
ville Tenn., under Major-General Thomas; commanding Sixteenth Army Corpg
in the Mobile campaign and siege of Spansh Fort, Alabama), to August 8, 1865,
istrict of Montgomery, Ala., to October 25, 1865, and District of Western Louisi-
ana until honorably mustered out of the volunt service, Ja v 15, 1866; on
leave of absence and permission to delay joining his command (Seventh United
States Cavalry). to November 26, 1866; commanding regiment and District of
Upper Arkansas, at Forts Riley and Harker, Kansas, to September 14,1887: com-
manding Department of the Missouri to March 2, 1568; on leave to May 6, 1869,

whenhe resigned.
“R. C. DRUM, Adjulant-General.”

It will be seen Lthat at the date of his resignation (May 6, 1860) he had served
thirty years and ten months.

On the 15th of July, 1870, the law was amended, providing that—

““Where an officer has been thirty i’eurs in the service, he may, upon his own
application, in the discretion of the President, be so retired and placed on the
retired-list.”” (Sec. 1243.)

Had General 8Smith remained in the Army until the passage of that law he
would have served over thirty-two years and could have been placed upon the
retired-list on his own application.

At the time of his resignation an act of Congress reduced the Army from 45
colonels and 45 lieut t-col 1s to 25 col Is and 25 lieutenant-col 1

“It was the most ungrateful task imposed upon us by Congress,"” writes
General W. T. Sherman. Then it was that General A.J. Smith, with a soldier’s
gnemsﬂ}', to make way for younger men, resigned as colonel of the Seventh

valry.
Thel?:)llowing letter from General W. T. Sherman needs no explanation:
“Sr. Louis, Mo., March 3, 1886,
,“DeAr WARNER : Having been requested to bear tzstimony as to the value
of the services rendered to the Government by General Andrew J. Smith, now
A eitizen of St. Louis, I beg to state that I have had special opportunities to ob-
gerve his conduct during the past fifty years.

‘‘He was a cadet at West Point when I went there in 1836. He graduated in
1838 and went to the frontier, where he served till the Mexican war, 1816, when
he came out to California with Cooke's battalion, and continued there and in
Orn]g\m up to the civil war, which he was quick to enter; and came to usat
Shiloh in April, 1562, as a brigadier-general of volunteers, and marched with us
to Corinth, from which time to the end of the war he was one of the pluckiest
and best fighters of our western army.

* For details I refer to Cullum's Register (volume 1, pages 566 and 567).
a soldier of the western army but remembers ** Old A, J." He was withmeat
Chickasaw and Vicksburg on my Meridian march, and alter was sent by me in
command of the two divisions detached to General Banks up Red River. His
conduct there is as peculiarly brilliant. After coming out of Red
River he was sent to Tupelo, Miss,, where he faigly defeated Forrest, and then
was called to Missouri to drive Price out of the State, immediately after which
lie hastened to Nashville, where he gave material help to General Thomas in
the great victory of Nashvill, Without rest he was sent to Mobile, which he
assisted to eapture, and at the end of the war was found at Montgomery, Ala.
His service in the civil war was gimply invaluable and can not measured
by dollars and cents.

“As soon as the war wns over he returned to his rank in the regular Army
as colonel of the Seventh Cavalry, on the plains, fighting the Cheyennes, Ara-
pahoes, and Kiowas to clear the way for the Kansas Pacifle Railroad.

**1 do not remember that General Smith ever lost a day in the field from sick-
ness; and in California, in Oregon, on the plains, and throughount the civil war
he had the reputation of being the hardest worker and hardest fighter in the

army.

g 1}’ believe a million of men would sign a petition that this now old, but most
honest, faithful, uncomplaining soldier and gentleman should be restored to his
old place on the Army ister, and retired with any rank Congress may think

ate. He was a corp commander, which the world over is that ef
lieutenant-general, but I am told he will be satisfied with that of brigadier-gen-
eral, I surely recommend it.
* Yours, very truly,

vot

“IW. T. SHERMAN, General.
“ Hon. WrLniam WARNER,

* Member of Congress, of Missouri, Washinglon, D. C."'
Your committee report the bill back, with the recommendation that the same
do with the following amendment, ramely :
‘o strike out in line 11 the words ' as such brigadier-general,” and insert the
following words in lien thereof: *With the rank and grade of colonel.”

Mr. MATSON. I wish to know what the rank is.

Mr. GEAR. He had the rank of colonel of the Seventh Cavalry.

Mr. MATSON. But I mean the rank provided by this bill.

Mr. GEAR. The same rank that he had in the regular Army.

The CHATRMAN. The bill as amended provides for that.

The guestion is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the Com-
mittee,

Mr. McMILLIN. I believe a colonel gets $3,600 a year?

Mr. WARNER. No; $2,600.

Mr. CHEADLE. Twenty-six hundred and twenty-five.

Mr. McMILLIN. I believe that the rates of wages show that the
average earning capacity of men in this country, taking the laboring
people together, is about or not above $300. Some get more of course,
but taking the farmers,and laboring” people generally, if I remember
accurately, the census report places the average at about that figure.
Has this House thought at that rate of the number of men, American
eitizens, that are to be set towork to keep one man in luxury? If not,
it is very well for them to think of it now. There is no man in whose
behalf I believe a legislator of the United States will be justified in as-
signing fifty or seventy-five other citizens of the United States to labor

for his support, especially after he gets ont of the Army and spends a
good part of the active portion of his life in callings looking to his own
financial and other advantages. I do not believe it is right.

Mr. GEAR. He spent the daysof his youth in behalf of his country.

Mr. MACDONALD. I will not make the point of no quornm in
reference to this or insist further upon the objections I have heretofore
made. I do not wish to appear captious, because I favor hills of this
kind in meritorious cases, but I hope that the bill will take the same
course as the others acted upon recently.

Mr. WARNER. Certainly; I do not want the bill to have any ad-
vantage over the others, and I am willing for that.

Mr. ROGERS. I only wish to submit a single word. The record
shows to-night that I am here, and I do not care to be captious and put
obstacles in the way of measures. I have notvoted for anyone of these
bills, believing it a bad principle, and I am going to vote against this
and all others of a like character.

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the Hounse with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

MONUMENT AT FORT GREENE, BROOKLYN.

Mr. SPINOLA. I havegot in quite late, and I am going to ask the
indulgence of the committee to call up the bill H. R. 1687. You
have heard all sbout the rebellion and other wars, and now I propose
to call the attention of the committee for a few minutes to the war of
the Revolution.

The Clerk read'as follows:

Be il enacled, efe., That the sum of £30,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro-
priated, or so much thereof asmay be necessary, out of any money in the Treas-
ury of the United Slates not otherwise approprinted, for the erection and com-
pletion of a monument to the memory of the victims of prison-ships, to be
placed at Fort Greene, Brook]fm‘ Stale of New York : Provided, That the money
appropriated as aforesaid shall be expended under the direction of the Secreta
of War, and the plans, specifications, and design for such monument shall,
before any of the money go appropriated is expended, be first approved hy the
Secretary of War,

Mr. ROGERS. I do not ask for the readingof the report, but I wish
my distinguished and venerable friend would state the facts.

Mr, SPINOLA. I will state the facts, but will first offer an amend-
ment to restors the amount in the bill to one hundred thousand dollars,
the sum that was in the bill when it was first reported, instead of fifty
thounsand, as it is now; and then I have one or two other amendments
that I wish to offer.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from
New York that this Dbill seems to have been considered April 3 in
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and amended
by ﬁtrgkinz out ‘‘one hundred thousand ’’ and inserting **fifty thou-
sanf.

Mr. SPINOLA. I want to move to reconsider the vote by which
that amentdment was made.

The CHAIRMAN., The committee will have to rise before that mo-
tion can be considered, as this bill is on the Calendar of the Committee
of the Whole on the state of the Union.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move thatthe committee do now rise,

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCRrEARY having taken
the chair as Speaker pro fempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the Com-
mittee of the Whole House had had under consideration the bill (H.
R. 2579) and had directed him to report the same back with an amend-
ment.

AXDREW J. SMITH.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The guestion is now on the amendment.

Mr. MACDONALD. ° I understood that these bills were to go over
until to-morrow. «

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, TOWNSHEND. 1move that, by unanimous consent, the previous
question be considered as ordered upon the bill and such amendments
as may be offered, the right to amend to be reserved.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
TowNSHEND] moves that the previous question be considered as or-
dered on this bill, and that the right to amend be reserved. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House do ngyv adjourn.

The motion was disagreed to.

MONUMENT AT FORT GREENE, BROOKLYN.

Mr. SPINOLA. I move that the House go into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the
bill (H. R. 1657) for the erection and completion of a monument to
the memory of the victims of the prison-ships at Fort Greene, Brooklyn.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The bill is in the House, and I will ask the
House to resolve itself into Committee of the Whole.

Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous eonsent thatthe bill be considered
in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw my motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears
none; and it is so ordered.

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. As one of the Representatives in this
honorable body, I had the honor to present this bill. This is the only
bill I have had the honor to present in the Fiftieth Congress, and it
was done on solicitation, and on a resolution passed by the senate and
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assembly of the State of New York, signed by the governor, unani-
mously petitioning Congress in its favor. I also have the honor of
stating that it was passed by theboard of aldermen of the city of Brook-
Iyn, a city containing nearly a million of population, and .it was also
passed by the board of supervisors of that city, and by the Association
of old Brooklynites, numbering four or five hundred. I would state
that no man can enter that society nnless he has been a resident of Broek-
lyn for fifty years.

This petition was procured by going from house to house and being
sigued by the tax-payers and other citizens of King's County. The
most of the old Brooklynites are tax-payers; and I presume out of the
17,000 tax-payers in the city of Brooklyn and the County of Kings it
is fair to say that some 8,000 or 10,000 of those tax-payers have put
their names to the petition that these gentlemen send here, numbering
nearly 20,000. Now, I do not wish to occupy the time of the com-
mittee.

The bones of 11,500 men are lying there, and I think it is a stand-
ing disgrace to this great country that these 11,500 veterans during
that memorable war should lie there without any monument to cover
their bones.

The city has procured an elegant site on Fort Greene, that old place
where the last battle on Long Island was fonght under Washington,
and where he made that celebrated retreat in the fog in the early
morning, They have procured this place, and it is requested of this
honorable body to make this appropriation in order that we may have
a suitable monument to cover the place where these veterans lost their
lives; and in a more inhuman way lives were never lost in this world.

I will not occupy the time of the House any further, as my col-
league [Mr. SPINOLA] andl other gentlemen want to be heard on this
question, but I will ask leave to print with my remarks a letter from
my colleague [Hon. 8. 8. Cox] and a petition of the *‘Society of Old
Brooklynites,”” on this subject. [Applause.] :

The letter and petition are as follows:

1408 New HaxwesHine AVENUE, July 19, 1888,

My Berpovep CoLLEAGUE: RicHARD TowxsHEND, Mr. Forp, and others of
the Military Committee were anxious to-day that I should accede to yourwish
and come up to the House to-night to preside, Mr. Speaker CARLISLE indicated
the same wish. One inducement these gentlemen presented, namely, to assist
in passing your splendid tribute to the Revolutionary soldiers, who were only
gmr?x:hd m fighting by the cruel imprisonmentwithin the precinets of your

rict.

A hundred years have gone, and you propose to honor those suffering patriots
by a fit and tasteful monument. I trust that you will have no impediment for
g0 patriotic and laudable a measure. i

I was sorry to hear that you intended after this Congress to retire from puhb-
liclife. If your intention benot reconsidered, I give you my heart,and vote for
a retiracy with such a patriotic * aet” as the monument you propose.

It will forever commemorate your memory also among the good people you
have served so faithfully.

You may not know, and no one may care to know, that all the blood I have
is from Revolutionary folk.

When some one asked Joseph Hopkinson, the auther of ** Hail, Columbia,™
what was the inspiration of that national lyric, he replied *that it was to in-
spire an American spirit which ghould be independent of and above the inter-
ests and passion and policy of ﬁartics, so that we might look and feel exclu-
sively for our honor and our rights."

This song, which, I may say with pride, was penned by one of my own blood,
s‘lthough written for a theatrical representation in Philadelphia, had much to
do with harmonizing the American spirit and the Ameriean Congress, which
was sitting in that city at the time. It is even said that it was sung by members
of Congress in the streets at night, to show their devotion to the one great
thought of the American unity.

Without 'l.n&ui.ring into the lyric and other habits of early Congressmen, may
I hope that the members of the Fiftieth Congress—the centenary Congress, in
fact—if they can not to-night sing my ancestral ** Hail, Columbia,” will think in
all gentleness of the miseries of the imprisoned patriots, and build by your law
ant:lﬂon:at:nentnl thought in enduring material, that will serve to glorify our elder
patriotism.

It is only a previous engagement, which I ean not break, that prevents my
presence to aid your generous wishes,

With esteem,

Hon, FrLix CAMPBRELL,

8, 8. COX.

1o the Senate and House of Representalives
of the Uniled Slales in Congress assembled :

Your &e‘tiﬁouers. an incorporated society of the city of Brooklyn, under the
title of the ** Society of Old Brooklynites,” would respectiully represent :

That the remains of rgore than 11,500 martyrs to the cause of liberty lie en-
tombed in this city who died during our Revolutionary war on board the prison-
ehips of the British at the Wallabout, and which were buried on our shores
during thal memorable struggle, many of which were by the action of the waves
washed out of their shallow graves, their bones scattered along the beach, ex-

to the summer's sun and winter's storms, until the vear 1808, when the
many Society of Columbian Order, of the city of New York, had them col-
lected and huried?with imposing ceremonies, in which the governors of several
States, mayors of cities, and civil, military, and ecclesiastical dignitaries from
all parts of the country took part.

The place of burial was on Jackson street, in this city, and the tomb, a tem-
porary wooden structure, in which they were placed, became so dilapidated by
reason of changes made in the surroundings and from natural decay that the
sacred remains were again exposed to the gaze of the multitude, until the park
commissioners of this city, with the sanction of the city government, prepared
with great care and expense a permanent and imper ble tomb for their re-
ception on the historie ground of Fort Greene, a charming elevation in Wash-
ington Park, in this city, overlocking the scene of their sufferings and death,
to which the sacred remains were carefully removed and deposited.

Those devoted patriots, rrom arn‘rg one of the original thirteen States, were
prisoners of war, taken by the British army and nav{, and numbered more than
were killed in all the battles, both by sea and land, in that long and desperate

struggle for freedom.
When itisr I 1 that t and nnremitting efforts were made by

the British officers to induce these prisoners to purchase their freedom and save

their lives by enlisting in the service of the enemy; that mm;.]pr_obﬂbly the
majority of them, had families who were suffering by reasor of their absence;
that to remain in these horrible prisons was almost certain death, and that un-
der all these cirenmstances they remained faithful to the cause in which they had
enlisted, and preferred death to dish we must de that they earned the
title of ** Alartyrs of the Prison Ships,” and deserve such recognition from the
Government, to aid in the establishment of which they sacrificed their lives, as
will show to the world that republies are not ungrateful, but that we cherish
their memories, honor their devotion to their country,and will erect such an
enduring monument to commemorate their virtues as will stimulate future gen-
erations to emulate their patriotism,

We therefore most respectfully ask that your honorable body will make an
appropriation of not less than $100,000 toward erection of a suitable monu-
ment to be erected at or near the sg:t- where their sacred remains now lie, the
gite for which will be donated for that purpose by the city of Brooklyn,

This society will most cheerfully give all the aid in their power toward the
accomplishment of the object of this petition.

ery respectfully,

JOHN W, HUNTER,
Presid

TER
SAMUEL A. HAYNES,
Secrelary.

BroOOXLYXN, Janiary 5, 1888,

To the Senate and House of Ropresentalives in Congress assembled :

Your petitioners, citizens of the United States, do respectfully and earnestis
ray your honorable body to hear and grant the petition of the Society of Old
rooklynites, and to cause the erection of the long-delayed monument to the

Dcmsvdants o Vi ko Fatcaanpatrioband mavkrsatyrionship Ol
Descen ts of Tim TgAD,pal nd martyr of prison-ship ersey :

. REBECCA D. MANNIE,

. ANDREW D. IIOBDAY,

CHARLES ITOBDAY,
Great-grandchildren,

GEORGE A. MANNIE,
FRANK MANNIE,
LOUISE MANNIE.
JOSEPHINE HARTT,
ROSALIE BURT,
5 : trreal-great-grandchildren.
Mr. SPINOLA. I wish to offer an amendment to the bill.
The nmendment was read, as follows:

" Insert in line 7, after the words * memory of.” the words ‘' the British;" and
after **ships,” in lins 8, insert “*at New York during the war of the American
Revolution.”

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, history establishes the fact that thero
were more lives sacrificed in the prison-ships in which the British con-
fined the prisoners of the American Revolution than were lost in all
the battles of that war. Eleven thousand and five hundred were sac-
rificed, men who had their liberty at command on any day when they
would consent to abandon the cause of the colonies and enter the Brit-
ish army. There was no one day during their long confinement and
suffering but the provost guard approached them and offered them their
freedom if they would embrace the British cause; and, to the eredit of
twenty thonsand American patriots who saffered on board those prison-
ships, there never was but a single one who betrayed his country and
left his associates and joined the British service. [Applause.] Now,
sir, [ will ask attention for a minute or two while I read from the his-
tory of the Wallabout prison-ships and the martyrs who died there.

I will cite one case where the British had captured a company of
Ameriean soldiers in South Carolina, and the Hessian eaptain who com-
manded the enemy offered those men their freedom if they would go
into the British service. Said he, after they had refused his offer:

Go, then, to your dungeons in the prison-ships where you shall perish and
rot. But first let me tell you that rations which have been hitherio allowed
to your wives and children shall from this moment cease forever, and you shall
die assured that they are starving in the publie streets and that you are the an-
thors of their fate.

That was the declaration of that British officer to the company of
American patriots that had been captured in South Carolina. A sen-
tence so terribly awful appalled the firm soul of every listening hero.

A solemn silence followed the declaration. They cast their wondering eyes
one upon the other, and valor for & moment hung suspended between love of
family and love of country. Love of country at length rose superior to every
other ennsideration, and, moved by one impulse, this glorious band of patriots
thundered in the astonish of their persecutors : ** The prison-ships and
death, or Washington and our conntry | )

[Applanse and cries of ‘‘ Vote!?’ ‘“Vote! '] .

Mr. Speaker, I think if I had the time I could get a unanimous vote
to put the sum back to $100,000, although we will accept temporarily
the $50,000. [Laughter and cries of “ Vote!"’ *“Vote!'']

I propose to read a little further before we vote. I will pass over
several things which I had intended to refer to, and I will tell you
how and why it is that the remains of these patriols are in the posses-
sion of the General Government, They are to-day the property of the
United States.

Perhaps, however, hefore I come to that point I had better state that
the bones of these patriots were strewn along the shores of Wallabout
Bay, in the East River, where the tide had washed them out of the
narrow and shallow trenches into which the British had thrown them.
They were there exposed, and the Tammany Society of New York, in
1808, took the necessary steps to gather them up and see that they
were properly entombed. There was a grand procession on the day on
which the interment took place. There were thirteen immense coffins,
each representing one of the thirteen original States, and eight pall-
bearers surrounded each coffin, men who had served in the war of the
Revolution. =

The bones were put in a temporary tomb which was erected by Ben-
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jamin Romaine, the grand sachem, who had been instrumental in
gathering them together and who owned the ground on which the tomb
was erected. In 1842 the city of Brooklyn asked to have the bones
turned over to it for appropriate sepulture. .In reply to that applica-
tion Mr. Romaine wrote:

I have guarded these sacred remains, with a reverence which perhaps at this
day all may not appreciate or feel, for more than thirty years. They are now
in their right place, near the Wallabout andscljmning the navy-yard. Theyare
my property. I have expended more than $900 in and about their protection
and preservation. I commend them to the protection of the General Govern-
ment. I bequeath them to my country.

Thus it will be seen he gave them to the United States; he gave
them to his conntry.

This concern i3 sacred to me. It lies near my heart. I suffered with those
whose bones I venerate, I fought beside them, I bled with them,

This man belonged to the Army himself; he went through the whole
seven years' service under Washington. He has given the remains of
these men to the Americam Republic. If they had not died the mar-
tyrs’ death that they did, we would bave had, in my humble judg-
ment, no American Republic to-night. Those men died to create the
Union. We respect and venerate those who, in later years have died
to protect and preserve the Union; why should we not remember those
by means of whose sufferings the Republic itself was established ?

This monument, where it is proposed to erect it, will overlook the
very spot on which these men died. It will overlook the battle-field
of Long Island; it will overlook the place where the gallant Maryland
Regiment suffered death when the British drove them into the water.
Itwill overlook New York Bay, the East River, and the Sound. There
is no more fitting place on earth for such a monument to be erected
than that proposed by the bill under consideration. I appeal to the
generosity and patriotism of the American people. I ask gentlemen
here to-night, in the name of justice and right, to join in perpetuating
the memory of these men who died as martyrs for their country.

There is nothing so indelibly fixed on my mind as that which was
painted there the first time I saw the tomb of these men. It wasover
sixty years ago, when I was asmall boy. For fifty years the society
which gathered these bones raised the flag over them on the Fourth of
July. Thatceremony ceased to beobserved because thecity of Brooklyn
took ssion of these remains, and they are in its charge now. Ibe-
lieve that the American people, if this question were submitted to
them, would vote almost unanimounsly for any sum which might be
named for this purpose. We are paying to-day $160,000 a year for the
maintenance of the cemeteriesin which sleepour Union dead. Thatis
right. We are paying $40,000 or $50,000 to provide monuments or
gravestones for those who have died in the service of the country. We
are spending $60,000 or $30,000 a year for the construection and main-
tenance of roads by which those cemeteries can be approached.

All this is right. Sir, on the passage of this bill, if the thing were
possible, I wounld have the name of George Washmgton called. He
would vote “ay.” So would his compatriot, Lafayette. [Applause.]
Everybody will vote for this measure, except that British officer in the
corner yonder [pointing to the picture on one side of the Hall], and
the Hessians who stand behind him. They will not vote with us. I
do not believe there is a Hessian on the floor of this House; therefore 1
expect a unanimons vote in favor of the passage of this bill. [Ap-

lause.
. Mr. l:'l‘ITCH Mr. Speaker, after the presentation that my friend
[Mr. SeixoLA] has made of the claim upon us of these soldiers who
have no votes behind them, who have nobody to speak here as their
representatives; after all that we have done for the soldiers of every
war who have any friends in our districts, I think it unnecessary for
me to say another word.

I am glad that my veteran colleague has presented the claims of
these men in his eloguent and soul-stirring remarks, and I join my
appeal to his that no gentleman will object to the recognition of the
claims of these men who, a hundred years ago, served us so faithfully.
‘We have voted pensions for the men who served us in the last war
against England; we have voted pensions to the men who served us
in Mexico; we have voted pensions generously to the men who served
us in the last war. All we can do for these men is to puta monument
over their hones, nnd for God’s sake let us do that.

Mr. ROGERS. I ask unanimous consent that such gentlemen as
desire 1o do so may print remarks on this subject in the RECORD.

There was no objection, and leave was accordingly granted.

Mr. SPINOLA. Iask unanimous consent that the sum named in
the bill be made $100,000. Let us make the appropriation one worthy
of the object.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. Thereisalready one amendment pend-
ing, the amendment heretofore offered by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Serxornal.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WHITE, of New York. On the proposition of my colleague
[Mr. SPiNoOL. A] that this appropriation be made $100,000, I desire to
make a statement of the circumstances under which the amount just
gmpoaed was reduced; and I believe that after the statement presented

y my colleague, General SpiNoLA, there will be no possibility of any
one objecting to his proposition. At the time this matter came up
before a suggestion was made by gentlemen who felt opposed on prin-

ciple to giving away money for an object of this kind, that if the sum
were reduced to $50,000 no objection wounld be in . That sug-
gestion as a compromise was adopted. Then there was objection made
by one gentleman that there was no quornm; and so the bill failed for
want of a quorum.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think we can reach the object of the gentle-
mian from New York [Mr. SPINoLA] in this way: The amendment re-
ducing the appropriation to $50,000 was adopted in Committee of the
Whole, If that amendment be now voted down, the original provision
for $100,000 will stand.

The BSPEAKER pro tempore.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 3, strike out ** §100,000'" and insert ** §50,000."

Tl:da question being taken on agrecing to the amendment, it was re-
jected.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. AsI understand it, the appropriation
now stands at $100,000.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read as it has been
amended.

The hill was read as amended.

The question recurred on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read
a third time.

Mr. KILGORE. I demand a division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 1.

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum.

AMr. SPINOLA. I appeal to the gentleman from Texas to allow this
bill to go over and follow the same conrse as other bills, the previous
question being ordered and the bill to be voted on in a full House.

Mr. KILGORE., No, sir.

Mr. SPINOLA. Then I move there be a ca.!l of the House,

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move that the House adjourn.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihope that motion will be withdrawn.

The motion to adjourn was withdrawn.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. 1tis proper that the Chair should allow
the Journal Clerk to call attention to just what was done, as stated in
the Journal, in reference to the pending measure.

The Clerk read as follows:

On motion of Mr. Fircn, by unanimous consent, the Committee of the Whole
House was discharged from the further consideration of the bill of the Iouse
(H. R.1657) for the erection and completion of a monument to the memory of
the victims of prison-ships at Fort Greene, Brooklyn, and the amendment re-
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs, and nlso an amendment sub-
mitted by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated on the information
of the Clerk that the amendment reducing the amount from $100,000
to $30,000 had only been adopted in the Committee of the Whole, but
on examining the record it is found that it was also adopted in the
House.

Mr. SPINOLA. I move to reconsider the vote by which the amount
was reduced from $100,000 to $50,000.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. SPINOLA. If we are to die let us die with our flags fiying.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the amendment
reducing the amount from $100,000 to $50,000.

The amendment was rejected.

The question recurred on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read
the third time.

Mr, KILGORE. Division.

uSIseveral MeMBERS. Let the vote be taken on the engrossment of the
bill.

Mr. KILGORE. Very well.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time.

The question recurred on the passage of the bill.

Mr. KILGORE. Division,

The House divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 1.

Mr. KILGORE. No guoram.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Is-there not a possibility of having
some understanding so this bill may go over as in the other cases with
the previous question ordered? -

Mr. MATSON. The billis already on its passage.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand the gentleman from Texas will
withdraw his point of no quorum if the amount is reduced to $50,000
and the bill is allowed to go over with the previous question ordered
on the passage of the bill.

Mr. SPINOLA. I move the previous question on the passage of the
bill. I do not agree to the reduction of the amount. I ask fora vote
on my demand for the previous guestion.

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Pending that I move that the House
do now adjourn.

Mr. TOWNSHEND.

The Clerk will report the amendment.

I hope the gentleman from New York will

give me his attention for a moment. The Committee on Military Af-
fairs adopted a resolution that after fifteen minutes had been bestowed
upon any contested bill the chairman should have the power of with-
drawing the bill from the further consideration of the House if there
was further objection made to if.

The gentleman from Texas proposes a compromise, which I am will-
ing on behalf of the committee should be accepted, and I hope my
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friend will accept that compromise, or 1 shall be compelled, in view
of the action of the committee and in obedience to its order, to with-
draw the pending bill. The gentleman from Texas proposes that it
may go over with the previous question ordered upon its passage, with
theright to amend, provided that the sum is reduced to $50,000.

Mr. SPINOLA. I am perfectly willing to wait here for a week, if

. it be necessary, to pass this bill.

Mr. WARNER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I understand
the point of order is raised by the gentleman from Texas that no quo-
rum is present. In view of this point can any business be transacted ?

Mr, WEAVER. But that point has been withdrawn conditionally.

Mr. WARNER. But can any business be transacted until a quornm
is obtained in the House, save a call of the House or an adjournment ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can not.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman is willing to withdraw the
point of order on the conditions ted.

Mr. SPINOLA. I understand he is willing to withdraw the point
of order for the present, but—

[Cries of ** Regular order !'’]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas makes the
gﬁnt of order that no quornm has voted, and the Chair will appoint

ers. :

Mr. TOWNSHEND. One moment, Mr. Speaker, Iam placed in
a position where I shall be compelled, in compliance with the order of
the committee, to withdraw this bill.

Mr. SPINOLA. I raise the point of order that it is too late to with-
draw the bill.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I submit to the Chair that the previous ques-
tion has not been ordered upon the bill.

Mr. ROGERS. Regular order.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The previous question has not been ordered,
and no vote has been taken upon it. 1t is in order, I think, to with-
draw the bill, and I trust that my friend from New York will not wish
me to disregard the order of the committee, which he and all of the
other members to. Good faith, I think, demands that such
action should be taken. We have already exhausted more than the
time allowed by the committee on this bill.

Mr, SPINOLA. Youspentan hour and a quarter here on one bill.

Mr, TOWNSHEND. Well, there has been a great deal more time
taken up on thisone. I withdraw the bill.

Mr. SPINOLA. And Imake the pointof orderthatit can not be done.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order.
Votes have been taken upon the bill and amendments, and it has been
ordered to its third reading, and it can only be withdrawn now by
unanimous consent.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I appeal to the gentleman from New
York to aid me in carrying out the order of the committee. We have
obtained as good a compromise as we can obtain, and I trust the gen-
tleman will allow the bill to go over under that order.

Mr. SPINOLA. I can not consent to that.

Mr. CARUTH. If I rightly understood the extract read by the
venerable gentleman from New York, a proposition was made to these
persons imprisoned in the ships to desert the cause of their country
and enlist under the British flag in order to escape the privation ot
prison life—

Mr. WHEELER. And death.

Mr. CARUTH. And death; and that it was to the credit of the
prisoners, that out of all the number, but one man was willing to de-
sert his country’s flag. Now, let it go into the history of this country
that when it was proposed by the American Co to ereet a monu-
ment over the bones of the dead patriots, but one man in the Ameri-

can Congress raised his voice in opposition to it. [Loud applause.]

Mr KILGORE. I withdraw my proposition for a compromise.

Mr. CARUTH. Yes; withdraw it and let the people know it.

Mr. KILGORE. Yes; I do it.

Mr. FITCH. I move that the House do now adjourn.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Do I un-
derstand the Chair €o hold that it is not in order to withdraw the bill
at this time?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so holds, except by unani-
mMOus consen

Mr. TOWI\BHEND In order to keep faith with the committee, I
ask unanimous consent to withdraw the bill.

Mr. SPINOLA and other members objected.

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was rejected.

Mr. MATSON. I move a call of the House.

The question being taken, there were on a division—ayes 43, noes 12.

8o a call of the House was ordered.

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I renew the motion to adjourn, in
view of the fact that it is evident no other business can be transacted
liere to-night.

Several MEMBERS. Go on with the call.

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the genileman from Missouri in-
gist upon his motion?

Mr. DOCKERY. In deference tothe wishesof members around me
I will withdraw it.

XIX—1411

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll.
The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to
their names:

Adams, Dargan, Jones, Rayner,
Allen, Mass, Darlington, Kelley, Reed,
Allen, Mich, Davenport, Kennedy, Rice,
Allen, Miss. Davidson, Ala. Kerr. Richardson,
Anderson, Iowa  Davidson, Fla. Kemfw.lu. Robertson,
Anderson, Ill. Davis, Kilgore, Romeis,
Anderson,Kans, De Lano, oon, Rowell,
Arnold, Dibble, La Follette, Rowland,
Atkinson, Dmgley. % Raussell, Conn,
Baker, 111, Laidlaw, Russell,
Bankhead, Dun%a Lane, Rusk,
Barnes, Dunn, Lanham, Ryan,
Barry, Elliott, Latham, Sawyer,
Bayne, Enloe, Lawler, Sayers,
Belden, Ermentrout, Lee, L,
Belmont, Farquhar, Leh‘lbaeh. Scull,
ﬁ ggsh,a Finley, }..tnd, Seney,
ingham, er, ONg, Seymour,
Blanchard, Foran, Lyman, Shaw,
Bland, Forney, i.lynch, Sherm
Blount, French, acdonald, Shively,
man, Fuller, Maffett, Simmons,
Bound, Funston, Mason, - Sonyder,
Boutelle, Gaines, McAdoo, Sowden,
Bowden, Gay, MeClammy, Spooner,
Bowen, Gest, McComas, g&ﬂnger.
Bneckinridgu Ark. Gibson, MeCormick, hinecker,
Bredunridge, Ky. Glass, McCullogh, Stephenson,
Brewer, Glover, McEenna, Stewart, Tex,
Brower, Gofl, McKinley, Stewart, Ga.
Browne, Ind. Granger, McKinney, Stewart, Vt.
Brown, Ohio Greenman, McRae, Stockdale,
Brown,J.R.,Va. Grosvenor, Merriman, Stone, Ky.
Brumm. Grout, Milliken, Stone, Mo.
Buchanan, Guenther, Mills, Symes,
Buckalew, Hall, Moore, Tarsney,
Bunnell, Hare, Morgan, Taulbee,
Burnett, Harmer, Morse, Taylor, E. B,, Ohio
Burrows, Hatch, Neal, Taylor, J. D., Ohio
Butler, Haugen, Nelson, Thomas, Ky.
Butterworth, Hayden, Newton, Thomu. 1.
Campbell, Ohio Hayes, Nichols, T Wis.
Cam bell Ty N X s He.urd. Norw Thompson, Ohio
Candl Hemphill, Nutting, Thompson, Cal.
Cannon, Henderson,Jowa Oates, Turner, Ga
Caswell, Henderson, Ill, 0’Donnell, Turner, Kans,
Chipman, Herbert, O'Ferrall, Vandever,
Clardy, Hermann, O'Neall, Ind. Wade,
Clark, Hiestand, 0O'Neill, Pa. \V&lker,
Clements, Hires, e, West
Cobb, Hitt, Outhwaite, Whlling, Mich.
Cockran, Hogg, Owen, Whiting, Mass,
q bfnwell, Holman, Parker, 'Whiu.home,
Collins, Holmes, Patton, Wickham,
Compton, Hopkins, TIL, Payson, Wilber,
Coaoper, Hopkins, Va. Peel, Wilkins,
Cothran, Hopkins, N. Y. Penington, Wilkinson,
Cowles, Houk, Perry, Wilson, W. Va.
Cox, Hovey, Petera, ise,
Crain, Howard, Phelps, Woodburn,
Crisp, Hudd, Pideock, Yardley,
Crouse, Hutton, Plumb, Yost.,
Culberson, Jackson, Post,
Cutcheon, Johnston, Ini Pugsley,
Dalzell, Johnston, N. Randall,

- The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms will close the
00TS,

Mr. BAKER, of New York., Mr. Speaker, first stating that I am
aunthorized by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KiLGoRE] to withdraw
the point of no quorum, 1 ask unaunimous consent that the action in
relation to the $100,000 shall be reconsidered——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentlaman
that that is not in order during a call of the House.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Not by unanimous consent?

Mr. MORRILL. I move to dispense with further proceedings under
the call.

The motion was agreed to; and further proceedings under the ecall
were dispensed with.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Now, Mr, Speaker, I am aunthorized
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] to withdraw the point
of *‘no quorum,” provided unanimous consent be given that the action
upon the $100,000 may be reconsidered; that the yeas and nays may be
considered as ordered upon it; that the previous question may be con-
sidered as ordered, and the whole subject go over until to-morrow
morning.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I accept that.

Mr MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that no
business of any kind is in order until a quornm is present.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The point of noquorum has been withdrawn.

Mr. MATSON. It can not be withdrawn after the record shows no
quorum present until the record again shows that there is a quorum.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the record
shows that there is not a quorum present.

Mr. GEAR. I make the point of order that the roll does not dis-
close the fact that there is not a gnornm present, because the roll has
not been called a second time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that when a call
of the House isordered it requires only onecall of theroll. The roll
has been called and 61 members have answered to their names,
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Mr. GEAR. But the roll has not been called a second time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Therule does not require that the roll
shall be called a second time when there is a call of the House.

Mr. GEAR. The absentees must be called.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will have the rule read.

l:ﬂr. GEAR. Iwill not give the Chair that trouble. I withdraw the

int.
pohir. MATISH. If the second roll-call is proceeded with, and then
farther proceedings under the call are dispensed with——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has distinctly stated that it
is not neeessary to call the roll a second time.

Mr. MAISH. I understand that; but if, notwithstanding the state-
ment of the Chair, we are in the process of calling the second roll, and
the proceedings under the call are then dispensed with, the fact that
there is not a quorum present will not be disclosed prior to the com-
pletion of the call. If, under the custom of the House, we proceed to
call the roll a second time, and inthe midst of that second roll-call the
proceedings under the call of the House are dispensed with, the call
will not disclose the fact that there is no quornm present.

Mr. MATSON. Imake the point of order that after the record shows
that there is no quornm present no businesscan be transacted, even by
unanimous consent.

th'Z{’hct]';as_PI-.‘.AKEE: proiempore. That point of order was sustained by
e Chair,
Mr. MATSON. Then we must either proceed with the call or ad-

journ, and I move that the House adjourn.

The motion was rejected.

' Mr. MAISH. Now we can proceed with the second roll-call.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. MA1sH] that all proceedings under the
call have been dispensed with.

Mr. WEAVER. I rise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WEAVER. A vote was taken by a division and it was ascer-
tained that there was not a quorum present, and the point of no quo-
rum having voted was made. Then a call of the House was ordered,
and then all further proceedings under the call were dispensed with.
It does not appear now to the Chair that there is no quorum present,
because other business has intervened, and it is perfectly proper for the

House to proceed at this time with any other business, until it again,

appears that there is not a quorum present.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The pointof no quornm has been with-
drawn.

Mr. MATSON. The point was withdrawn, and other business has
intervened.

The SPEAKER pro {empore.

ness,

Mr. SPINOLA. I move that the House take a recess until to-mor-
row morning at 11 o'clock.

A MeMBER. Ten o'clock.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quornm is necessary to take a re-
cess; and there is no quorum present. *

Mr. FITCH. I move a call of the House.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I wish to inguire whetherif we should
suspend further proceedings under the call and adjourn, this bill would
not come up to-morrow morning as unfinished business immediately
after the reading of the Journal ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In accordance with the uniform usage
the Speaker, who will occupy the chair in the morning, will pass upon
the question as to what is then in order. The presentoccupant of the
chair will, however, remark that the House to-night is acting under a
special order; and to-morrow, being Friday, is set apart for the con-
sideration of private business.

Mr. FITCH. I call for the regular order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is to vote upon the
motion for a call of the House. ]

Mr. McSHANE. I suggest that this special session of the House,
not being limited as to duration, may extend over to-morrow.

A MeEMBER. If we continue to sit here.

Mr. McCSHANE. We can take a recess fo any time that may be
named. [Cries of *“ Regular order!’’]

Mr. WEBER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The last motion
on which we voted I believe was a motion to adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was.

Mr. WEBER. And under the rule another motion toadjourn is not
in grder until business has intervened.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One motion to adjourn having been
negatived, another motion to adjonrn is not in order until there is some
intervening business.

Mr. WEBER. In orderto bring properly before the House a motion
to adjourn, it is n that a vote be taken on this motion for a call
of the Hounse; and if we vote down the motion, it will then be in order,
as I understand, to move to adjourn. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be. The question is on the
motion of the gentgman from New York for a call of the House.

The question being taken, there were—ayes 27, noes 6.

So the motion for a call of the House was agreed to.

There has been no intervening busi-

Mr. STEELE. Can we not take a recess by unanimous consent un-
til to-morrow? .

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule is imperative—

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is no doubt whatever that the rulingot
the Chair is absolutely correct and that there are now but two things
we can do—either order a call or adjourn. I think for the benefit of
all who are here we should determine which conrse we are going to
pursue and adbere to it. My own judgment is that nothing will re-
sult from a call of the House.

Mr. WEAVER. I desire to suggest that as noguornm has voted and
a call of the House has been ordered——

Mr. GALLINGER. I think we had better have the regular order.

Mr. WEAVER, I hope the gentleman will let me go on.

The SPEAKER pro {empore. The gentleman from New Hampshire
calls for the regular order, which is the call of the roll.

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to
their names :

Adams, Culberson, Jagkson, Randall,
Allen, Mass, Cutcheon, Johnston, Ind. Rayner,
Allen, Mich, zell, Johnston, N, C, Reed,
Allen, Miss, rgan, Jones, Rice,

, Iowa  Darlington, Kelley, Ril s
Anderson, Miss. Davenport, Kennedy, Rockwell,
Anderson, lil, Davidson, Ala, Kerr, Rogers,
Anderson, Kans. Davidson, Fla. hoetcham, Romeis,

Arno Davis, ‘oon, Rowell,
Atkinson, De Lano, La Folletie, Rowland,
Baker, I1..™ Dibble, X n, Russell, Conn.
Bankhead, Dinil-ey. aw, usl,

Barnes, Dockery, Landes, Ryan,

: Dunham, Lane, Sawyer,
Bayne, Dunn, Lanham, Bayers,
Belden, Elliott, Latham,

Belmont, Enloe, Lawler, Senll,
Biggs, Ermentrout, Seney,
Bingham, Farquhar, Lind, Seymour,
Blanchard, Finley, Long, Sherman,
Bland, Fisher, Lyman, Shively,
Blount, Foran, Lynch, Simmons,
Boothman, Ford, Macdonald, Snyder,
Bound, Forney, Maffett, Sowden,
Boutelle, Fren. Mason, Spooner,
Bowen, Fuller, MeAdoo, Springer,
Breckinridge, Ark. Funston, MeClammy, Stephenson,
Breckinridge, Ky. Gaines, eComas, Stewart, Tex

= Gay, MeCormick, Ste
Brower, Gest, McCullogh, Stewart, Vt.
Browne, Ind. Gibson, McKenna, Stockdale,
Brown, Ohio Glass, McKinley, Sione, Ky
Brown, J. R.,Va. Glover, McKinney, Stone, Mo.
Brumm, off, McRae, Struble,
Buchanan, Granger, Merr mes,
Buckalew, Greenman, Milliken, ey,
Bunnell, Grosvenor, Milils, Taul
Burnes, Grou Moore, Taylor, IZ. B., Ohio'
Burnett, Guenther, Morgan, Taylor,J. D., Ohio
Burrows, Hall, Morse, Thomas, 111,
Butler, Hare, Neal, Thomnas, Wis.
Butterworth, Harmer, Nelson, Thompson, Ohio
Bynum, Hatch, Newton, Thompson, Cal.
Campbell, Ohio. Haugen, Nichols, Turner,
()nmi:hell,TJ..N.Y.Hayden, Norwood, Turner, Ga.
Candler, Hayes, Nutting, Vandever,
Cannon, Heard, Oates, ‘Wade,
Carlton, Hemphill, O'Donnell, ‘Walker,
Caswell, Henderson, Jowa O'Ferrall, Wi
Catchings, Henderson, I1L O'Neall, Ind, White, Ind.
Chipman, Herbert, O'Neill, Pa. White, N. Y.
Clardy, Hermann, Osborne, Whiting, Mich,
Clark, IHiestand, Outhwaite, iting, Mass,
Clements, Hires, Owen, W hitthorne,
Cobb, Hitt, Parker, ‘Wickham,
Cockran, Hogg, Patton, Wilber,
Cogswell, Holman, Payson, Wilkins,
Collins, Holmes, Peel, Wilkinson,
Compton, Hopkins, I1L Penington, Wilson, Minn.
Conger, Hopkins, Va. Perkins, Wilson, W. Va.
Cooper, Hopkins, N, Y. Perry, Wise,
Cothran, Houlk, Woodburn,
Cowles, Hovey, Phelps, Yardley,
Cox, Howard, Pideock, Yost.
Crain, Hudd, Plumb,
Crisp, Hunter, Post,
Crouse, Hutton, Pugsley,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Fifty-one members have answered to
their names. The Clerk will now note the absentees; and the Ser-
geant-at-Arms will close the doors,

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Clerk has called over the names but once,
Should there not be a second call, which is nsually had before the roll-
call is considered as concluded ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular practice is being followed.
The Digest states—

At the conclusion of the call of the roll—which is called but once—the ab-
sentees are noted, and the doors closed ; the names of the absentees are called

over, and a list of those for whom no sufficient excuse is made is furnished the
Sergeant-at-Arms by the Clerk.

The names of the absentees will now be called for the presentation
of excuses.

Mr. ApaMs: No excuse offered.

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered.

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: No excuse offered.

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi: No excuse offered.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa: No excuse offered.
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: No exense offered,
Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois: No excuse offered.
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: No execuse offered.
Mr. ArNoLD: No excuse offereds

Mr. ATKI}ysoN: No excuse offered.

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois: No excuse offered.
Mr. BANKHEAD: No excuse offered.

Mr. BARNES: No excuse offered.

Mr. BARkY: No excuse offered.

Mr. BAY~NE: No excnse offered.

Mr, BELDEN: No excuse offered.

Mr. BELMoNT: No oxcuse offered.

Mr. Bigas.

Mr. MANSUR. T desire to ask that Mr. Brcgs be excused. He

boards at the same house with myself, and I know that he is sick.,

He has been so for four or fivedays. Indeed, Iadvised him to-day not
to think of coming here to-morrow, but to wait until Saturday. I
think his eondition is such that it would serionsly imperil his health
if he should be brought here to-night. I move that he be exeused.

There being no objection, Mr. BrcGs was excused.

Mr. BiNGHAM: No excuse offered.

Mr. BLANCHARD: No excuse offered.

Mr. BLAND: No excuse offered.

Mr. BLouxT: No excuse offered.

Mr. BOOTHMAN.

Mr. YODER. My colleague [ Mr. BoorHMAN] is not able to be here
to-night. I ask that he be excused.

There being no objection, Mr. BOOTHMAN was excused.

Mr. Bouxp: No excuse offered.

Mr. BoUuTELLE: No excuse offered.

Mr. Bowgx: No excuse offered.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: No excuse offered.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky; No excuse offered.

Mr. BREWER: No excuse offered.

. BROWER: No excuse offered.
. BROWNE, of Indiana: No excuse offered.
. BRowN, of Ohio.

Mr. CHEADLE moved that Mr. Beowx, of Ohio, be excused, and
there being no objection, it was agreed to.

Mr. JoEHN R. BRowN: No excuse offered.

Mr. Bruai: No excuse offered.

Mr. BUCHANAN: No excuse offered.

Mr. BucKALEW: No excuse offered.

Mr. BUNNELL: No excuse offered,

Mr. Bur~NEs: No excuse offered.

Mr. BURNETT: No excuse offered.

Mr. Burrows: No excuse offered.

Mr. BUuTLER: No excuse offered.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH: No excuse offered.

Mr. By~Nunm: No excuse offered.

Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio: No excuse offered.

Mr, TimoTHY J. CAMPBELL: No excuse offered.

Mr. CANDLER: No excuse offered.

Mr. CaANNoxN: No excuse offered.

Mr. CarLTON: No excuse offered.

Mr. CASWELL: No excuse offered.

Mr. CatcHINGs: No excure offered.

Mr. CaTPMAN: No excuse offered.

Mr. CLARDY: No excuse offered.

Mr, CLARK: No excuse offered.

Mr. CLEMENTS: No excuse offered.

Mr. CosB: No excuse offered.

Mr. CockRAN: No excuse offered.

Mr, CogsWELL: No excuse offered.

Mr. CoLrLiNs: No excuse offered.

Mr. ComproN: No excuse offered.

Mr. CoNGER: No excuse offered.

Mr. CooPER: No excuse offered.

Mr. CorHRAN: No excuse offered.

Mr. CowLEs: No excuse offered.

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. My colleagne, Mr. CowLES,
has been detaned from the House by the sickness of his wife, and I
move he be excused.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. MAHONEY cagu Cox,
Mr. MAHON . 1 move that my coll e, Mr. be excused.
The motion was agreed to. = :

Mr. CRAIN: No excuse offered.

Mr. Crisp: No excuse offered.

Mr. CROUSE.

Mr. WILLIAMS moved that Mr. CROUSE be excnsed.
The motion was agreed to.

Mr. CULBERSON: No excuse offered.

Mr. CUTCHEON.

Mr. TRACEY moved that Mr. CUTCHEON be excused.
The motion was agreed to.

Mr. DALZELL: No excuse offered.

Mr. DARGAN: No excuse offered.

Mr., DARLINGTON: No excuse offered.

Mr. DAVENPORT: No excuse offered.

Mr. Davipsox, of Alabama.

Mr. WHEELER. I move my colleague be excused.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. DavipsoN, of Florida.

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I move my colleague be excused.

A MeMBER. For what reason?

Mr. DOUGHERTY. The gentleman asks for what reason. Iam
not aware he knows there has been a call of the House., [Laughter.]
I will not state to this House my colleague is unwell, but I will state
that he is usnally in attendance on the meetings of this House when
his presence is necessary. 1 make the motion and leave the House to
do as it pleases.

Mr. TRACEY. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. The noes seem to have it.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 12.

So the motion was agreed to.

Mr. Davis: No excuse offered.

Mr. DE LaNo: No excuse offered.

Mr. DiBBLE: No excuse offered.

Mr. DINGLEY: No excuse offered.

Mr. DockERY: No excunse offered.

Mr. DuNxuAM: No excuse offered.

Mr. DuxN: No excuse offered.

Mr. ErrioT: No excuse offered.

Mr. ENLOE: No excuse offered.

Mr. ERMENTROUT: No excuse offered.

Mr, FARQUHAR: No excuse offered

Mr. FINLEY: No excuse offered.

Mr. FisaER: Norexcuse offered.

Mr. ForAN: No excuse offered.

Mr. Forp: No excuse offered.

Mr. ForNEY: No excuse offered.

Mr. FRENCH: No excuse offered.

Mr. FUuLLER: No excuse offered.

Mr. FuxstoxN: No excuose offered.

Mr. GAY.

Mr. ROBERTSON. I move my colleague be excused.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. GAINES.

Mr. BOWDEN, I move Mr, GAINES be excused.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. GesT: No excuse offered.

Mr. GiesoN: No excuse offered.

Mr. GLAss: No excuse offered.

Mr. GLoVER: No excuse offered.

Mr. Gorr: No excuse offered.

Mr. GRAXGER: No excuse offered.

Mr. GREENXMAN: No excuse offered.

Mr. GROSVENOR: No excuse offered.

Mr. GrouT: No excuse offered.

Mr. GUENTHER: No excuse offered.

Mr. HALL: No excuse offered.

Mr. HARE: No excuse offered.

Mr. HARMER: No excuse offered.

Mr, HaTcH: No excuse offered.

Mr. HAUGEN: No excused offered.

Mr, HAYDEN: No excuse offered.

Mr. HAYES: No excnse offered.

Mr. HEARD: No excnse offered.

Mr. HEMPHILL: No excuse offered.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa: No excuse offered.

Mr. HENDERsSON, of Illinois: No excuse offered.

Mr. HERBERT: No excuse offered.

Mr. HEEMANN: No excuse offered.

Mr, HiesTAND: No excuse offered.

Mr. Hires: No excuse offered.

Mr. Hrrr: No excuse offered.

Mr. HoGG: No excuse offered.

Mr. HoLMAXN: No excuse offered.

Mr. HoLMEs: No excuse offered.

Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois: No excuse offered.

Mr. Horgixs, of Virginia: No excuse offered.

Mr. Hopkixs, 6f New York: No excuse offered.

! Mr. HouK: No excuse offered.

Mr. HovEY: No excuse offered.

Mr. HowARD: No excuse offered.

Mr. Hupp: No excuse offered.

Mr. HUNTER: No excuse offered.

Mr. HurToN: No excuse offered.

Mr. JACKsON: No excuse offered.

Mr. JouNsTON, of Indiana: No excuse offered.

Mr. JoHNSTON, of North Carolina: No excuse offered,
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Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, Mr. JoENsTON has been
unwell for several weeksand notable to atlend the session of the House
this evening, and I ask he be excused.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr, FELTON. I ask my colleague, Mr. Bicas, be excused.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He has been excused.

Mr. JoNES: No excuse offered.

Mr. KELLEY: No excuse offered.

Mr. KERR: No excuse offered.

Mr. KErcaAM: No excuse offered.

Mr. LA¥F0ON: No excuse offered.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE: No excuse offered.

- Mr. LAGAN: No excuse offered.

Mr. LAIDLAW: No excuse offered.

Mr, LANDES: No excuse offered.

Mr. LANE: No excuse offered.

Mr. LANHAM: No excuse offered.

Mr, LatHAM: No excuse offered.

Mr. LAWLER: No excuse offered.

Mr. LEE: No excuse offered.

Mr, LiND: No excuse offered.

Mr. LoNGg: No excuse offered.

Mr. LYMAN: No excuse offered.

Mr. LyxcH: No excuse offered.

Mr. MAcDONALD: No excuse offered.

Mr. MAFFETT: No excuse offered.

Mr. GEAR. Iask that my colleague, Mr. LYMAN, be excused on
account of sickness.

There was no objection.

Mr. MasoN: No excuse offered.

. MCADoO: No excuse offered.

. McCrLAMMY: No excuse offered.

. McCoxas: No excuse offered.

. McCorMICK: No excuse offered.

. McCuLrogH: No excuse offered.

. MCKENNA.

Mr. MORROW. I ask that my colleague, Mr. MCKENNA, be ex-

There was no objection.

Mr. MCKINLEY.

Mr. WILLIAMS. T ask that Mr. McCKINLEY be excused.

Mr. TRACEY. I object.

Mr. WILLIAMS., I move that he be excused.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. McSHANE. Isitin order to move to dispense with further

ings under the call ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is in order.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move to dispense with further proceedings.

Mr. McSHANE. If in order, I desire to submit that motion. I
move that all further proceedmgs under the call be dispensed with.

Thequestion was taken;and on adivision there were—ayes 12, noes21.

So the motion was rejected.

Mr. McCSHANE. My object in dispensing with the call was to move
an adjonrnment.

Mr. McKINXEY: No excose offered.

Mr. McRAE: No excuse offered.

Mr. MERRIMAN: No excuse offered.

Mr. MILLIKEN: No excuse offered.

Mr. MrILLs.

Mr. ABBOTT. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr,
MiLrs, be excused. He has not been well lately.

There was no objection.

Mr. Moong: No excuse offered.

Mr. MorGAN: No excuse offered.

Mr. Morsg: No excuse offered.

Mr. NeaL: No excuse offered.

Mr. NELSON: No excuse offered.

Mr. NEwToN: No excuse offered.

Mr. N1cmors: No excuse offered.

Mr. Norwoon: No excuse offered.

Mr. NurTiNG: No excuse offered.

Mr. OATES: No excuse offered.

Mr. O'DoNXELL: No excuse offered.

Mr. (’FERRALL: No excuse offered.

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana: No excuse offered.

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: No excuse offered,

Mr. OsBorNE: No excuse offered.

Mr. OuUTHWAITE: No excuse offered.

Mr. OweN: No excuse offered.

Mr. PARKER: No excuse offered.

Mr. PAaTTON: No excuse offered.

Mr. PAYsoN: No excuse offered.

Mr. PEEL: No excuse offered.

Mr. PENINGTON: No excuse offered.

Mr. PErRKINS: No excuse offered.

. PERRY: No excuse offered.
. PETERS: No excuse offered.
. PHELPS: No excuse offered.
. Pinpcock: No excuse offered.
. PLUMB: No excuse offered. .
. PosT: No excuse offered.
. PuesLEY: No excuse offered.
. RANDALL.
. BACON.
account of illness or not;
There was no objection.
Mr. RAYNER: No excuse offered.
Mr, REED: No excuse offered.
Mr. Rice: No excuse offered.
Mr, RicHARDSON: No excuse offered.
Mr. RocKWELL: No excuse offered.
Mr. RoGERs: No excuse offered.
Mr. RoMEIs: No excuse offered.
Mr. ROWELL: No excuse offered. -
. ROWLAND: No excuse offered.
. RussELL, of Connecticut: No excuse offered.
. Rusk: No excuse offered.
. RYAN: No excuse offered.
. SAWYER: No excuse offered.
. BAYERS: No excuse offered.
. BcoTrt: No excuse offered.
. ScuLL: No excuse offered.
. SENEY: No excuse offered.
. BEYMOUR: No excuse offered.
Mr. SHERMAN.
. GEAR. Iask unanimous consent that Mr. SHERMAN be ex-
cused on account of sickness.
There was no objection.
Mr. SHIVELY: No excuse offered.
Mr. SiMMoNs: No excuse offered.
Mr. SNYDER: No excuse offered.
Mr. SowpDEN: No excuse offered.
Mr. SPooNER: No excuse offered.
Mr. SPRINGER: No excuse offered.
‘Mr. STEPHENSON: No excuse offered.
Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: No excuse offered.
Mr. STEWART, of Texas: No excuse offered.
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont: No excuse offered.
Mr. STOCKDALE: No excuse offered.
Mr. BroNE, of Kentucky.
Mr, STEELE. I ask that Mr. StoxE, of Kentucky, be excused.
There was no objection.
Mr. S8TONE, of Missouri.
Mr. WILLIAMS. T ask that Mr. StoNE, of Missouri, be excused.
I know personally his health is very poor.
There was no objection.
Mr. SYMES: No excuse offered.
Mr. TARsNEY: No excuse offered.
Mr. TAULBEE.
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. TAULBEE, I understand, is quite ill, and I
ask that he be excused.
There was no objection.
Mr. WARNER. Idid not think of it when the name was called,
but I ask that Mr. BRoOWX, of Ohio, be excused.
The SPEAKER pro tempore He has been already excused.
Mr. EzrA B. TAYLOR.
Mr. WILLIAMS., I ask that Mr. EzrA B. TAYLOoR be excused.
He is a man advanced in years.
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I object.
Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I move that he be excused.
Mr. GEAR. He is quite feeble,
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. So is Mr. RICE.
The House dnnded and there were—ayes 17, noes 10,
So the motion of Mr. WILLIAMS was agreed o,
Mr. JosegpH D. TAYLOR: No excuse offered.
Mr, THOMAS, of Kentucky: No excuse offered.
Mr. THoMAS, of Illinois.
Mr. STEELE. 1 ask that Mr. Tmoas, of Illinois, be excused.
There was no objection.
Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin: No excuse offered.
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohie: No excuse offered.
Mr. THOMPSON, of California: No excuse offered,
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: No excuse offered.
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: No excuse offered.
Mr. VANDEVER: No excuse offered.
Mr. WADE.
Mr. WARNER. I ask that Mr. WADE be excused.
Mr. STEELE. On what account?
Mr. WARNER. On account of sickness in his family.
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I object. Ifheis nack Iam will-
ing he shall be axcu.sed.

I do not know whether Mr. RANDALL is excused on
but I ask that he be excused.
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. M{ WARNER. He is not ill himself, but there is sickness in his
amily.

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I withdraw the objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there further objection ?

There was no objection.

ﬁ. MORROW. I ask that my colleague, Mr. VANDEVER, be ex-
cused.

There was no objection.

Mr. WesT: No excuse offered.

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana: No excuse offered.

Mr. WHITE, of New York: No excuse offered.

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan: No excuse offered.

Mr, WHITING, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered.

Mr. WHITTHORNE: No excuse offered.

Mr. WickuaAM: No excuse offered.

Mr. WILBER.

M«. MOFFITT. I ask that my colleague, Mr. WILBER, of New
York, be excused on account of illness.

There was no objection.

Mr. WILKINS: No excuse offered.

Mr. WILKINSON: No excuse offered.

Mr. WiLsoxN, of Minnesota: No excuse offered.

Mr. WiLsoN, of West Virginia: No excuse offered.

Mr. WisE: No excuse offered.

Mr. WoopBURN: No excuse offered.

Mr. YARDLEY: No excuse offered.

Mr. Yost: No excuse offered.

Mr. ABBOTT. I ask that Mr. CULBERSON be excused. I saw
him this afternoon at the hotel and he told me that he was not well. _

Mr. FITCH. I object.

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I know he is not well.

Mr. ABBOTT. I move that he be excused.

The question was taken; and there were on a division—ayes 20,
noes 0.

So the motion was adopted.

Mr. MORROW. I amrequested toask for the excuse of Mr. ATKIN-
80N, of Pennsylvania.

There was no objection.

Mr. MOFFITT. I ask that Mr. McCorMICK, of Pennsylvania, be
excused. He was called home yesterday on business.

There was no objection,

Mr. McSHANE. Mr. Speaker, there have been excuses given to
about 35 members. There are nearly 100 members absent ifrom the
city, so that it is impossible to secure a quorum at this time. It re-
quires the enforced attendance of 112 members. Now itis very easily
seen that it is impossible to secure the attendance, in addition to the
number here present, of 112 members, or anything like that number,
and therefore I move that the Hounse adjourn.

Mr. FITCH. Is debate in order?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1t is not.

Mr. FITCH. The gentleman has stated his reasons.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Chairdid not understand the state-
ment of the gentleman from Nebraska.

Mr. McSHANE. I made a motion that the House adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is in order. The question
is upon the motion to adjourn.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 21.

So the House refused to adjourn.

Mr. LEHLBACH. Is it in order to call for tellers?

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Thereis a resolution on the Clerk’s desk
I wish to offer.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Armstake into enstody, and bring to the bar of
the House, such of the members as are now absent without leave of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the resolution or
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. KILGORE. Imake the point of order on this. [Cries of ** Reg-
ular Order!’’] Does it require an order of the House for the Sergeant-
at-Arms to enforce the attendance of members?

Several MEMBERS. It does.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
the gentleman from New York.

The reselution was adopted.

Mr. SHAW. Isitin order to move that further proceedings under
the call be dispensed with?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1t is,

Mr. SHAW. I make thatmotion, and trust thatit will be agreed to.

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 20, noes 24,

i%‘la the House refused to dispense with further proceedings under the
cail.

Mr. McSHANE. I move that the Houze do now adjourn.

Tellers were demanded, but were not ordered, only 16 voting in
favor therecof.

On the motion to adjourn there were—ayes 22, noes

So the motion was agreed to; and zwcordmgly (at 12 O'CIDck and 45
mioutes a. m, l"rll‘.la), July ‘ZU 1888) the House adjourned.

The question is upon the resolution of

PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED.

Under therule Eriva.te bills of the following titles were introduced
and referred as indicated below:

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 10899) granting a pension to James
Corcoran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 10900) granting a pension to John
Dillon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10901) granting a pension to Sarah Boden—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10902) granting a pension to Melvina Greenya—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 10903) for the relief of
John H. Percival—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 10904) to provide an American
register for the steamer Saginaw, of New York—to the Committee on
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. GAY: A bill (H. R. 10905) for the relief of Odon Deucatte—
to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 10908) granting a pension to Fidel
Gates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 10907) granting a pension to Henry
Mitchell Younghlood—to the Committee on Pensions.-

By Mr. WEBER: A bill (H. R. 10908) granting a pension to Mrs.
Elmira J. Towner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 10909) granting a pension to
Moses A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10910) granting a pension to
Abraham A. Fowler—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, BANKHEAD: Petition of 156 citizens of Jefferson County,
and of 10 citizens of Fayette County, Alabama, for amendments to the
interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of Knights of Labor, Local’ Assembly No.
1630, in favor of House bill 8716—to the Committee on Labor.

Also, resolution of Association of Disabled Veterans of Pittsburgh,
Pa., for the passage of Senate bill 1127—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of the Woman's Chris-
tian Temperance Union of Kentucky, for a prohibatory amendment to
the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Henry M. Barrett & Co. and others, against the
Mills bill—to the Committee on Ways and Mean-,

By Mr. BUNNELL. Petition of Rev. B. F. Larabee and 30 othzrs,
citizens of the Fifteenth district of Pennsylvania, for prohibition in the
Distﬂriictof Columbia—to the=elect Committee on the Alcoholic Liguor
Traffic.

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of citizens of Middlesex County and
of Worcester County, Massachusetts, in favor of pure food—to the Com-

. mittee on Agricnlture.

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of citizens of De Soto, Mo., asking that
dentists’ instruments be admitted free of duty—to 'the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. COBB: Memorial of Harry White and 50 others, of Bibb
County, Alabama, for certain amendments to the interstate-commerce
act—to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of Garfield Assembly, of Dallas County,
Towa, for certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the
Committe: on Commerce.

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of North Slde, Lineoln, Dravoshurgh,
General Marion, Sherwood, Birmingham, General Pu tn-nn Wilkins-
burgh, Laurel, Duqnesne, and Eureka Councils, Junior Order of United
American Mechanies, in favor of the passage of Senate bill 5533, to reg-
ulate and restrict immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of 160 manufacturers and drawers of wire
in the United States, without regard to party, for a duty of three-
tenths of 1 cent per pound on all iron and steel wires—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of the Sixth district of Mis-
souri, in tavor of amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the
Committee on Commerce.

Also, petition of citizens of the Sixth district of Missouri, for re-
moval of tariff on dentist’s tools, goods, etc.—to the Commitiee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. HOVEY: Petition of J. M. White and 57 others, of Pike
County, Indiana, in favor of House bill 2165—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LEE: Papers in the case of Edwin C. Fitzhugh, for relief—
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. MANSUR: Petition of 38 citizens, and of D. 5. Scott and
others, citizens of Missouri, for removal of duty on dental supplies and
instruments—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolution of Association of Fully-disabled Vet~
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erans of the Union Army and Navy, of Pittsburgh, Pa., for immediate
of Senate bill 1127 and of House bill 4356—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RICE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union
of Minnesota, for prohibitory amendment to the Constitution—to the
Committee on the Judiciary. !

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of T. W. Tarner, of Coffee County,
Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of woolen manufacturers and wool
dealers against the Mills bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SCULL: Resolations of the Turnverein of Johnstown, Pa.,
urging that the existing law prohibiting the importation of contract
:][.;abﬁ;‘r criminals, insane or paupers, be enforced—to the Committee on

By Mr. SIMMONS: Memorial of H, L. Lassiter and 31 others, of
Northampton County, North Carolina, for certain amendments to the
interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Commerce.

Also, petition of Gray Newsom and others, of Wilson, N. C., for cer-
tain amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committeeon
Commerce, $

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Ed. 8. Stewart and 100 other glass
manufacturers and laboring men of Marion, Ind., for restoration of
the tariff of 1883, and especially that the Mills schedule on glass be
not passed—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

- Also, papers in the case of James A. Ruossell—to the Commitiee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. )

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Memorial of J. P. Wolf and 86
others, of Tyler, Tex., for certain amendments to the interstate-com-
merce law—to the Committee on Commerce. :

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Petition for the passage of House bills
for increase of pensions, and to pay arrears, etc.—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. J. B. WHITE: Petition of Rev. J. N. MeCurdy and 25 others,
citizens of the Twelfth district of Indiana, for prohibition in tke District
of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liguor Traffic.

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of W. A. Donaldson, in favor of
House bill 9517—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 2

The following petition for the more efficient protection of agricnlt-
ure, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to the
Committee on Ways and Means:

By Mr. JACKSON: Of M. A. Wilson and 31 others, of Buffalo, Pa.

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

By Mr. BAYNE: Of veterans of Pittsburgh and of citizens of Alle-
gheny County, Pennsylvania.

The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law providing
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basisof illit-
eracy, was referred fo the Committee on Education:

By Mr. CANDLER: Of the board of education and 171 citizens of
Gwinnett County, Georgia.

SENATE.
FRIDAY, July 20, 1888.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to
a resolution of May 8, 1888, papers containing certain information in
relation to employés in the internal-revenne service, district of Mary-
land; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Select

Committee to Examine into the Condition of the Civil Service, and or- |-

dered to be printed,

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary
of the Navy, transmitting, in response to a resolution of June25, 1888,
a statement showing the full complement of officers and the full com-
plement of men which will be required for the Chicago and each of the
other fourteen vessels, and for the Paritan and each of the other iron-
clads mentioned in the Department’s report for 1887; which, on motion
of Mr. HALE, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore presented a petition of citizens of Jef-
ferson County, Alabama, praying for certain amendments of the inter-
state-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce.

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of the Junior Order of United Ameri-

can Mechanics, of Indusiry Council, No. 163, of Reading, Pa.; of
Chester Council, No. 36, of Chester, Pa.; of Washington Council, No.
1, of Germantown, Pa.; of Phillipsburgh Council, No. 24, of Water
Cure, Pa.; of Rochester Conncil, No. 140, of Rochester, Pa.; of Ameri-
can Council, No. 30, of Philadelphia, Pa.; of Belmont Council, No. 190,
of Philadelphia, Pa.; of Lackawanna Council, No. 81, of Taylorport,
Pa.; of Alliguippa Council, No. 67, of McKee's Rocks, Pa.; of Schuyl-
kill Council, No, 12, of Philadelphia, Pa.; of F: t Council, No.
146, of Bellevue, Pa.; of Reliable Council, No. 90, of Allegheny, Pa.;
of Bainbridge Council, No. 128, of Pittshurgh, Pa.; of Summit Coun-
cil, No. 173, Lemont Furnace, Fayette Connty, Pennsylvania; of Sus-
quehanna Council, No. 89, of Wrightsville, Pa.; of Mayflower Coun-
cil, No. 159, of Derry, Pa.; of Iron City Couneil, No. 171, of Pittsburgh,
Pa.;of Riverside ("ouncil, No. 87, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; of Penn Council,
No, 106, of Penn’s Station, Pa. ; of Tarentum Council, No. 1, of Taren-
tam, Pa.; of Smoky City Council, No. 119, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; of
Seranton Council, No, 197, of Seranton, Pa.; of Hazel Glin Council,
No, 208, of Pittsburgh, Pa., and of Americus Council, No. 218, of
Pittsburgh, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill 553, to regulate
!im_mig'mtion; which . were referred to the Committee on Foreign Re-
ations.

He also presented a petition of citizens of Schuylkill County, Penn-
sylvania, praying for certain amendments of the iuterstate-commerce
law: which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Dr. M. V. Johnson, Dr.
A. B. Peak, and Dr. Frank Y. Herbert, citizens of Holden, Johnson
County, Missonri, engaged in the practice of dentistry, praying for the
removal or reduction of duties on dental mstruments, teeth, gold foil,
alloys, cements, and other articles used in the dental profession; which
was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented the petition of John M. Sneed, J. 8. Stephens, T,
M. Palmer, and other citizens of Pettis County, Missouri, praying for
the passage of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law;
which was referred to the Committee on Intersiate Commerce

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of citizens of Wayne County, North
Carolina, praying for certain amendments of the interstate-commerce
law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 58 citizens of Logan County,
Obio; a petition of 103 ecitizens of Noble County, Ohio; a petition of
51 citizens of Mitchell, Kans.; a petition of 32 citizens of San Fran-
cisco, Cal.; a petition of 14 citizens of Karnes, Tex.; a petition of 14
citizens of Kendall, Tex.; a petition of 14 citizens of Lake, Ill.; a
petition of 30 citizens of hamiltou, Tex.; a petition of 32 citizens of
Kenosha, Wis.; a petition of 36 citizens of Bandera, Tex.; and a peti-
tion of citizens of El Paso, Tex., praying for the passage of legislation
affording protection to the wool-growing and woolen-manufacturing in-
dustries of the country; which were referred to the Committee on
Finance.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Library, reported an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill,
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations;
which was agreed to.

Mr, MANDERSON, from the Committeeon Military Affairs, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them each without amend-
ment, and submitted reports thercon:

A bill (8, 2098) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Charles G. Sawlelle,
Deputy Quaitermaster-General, United States Army; and

A bill (H. R. 7452) for the relief of the Southern Illinois Normal
University.

Mr. FARWELL, from the Commiitee on the District of Columbia,
to whor was referred the bill (8. 441) to amend the Revised Statutes
relating to the Districtof Columbia, for the protection of girls and for
the punishment of the crime of rape, reported adversely thereon and
the bill was postponed indefinitely.

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re-
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment,
and submitted reports thereon: .

A bill (H. R. 7160) granting an increase of pension to A. W. Rose;

A bill EH. R. 8677) granting a pension to Mary E. Forren;

A hill (H. R. 817) granting a pension to Mary Foster;

A bill (H. R. 8574) granting a pension to Sallie T. Ward, widow of
the late W. T. Ward; and

A bill (H. R. 8794) granting a pension to Levi Little.

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to
whom was referred the bill (8. 1620) for the relief of Esther A. Key-
ser, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (8.1917) for the relief of John R. Reynolds, reported it
with amendments.

Mr. HALE. I report from the Commitiee on Appropriations with
amendments the bill (H. R. 10556) making appropriations for the naval
service for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes.
I ask that the bill may be printed as reported, and I give notice that I
shall eall it up at an early day.
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