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By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 11900) for the relief of Matilda
Grippen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of 87 persons and 80 representative in-
dorsements from the SBixth Congressional district of New York, asking
for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor.

By Alr. BREWER: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Mary Buck-
land for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of Bur-
lington, N. J., for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law—to the
Committee on Labor.

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of 188 citizens of the Fifth Congres-
sional district of Minnesota, in favor of a national Sunday-rest law—
to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. GEST: Petition of 59 citizens of Hancock Connty, Illinois,
for a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. HITT: Petition of 219 citizens of the Sixth Congressional
district of Illinois, asking for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Com-
mittee on Labor.

By Mr. McDUFFIE: Petition of Willis Boston, for reference of his
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, petition of Andrew J. Ingle, for the same relief—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

Also, petition of F, C. Harris, for same relief—to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Petition of Mrs, Amanda M. Carter,
8. Carter, and 315 others, citizens of Grant County, Indiana, for a na-
tional Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of Matilda Grippen, for widow’s pen-
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of 1), 8, Grant Post, 327, Grand Army
of the Republie, opposing the removal of the remains of General Grant
from their present resting-place—to the Committee on the Library.

SENATE.
SATURDAY, August 30, 1890,

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a com-
munication of the 28th instant from the Commissioner of Indian Af-
fairs, inclosing a draught of a joint resolution authorizing the transfer
of certain appropriations for the Indian service on the books of the
Treasury; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

PETITIONS  AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present a petition of the officers of the Woman’s
Christian Temperance Union, of Albuquerque, N. Mex., praying for
the passage of the proposed law, or the substance of it, on the subject
of the settlement of private land claims in that Territory, and repre-
senting the great injury to society and progress there, owing to the un-
settled condition of land titles. I move that the petition lie on the
table, as the bill has been reported.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. MORGAN. Ipresenta memorialinthe nature of a protest from
the colored people of Birmingham, Ala., and that vicinity, who met
in mass meeting on the 15th of August, 1890, and who in their resolu-
tions have preferred a request that I should present to the Senate this
paper on behalf of the colored citizens of Birmingham, by Prince Rob-
inson, chairman of the meeting, and the secretary.

I will call attention to one of the resolutions to show the purpose of
the memorial, after various preambles and recitals in regard to this
matter:

Resolved, That we, the colored people of Birmingham, Ala., in mass meeting
nssembled, do hereby enter onr solemn protest against the passage of the said
election bill,

I move that the memorial lie on the table and be printed.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the National Woman’s Chris-
tian Temperance Union, signed by 110 citizens ot Tennessee, praying
for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Eduncation and Labor.

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of merchant tailors and cloth-
ing manufacturers, of Cincinpati, Ohio, praying for snch amendment
of sections 392 and 396 of the McKinley tariff bill, in regard to woolens
and worsteds and ready-made clothing, as will prohibit the free im-
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po;}ntion of made-up wearing-apparel; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

He also presented a petition with 172 individual signatures and 730
representative indorsements of citizens of Ohio, praying for the passage
of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Committee on Eduea-
tion and Labor.

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of 320 citizens of Illinois, pray-
ing for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the
Committee on Education and Labor. -

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 235 citizensof New York State,”
praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. SAWYER( from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 11773) granting an increase of pension to Mrs,
Mary B. Cushing, reported it without amendment, and submitted a
report thereon,

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re-
ferred the following bills, reported them severally withont amendment,
and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R.10350) granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten;

A bill (H. R. 10635) for the relief of Olive M. Hechtman; and

A bill (8. 3196) granting an increase of pension to Michael McGar-
vey.

yh'H[r. DAYVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was
referred the bill (8. 4352) for the relief of Basil Moreland, asked that
the committee be discharged from its further consideration, and that it
be referred to the Commitiee on Indian Affairs; which was agreed to.

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committes on Pens!’ons, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 11417) to increase the pension of Cecilia I. Woods,
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R. 9212) to relieve John J. Murphy from the
charge of desertion, asked that the committee be discharged from the
further consideration of the bill, and that it be referred to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. .

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was
referred the bill (H. R.9630) granting a right of way through and a
right to terminal grounds in the State of Washington to the Portland
and Puget Sound Railroad Company, and for other purposes, reported
it with amendments.

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R, 2174) to remove the charge of desertion
from Ellery C. Folger, reported it withont amendment, and submitted -
a report thereon.

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION.

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing
to report back favorably the House concurrent resolution for printin,
the Report of the Commissioner of Education for 1888 and 1889 wi
certain amendments, and I ask for its present consideration.

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso-

lution.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the Committee
nted,’’ in the fourth line,

on Printing will be stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word **
strike out ‘' twenty '’ and insert ‘‘and bound sixteen;’’ strike out
‘“ten” in the fifth line and insert *‘ eight;’’ and strike out *‘eight’’ in
the sixth line and insert *‘twenty;’’ so as to make the resolution read:

Resolved by the House of Represeniatives (lhe Senate concurring), That of the Report
of the Commissioner of Education for 1888 and 1859 there be printed and bound
16,000 copies for the use of the House, 8,000 for the use of the Senate, and 20,000
for the use of the Commissioner of Education.

The amendments were agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed o,

Mr, MANDERSON. I move that the Senate request a conference
with the House of Representatives on its amendments to the conenrrent
resolution.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimons consent, the President pro fempore was authorized to
appoint the conferees on the part of the te; and Mr. MANDERSON,
Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. FAULENER introduced a bill (8. 4362) granting a pension to
Catharine A. Sharp; which was read twice by its title, and, with the
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He alsointroduced a hill (S. 4363) for the relief of the trustees of the
Methodist Episcopal Churchof Flat Woods, Braxton County, West Vir-
ginia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr., VANCE introduced a bill (8. 4364) for the relief of H. H. Helper;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on f“):;-
sions.

REPORT OF AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION.

Mr. HAWLEY. Iask the Senate to take up the report made by

the Printing Committee about two days ago in favor of printing the
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snnual report of the Ameriean Historical Society, which was laid over
for some reason,

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. If there be no further morning busi-
ness, that order is closed. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, being in
order, the Senator from Connecticut moves that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of Order of Business 1947, a concurrent resolution
submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] authoriz-
ing the printing of 4,500 extra copies of the report of the American
Historical Society for the year 1889, If there be no objection, it will
be read at length.

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator from Connecticnt allow me to sub-
mit a report from the Committee on Indian Aftairs?

Mr. HAWLEY. This isa matterof morning business, Itwill take
but a moment. I do not see why these little things shonld be mixed
up and made hash of. I shall be done in a moment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is mistaken in suppos-
ing that this is morning business. It ison the Calendarlikeany other
g:;:’al order, The resolution will be read at length, if there be no
o on. 3

The Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr.
Hoagr, June 18, 1890, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representalives concurring), That there be
m‘;ﬂ nﬂl:e Tt ol'il:o amerloiru Historieal Association fog)tbe year ending

ber 81, 1 4,500 extra es, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of
the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for the
use of the Smithsonian Institution and the American Historical Association.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator from Connecticut would ex-
plain (as I believe the fact to be, but Ishould like it to go in the REc-
ORD) whether this association has now by law some official connec-
tion with the Smithsonian Institution, so that it will appear, if it he
true, that this is not providing for printing the documents of a mere
private society having no relations with the Government.

Mr. HAWLEY. TheCongressional actof incorporation wasapproved
January 4, 1889. The society had been in existence for four or five
years before. Its object is declared to be:

Faor the promotion of historical studies, the collection and preservation of

historieal manuscripts, and for kindred purposes in the interest of American
history and of history in Ameriea. Said association is authorized tohold real
and personal estate, etc.

That it is not necessary to read.

Said association shall report Iy to the S v of the Smithsonian In-
stitution coneerning its ngs and the coundition of historieal study in
America. Said Secretng shall communicate to Congress the whole of such re-
porta or such portions thereof as he shall see fit, The Regents of the Smith-
sonian Institution are authorized to permit said association to de t its col-

manuseripts, books, pamphlets, and other material for history in the
SBmithsonian Institution or in the National Museum, at their discrstion, upon
such conditions and under such rules as they shall preseribe.

It will result in an exceedingly valuable collection of historical man-
scripts, publications, ete., in the National Library. The association
numbers hundreds of members, including every leading librarian or
student of history in the United States, I think.

The concurrent resolution was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON,

its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills;
Senate:

A bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Daniels;

A bill (H. R.2487) granting a pension to Micager Hancock;

A hill (H. R. 4179) granting a pension to Nancy J. Dorlos;

A bill (I, R. 4210) to increase the pension of John H. Grove;

A bill (J1. R. 4220) for the relief of Thomas H. Bruce;

A bill (IH. R. 4451) for the removal of the charge of desertion from
the record of Daniel J. Mahoney;

A bill (IT. R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray;

A bill (1. R. 4858) granting a pension to Abigail Hughes;

A bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief of Eliza Pyle;

A bill (H. R. 5121) to correct the military record of George McKin-

L

A hill Elf. R. 5524) granting a pension to Anna Platt;

A bill (H. R. 6287) granting a pension to Sarah Phillips;

A bill (H. R. 6558) to remove the charge of desertion against Frank
W. Morgan;

A bill (H. R. 7523) granting a pension to Calvin Gunn;

A bill (H. R. 7574i granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon;

A bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, danghter of
James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Reg-
iment New York Volunteers;

A bill (H. R.7897) to increase the pension of John Clark;

A bill (H. R.7910) granting a pension to John T. Ballard;

A bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison;

A bill (H. R. 8163) granting a pension to W. W, Scely;

Slr‘: bill (H. R. 8211) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Rebeeea E.
on;

A bill (H. R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley;

A bill EH. R. 8519) granting a pension to John Frohlin;

A bill (H. R. 8557} granting a pension to John MeGregor;-

A bill (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to Elizabeth Abell;

A Dbill (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to Rhoda Buck;

A bill {H.B.Sm}i.ncmuingtheponsionof Alexander Evans;

A bill (H. R. 9236) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret O'Conner,
now Sullivan;

A bill EH. R. 9293) granting a pension to Joel Hendricks;
A bill (H. R. 9391) granting an increase of pension to John Moran;
A bill (H. R. 9425) granting a pension to William Dunn;

A bill (H. R. 9617) to relieve John Davis of the charge of desertion
and to grant him an honorable discharge;

A bill (H. R. 9716) granting a pension to John Grace;

A bill (H. R. 9934) granting a pension to Conrad McClain;

A bill (H. R. 9935) granting a pension to William Stover;

A bill (H. R. 10355) granting a pension o Mrs. Louisa M. Gordon;

A bill (H. R. 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale;

A bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed;

A bill (H. R. 10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks;

A Dbill (H. R.10898) to increase the pension of Daniel P. Roberts,
late a second lientenant in Company F of the Third Regiment of Mis-
souri Volunteers, in the war with Mexico;

A bill (H. R.11040) to relieve Myron A. Eastman of the charge of
desertion;

A bill (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Mrs. A. W. Ackley;

A bill (H. R. 11456) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth P. Newhouse;

A bill (H. R. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs. Clementine Fink;

A bill (H. K. 9602) to establish the customs district of Tennesseee,
and for other purposes;

A bill (H. R. 10267) for the relief of the owners and crews of the
American whaling vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and

uropa;

A bill (H. R. 11654) to provide an American register for the steamer
Neptuno;

A bill (H. R. 1512) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Black;

A bill (H. R, 1574) for the relief of William Jewell College, of Lib-
erty, Clay County, Missonri;

A bill {H. R. 2917) for the relief of John N. Dorr, 8r.

A bill aH. R. 2850) for the relief of the estate of David B. Sanders,

deceased;

A bill (H.R.M}m:therﬂiofof.l.h Cain, and others;

3 bill (H. R. 4496) for the relief of the heir of Mark Davis, deceased;
an

A bill (H. R. 7618) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and
supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as reported by
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883,
known us the ‘“Bowman act.”’

The message also announced that the House had passed the following
bills, each with an amendment in which it requested the concurrence
of the Senate:

A Dill (8. 1840) granting a pension to Sallie Douglass Hartranft;

A bill (8. 2493) granting a pension to John Swearer; and

A Dbill (8. 2954) granting a pension to Charles A, Norton.

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol-
lowing bills:

A Dbill (8. 437) granting a pension to Benjamin W. Botts;

A bill (8. 471; or the relief of the Norfolk County ferry committee;

A hill %S. 721) granting a pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport;

A Dbill (8.735) for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of
Robert J. Bangness;

A bill (8. 757) granting increase of pension to Hugh Brady;

A bill (S. 803) granting a pension to William P. Madden;

A bill (S, 805) granting a pension to William N. Cline;

A hill (8. 811) granting a pension to Zephaniah H. Bones;

A Dbill (8. 992) granting a pension to Phillipe Ray;

A bill (8. 998) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of
William H. Fenton;

A bill (8. 1048) granting a pension to Lloyd H. Snell;

A bill (8. 1238) granting a pension to Daniel Donovan;

A bill (8, 1303) granting a pension to Mrs, Amanda L. Wisner;

A Dill (8. 1356) granting inerease of p< nsion to Daniel H, Kent;

A bill %8. 1506% granting relief to Samuel D. Harper;
A bill (8. 1524) granting a pension to . [ena Holmes;
A bill (8.1554) granting a pension to Iiveline A. Noyes;

A bill (8. 1702) granting a pension to !lozalia Junk;

A bill (8. 1703) granting a pension to i'etsey Mansfield;

A bill (8. 1928) for the relief ot Henrictta E, Boggs;

A bill (8.2058) for the relief of Isabella Hance, administratrix of
William Hance;

A Dbill (S, 2407) for the relief of Mary \. Doud;

A bill (8.2610) granting a pension to N. L. Young;

A hill (8. 2766) granting a pension to John McLaren;

A bill (8.2813) granting a pension to T. A. Morton;

- A bill (8. 3174) constituting Cairo, Ill., & port of delivery in the cus-
toms collection district of New Orleans; and

A bill (8, 3214) granting a pension to Mary S, Miller,

THE REEVENUE BILL.

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties
on imports, and for ether purposes.




CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-—SENATE.

9387

1890.
The motion was agreed to. : The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of ;
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- | the Senator from Wisconsin?

ment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] to strike ont——
LEAVES OF ABSENOE FOR POST-OFFICE EMPLOYZES,

Mr. MOCMILLAN. T ask the Senator from Rhode Island to yield to
me to have a small bill

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifit will lead to no discussion I will yield.

Mr, McMILLAN, It isasmallbill and will take but a moment. I
ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R.10086)
granting leaves of absence o clerks and employés in first and second
class post-offices.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid
aside to enable him to obtain consideration of the bill indicated.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shouald like to have that considerablyexplained
before I shall be ready tovote for it. It may beright, but itisa pretty
large subject and a very new one.

Mr, McMILLAN. The bill was passed by the other House and is
recommended by the Department.

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 see that it was passed by the other House he-
eanse it is entitled a House bill, but I certainly

Mr. MCMILLAN. It provides that clerks in first and second class

flices shall have a leave of absence of fifteen days.

Mr. EDMUNDS. And that starts in on the operation of procuring
extra help in all these offices all over the country for that period of
time. In some of the great cities undoubtedly in some way there
should be some leave of absence fairly given, but to apply it every-
where, itappears to me, will cost a great deal. I think the post-office
in the town where I live would fall in that class; Iam quite sure of it.
The gentlemen who are concerned in that office get quite as much leave
and quite as much rest, and perhaps more than young gentlemen em-

loyed in other ocenpations in the same town——

Mr. ALDRICH. If this bill givesrise toany discussion Ishall have
to object toits consideration.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am speaking just now.

Mr. REAGAN. I shall havesomething to say on the bill.

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I shall interpose an ohjection.

Mr. EDMUNDS., I wish to finish my sentence if I can.
the bill was taken up.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore.
titled to the floor.

Mr, EDMUNDS. I wasabout toconclude by saying that this mat-
ter deserves a good deal of consideration. There are some aspects of it
that commend themselves to my sense of what is fair and just, and per-
haps necessary for the health of the clerksin the great cities, unless the
force is sufficiently large to enable them to have a day or a week off, as
the clerks in stores and other occupations do.

But to return to my own city, where I know somethmg about it, be-
lieving as I do that that post-office, which has a large income, falls
within the clause (and for this purpose it does not make much differ-
ence whetherit does or not), theclerks employed in that office have quite
aseasy a timeand quite as much time to rest as the other young gentle-
men and ladies employed in honorable and honest occupations about the
town, and geta great deal more pay. Therefore it requires some con-
gideration to see whether this thing as it stands onght to go.

Mr. McMILLAN. Isoppose, then, the bill will go over.

The PRESIDENT proten Dots the Chairunderstand that there
isohjection to the request of the Benator from Michigan that the unfin-
jshed business be informally laid aside and this bill be now considered ?

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to its present consideration.

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island
that we had as well take the little time that it wounld require to con-
sider this hill as to consume it in a call of the Senate.

Mr. EDMUNDS. We must havea call of the Senate if we proceed
with this bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the Senate
résumes consideration of the unfinished business.

Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator from Tennessee, I takeit, will under-
stind my reasons forinterposing an objection. The Senator from Texas
gave notice that the consideration of the bill would lead to diseussion,
and I felt obliged under the agreement or understanding we have to
make an ohjection.

Mr. HARRIS, If we are to come toa vote at this time, I shonld
think the Senate ought to be fuller. If any one is ready to take the
floor, of course I have no suggestion to make and nothing to say.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us go ahead with the tariff bill, because we
ghould have to divide on the other question.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SHEBOYGAN, WIS.

Mr. SPOONER, I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to yield to
me a moment to enable me to ask the Senate to take up the bill (5.
4158) for a public building &t Sheboygan, Wis.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks
nn?’mmoua consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid
aside.

Mr. BPOONER. If the bill elicits debate, which I do not think it
will, I shall not pressit.

I believe

The Senator from Vermont is en-

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill.

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

J. G. FETHERSTONE.

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator from Rhode Island will yield to me,
I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pen-
sion to J. G. Fetherstone.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid
;s;ide to enable him to ask the consideration of the bill indicated by

m.

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole,
proceeded toconsiderthe bill. It proposes to place on the pension-rolls
the name of Jesse G. Fetherstone, latea private in Fletcher’s First Ten-
nessee Volunteers, :

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

LITTLE TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE.

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to con-
sider at this time a little House bridge bill. It is Order of Business
1957, House bill 8523.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid
aside to enable him to ask forthe considerationof the bill (H. R. 8523)
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Little Tennessee
River at or near Niles' Ferry, Tenncssee.

By unanimous consent, 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.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS.

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru-
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President bad on the
19th of August approved and signed the act (S. 3329) authorizing the
city of Charleston to open Concord street through the grounds of the
United States in that city.

The message also announced that the President had on the 28th of
August approved and signed the following acts and joint resolutions:

An act (8. 276) providing for leave of ahsence for officers and em-
ployés in the customs service of the Government who receive per diem
compensation;

An act (8. 3127) amending an act enitled ““An act to consfitute Lin-
coln, Nebr., a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the act
of June 10, 1830, entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to
immediate tmnsportatmn of dutiable goods, and tor other purposes,’ to
the said port of Lincoln;"

An act (8. 3163) to reorganize and establish the customs collection
district ot Puget Sound;

Joint resolution (8. K. 71) directing the Librarian of Congress, the
librarian of the Senate, the librarian of the House of Representatives,
and the librarian of the Department of Justice, respectively, to deliver
extra or duplicate copies of law books fo the law department of the
Howard University; and :

Joint resolution (8. R. 116) extending the privilege of the Lthry of
Congress to the members and secretary of the Interstate Commerce
Commission and the Chief of Engineers of the Corps of Engineers United
States Army.

The message further announced that the President had, on the 20th
of August, approved and signed the following acts:

An act (8. 388) to remove the charge of desertion now standing against
the record of Noyes Barber on the rolls of the Navy Department;

An act (8. 4335) to change the time of the sessions of the circnit and
district courts for the western district of Missonri;

An act (8. 2661) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize foot
and carriage or railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at St. Panl,
in the State of Minnesota,’” approved July 5, 1884;

An aet (8. 2979) to anthorize the construction of a bridge across the
Mississippi River at some accessible point between the mouth of the
Illinois and the month of the Missouri Rivers;

An act (8. 3795) to anthorize the construction of a bridge acrom the
Columbia River by the Oregon Railway Extensions Com
‘ Anhact (8. 2780) for the relief of James Lansburgh and Ji ulilmLaml

BliE 3
gl{gu act (8. 973) granting an increase of pension to Virginia L. AL

Wwin,

Anﬁ:.-.t (8. 1740) granting a pension to Mary J. Welch, an armynurse
Jin the late war;

An act (8. 510) granting a pension to John W. Reynolds;

An act (8. T75) granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust;

An act (S, 916) granting a pension to Mary E. Harney;

An ack (8. 1203) grantinga pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth;

An act (8. 1256) granting a pension to James A. Myers;

An act (8. 1732) granting a pension to Nancy A. Thornton;
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An act (8. 2366) grantinga pension to Florida Kennerly;

An act (8. 2698) granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger;

An act (8. 3101) granting a pension to Anne Rodgers Macomb;

An act (8. 3177) granting a pension to Ursula Lucretia Haight;

An aet (8. 3194) granting a pension to Joseph H. Scoopmire; and

An act (8. 3498) granting a pension to G. L. Pease.

The also announced that the President had on this day ap-
proved and signed the following acts and joint resolution:

Anact (8. 4312) to provide American registers for the steamers Stroma
and Marco Aurelia;

An act (8. 2594) providing for an inspection of meats for exportation,
prohibiting the importation of adulterated articles of food or drink, and
authorizing the President to make proclamation in certain cases, and
for other pu -

An act (8. 3714) to apply a portion of the proceeds of the publiclands
to the more complete endowment and sapport of the colleges for the
benefit of agricnlture and the mechanic arts, established under the pro-
visions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862;

An act (8. 848) granting a pension to Mary J. Eadie;

An act (S. 2876) granting a pension to Mary L. Bradley, formerly
Mary L. Bmith, who served as a nurse in the war of the rebellion;

An act (8. 314) for the relief Mary B. Le Roy;

An act (8. 2832) for the relief of Jesse H. Strickland;

An act (8. 2859) for the relief of Caroline Baker Stevens, relict of the
late Col. Robert J. Stevens and daughter of the late Col. Edward D.

An act {B. 20435 granting a pension to Edgar M. Cherry;

Baker;

An act (8. 1502) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald;

An act (8.2036) granting an increase of pension to Alrs, F. Selina
Buchanan;

An act (8. 2066) placing the name of Elizabeth Domm on the pension-

Is;

An act (8. 3064) to establish a fog-signal at or near the Cuckold’s
Island, at the entrance to Booth Bay Harbor, otherwise known as Town-
send Harbor, Maine; and

Joint resolution (S. R.115) providing that nothingin the diplomatie
and consular appropriation bill shall be construed to interrupt the pub-
lication of the reports of the International American Conference.

MESSAGE FROM THE IOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON,
its Clerk, annonnced that the House had passed a bill (H, R. 11120)
providing for the adjustment of the acconnts of laborers, workmen, and
mechanics arising under the eight-hour law; in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speakerof the House had signed
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there-
upon signed by the President pro tempore:

A bill (H. R, 5712) granting a pension to J. G. Featherstone;

A bill (H. R. 8523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across
the Little Tennessee River at or near Niles’ Ferry, Tenn.;

A bill (H. R. 10060) for the erection of a bridge across the Missouri
River between the city of St. Charles, Mo., and the county of St. Louis,
Missouri; and

Joint resolution (S. R. 120) appropriating money to the Territory of
Oklahoma to relicve destitution therein,

THE REVENUE BILL.

Mr. BLAIR. Mr, President, I desire to move that the Senate take
a recess until 1 o'clock. I have important business at the Depart-
ments which has been lingering now for several weeks on account of
the pressure of the tarift bill, and other Senators have the same, and I
think it entirely too much to ask of us that we sacrifice onr health and
convenience and everything else in order that this puttering work may
be done while hunting and waiting for a qnornm to come in when we
have got to get a quornm in the usnal process; and nnless the Senator
in charge desires to proceed with the tariff bill now, I shall ask that the
Senate take a recess so as to enable some of us toattend to other impor-
tant accnmulated work.

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the remarks of the Senator from
New Hampshire to be in the nature of an objection, although he has
taken a peculiar way to express it. I will, therefore, ask that the reg-
ular order be proceeded with.

Mr. BLAIR, Ifitis desired to go on with that bill, of course that
is more important.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island calls
for the regular order.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties
on imports, and for other purposes.

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that I hope that we may conclude the
consideration of the pending schedule to-day with the pnrpose of tak-
ing up the sugar schedule on Monday; and I also give notice that on
Monday I shall ask the consent of the Senate that a recess be taken
from half past 5 until 8 o’clock for the three days remaining——

Mr. COCKRELL. I am fearful the Senator is not heard. I hear
him, but I do not think others do,

Mr. ALDRICH. I was staling that on Monday I should ask that
consent be given for the remaining three days to be devoted to general
debate on this bill, namely, Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday of next
week; that a recess be taken from half past 5 to 8 o’clock each day,
and that the evening sessions be devoted to debate exclusively.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The pending amendment offered by
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] will be stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 84, line 15, after the figures ** 357,
strike out the remainder of page 84, 85, page 86, page 87, and down
to and including the word ** prescribe,”’ in line 5, on page 88, being
paragraphs 357 to 369, inclusive.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The part proposed to be stricken out
having been once read, the further reading will be waived, if there be
no objection. Is the Senate ready for the question on the motion to
strike ont ?

Mr, VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays on that.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]
who offered the amendment is not now present, and I think he had
some further observations to make,

Mr. ALDRICH. He can make thet farther onin the schedule just
as well.

Mr. McPHERSON. Can not we proceed with the consideration of
some other parts of the schedule until the Senator from Kentucky
comes in?

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that course being taken if
it is agreeable to Senators on the other side of the Chamber,

Mr. HARRIS. I think it is just as well to do that.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the read-
ing of the bill will proceed, beginning with paragraph 370, on page 88,
and the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky will be
informally passed over without prejudice, the yeas and nays having
been ordered upon it

Mr. McPHERSON. Ihave no objection, so faras Iam concerned, to
the vote being taken if it is desired by gentlemen on the other side of
the Chamber, but I think it better that the Senator from Kentucky
should be here.

Mr. DANTEL, The Senator from Kentucky is not here, and he
probably desires to be here before this vote is taken.

Mr. HALE. If the clerks can be persuaded to read on with the bill
we can make some progress,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The ques-
tion ia]nn the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CAR-
LISLE]

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky is now in the Senate
Chamber, and if he desires to be heard farther he can proceed now.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia [Mr.
DANIEL] has been recognized as entitled to the floor. )

Mr. DANIEL. - If the Senator from Kentucky desires to make any
remarks I will yield.

Mr. CARLISLE. I haveno disposition to prolong the discussion, so
far as I am concerned.

Mr. DANTEL. Mr. President, before the vote is taken I desire to
submit some remarks upon the effect ot the high tariff npon wool, and
to show, as I think I can, that some gentlemen who have spoken on
this snbject have wrongfully attributed the decline of the price in wool
and the decrease in the number of sheep to the tariff of 1883. If the
facts and figures which we have submitted to usin the varions reports,
agricultural and manufacturing, upon the snbject of wool prove any-
thing, they seem to me to demonstrate that the high tariff upon wool
and woolens is a complete failure. If it was designed to stimulate the
growth of American manufactures of woolen, it has failed. If it was
designed to increase the number of American sheep and the cultivation
of flocks, it has failed. If it was designed to increase the wool clip of
the United States, it has failed. If it was designed to decrease the
prices of wool, it has succeeded.

- -
THE HIGH TARIFF OF 1867 DECREASED THE PRICE OF AMERICAN WOOL.

In 1883, when the tariff of that year was under discussion, I find in
the RECORD of February 7, 1833, theseremarks from the Senator from
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]: .

The State of Ohio produces 25,000,000 pounds of wool, far more than any other
State in the Union. It is not by large flocks and herds, as in California and
Texas, but almost every tarmer has a flock of sheep averaging about one hun-
dred in number, and from these they produce fine wools that are now most
valuable to ce, to the a: nt of 25,000,000 pounds. Underthe operations
of the existing law the price of wool has gradually gone down. Up to 1866 the
wool-growers and the wool-manufacturers were in a state of perpetual war
wilh each other,the wool-manufacturers inshtinﬁlthst there ought to be no
duty on wool, and the wool-growers insisting that there ought to bea duty uﬂon
wool to mrmggnd with that on manufpetured goods. They finally reconciled
}h:tir Inl.er:slsl.u 1866, and the Tariff Commission, inspeaking of that important

‘act, say this:

“The law fixing these duties was passed in 1867, with the approbation of the
entire body of ncers, so fAr as any exp jion could be d, the wis-
dom which guided its promoters has found substantial vindieation in the growth
of sheep husbandry during the past n years,"

The Senator from Ohio continuned:

In the table which I have now before me it is shown that in 1867 the price of
wool was 51 cents & pound, in 1870 it was 46 cents a pound, in 1875 it was 43 cents
a pound, in 1880, wh}:‘l'n was an abnormal year, 48 cents a pound, but y 1
am told these wools are sold in Ohio at from 36 to 40 cents a pouna. So the re«
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sult of the poliey of protecting the wool-growers has been, as it is in all induos-
tries, to gradually reduce the price.

Here, Mr, President, attention may be well fixed to the two theories
that the Republican party hold upon the subject of the tariff on wool.
‘We find the Senator from Oregon and the Senator from Nevada and
various other gentlemen who eoincide with them in opinion most
strenuonsly insisting that we shall place a higher tariff than that now
existing npon the raw wool, while we find another school side by side
with them insisting also that we shall place a high tariff there—the one
for the purpose of protecting the wool-growers of the Unifed States and
increasing the price of their wool, the other declaring that in this case,
as in all industries, the effect of the high tariff haa%:een, and is now,
operative to decrease the price of wool.

Mr. MITCHELL. What does the Senator from Virginia say the ef-
fect of it was ?

Mr. DANIEL. In my opinion the effect of the high tariff has been
to decrease the price of wool.

Mr. MITCHELL. Then, Mr. President, it has been the contention
on the other side of this Chamber all the while that there should be no
protective tariff’ upon wool becanse it increased the price of raw ma-
terials and therefore increased the price of clothing to the poor people
and consumers of this country. According to the Senator’s theory
now, the effect of a high tariff is to reduce the price of the mannfact-
ured article by giving raw material cheap.

THE GREAT VARIETY OF WOOLS,

Mr. DANIEL. Not by any means. 1 will answer the suggestion
of the Senator from Oregon, which I recognize to be entirely pertinent,
and I think when the subject is discussed it will be shown that the
‘tariff on wool and woolens is sui generis, it is altogether peculiar, and
you can not conjecture from the effect of a tariff on a specific article
that stands out by itself isolated from others what it will be whenap-
plied to a subject of such infinite variety and produced under such an
infinite variety of cireumstances as is the raw wool.

Mr. George William Bond, of Boston, who isan expert npon thesub-
ject of wool, was a few years ago employed by the Treasury Depart-
ment to make samples for appraisers, and in making these samples he
produced one hundred and thirty varieties of the raw wool, and all the
manufacturers of wool informed Coogress in all the various ways in
which they can approach the subject that it isin the commixtureof this

large variety of wools and in the capacity of the manufacturer to as-

semble them together and select out of them the particular variety that
may be needed for a particular purpose in which consists the supe-
riority of position of foreign manufacturers of wool over the American.

THE COMMIXTURE OF WOOLS NECESSARY TO SUPPORT MANUFACTURES, AND MAN-
TUFACTURES NECESSARY TO SUPFOET THE MARKET,

Now I think, sir, that the Senator from Oregon will at least appre-
ciate what is our conception of the subject, whether he may concur in
it or not, when he remembers that the woolen manufacturers of Eng-
land, the woolen manufacturers of Germany and of the continent of
Europe, can assemble their materials of raw wool for any kind of article
théy wish to produce from all quarters of the globe absolutely free,
and thus selecting the raw material which is to be embodied into the
manufactured goods at bottom prices, they are enabled thereby to cre-
ate a market for all manner of wool from the different countries, to
produce activity in their manufacturing trade, and, with better prices
for the raw material than we ean afford to pay under this high tariff,
to produce a cheaper net resnlt in cheaper fabries for the people 1o
wear.

PRICES OF AMERICAY WOOL LOWER UNDER HIGH TARIFF THAN USDER FREE
TRADE. '

Now, Mr. President, I shall develop the thought that I haveon this
subject by endeavoring to prove one fact after another.. In the first
place, then, I contend that the high tariff on wool and woolens has de-
creased the price of raw wool. I first give in evidence of that fact the
concessions of Republican statesmen of high rank. I give also the opin-
ion as expressed by the Superintendent of the Census, Mr. R. P. Porter,
who is the proprietor of the New York Press, and who states in a recent
issue of that journal that the price of wool is now cheaper than it was
under free trade, and who, like the Senator from Ohio, deduces the con-
clusion that it is the effect of the high tariff to bring about that result.

THE DECLISE IN PRICE OF AMERICAN WOOL XOT CAUSED BY THE TARIFF oF 1583,

Then, Mr, President, I produce from the Statistical Abstract of 1889
the prices of fleece wool, fine, medinm, and coarse, from the year 1824

to the year 1890, and here I would ask the attention of the Senator

from Oregon and of the Senator from Massachusetts to the fact that the
decline in the price of raw wool was not produced by the tariff of 1883,
which was lower, but followed upon the tariff of 1866 and 1867, which,
it is contended, stimulated the production of wool and woolen manu-
factures. I ask, Mr. President, to insert this entire table as it is an
instructive one, and I will read a few figures from it:

No, 205.—Prices of fine, medium, and coorse washed fleece wool in the New York market for the months of January, April, July, and Oclober of each
year from 1824 to 1890, inclusive.

[From Mauger & Avery's Annual Weol Circular,]
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§

8
B b AR R PR R B e A

Cen

AR SAEESHELERESLENRBLBRUBRGBELEAF

g

g
252388

BERRREIRRERRHERE

]

|'J
Pl g
.
s
g

] g g
e R R E N R R R BRE s EREaRERERER {

[

=
&&R&S&&SS&&S:S&'t&i&'ﬁ‘éagss888351‘;‘@&&38883388858&33? §§

bbbt B b e -t S e o A o e bt b sag
T N L R R R R BE RSB RGN RS T RBEEEgRF
A EEEE R ERGEEEba  bateR bab E R R R
sEasau8aas Séﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁ&ﬁ&ﬂ%ﬂ BHBYLBRRE2RLIBaBRBEBEEF

AR S R R P e b B o - B
EEEEE R T E LA A AP R A R EC R T SRR
:BEMSEI5385SSSBES&3S53&'5E‘-‘a33835&5833333&33335555&8.

BaES3E8aGE

9389

e
-3
r.assaaﬁgassssaaaassaas:&sauaauamsasaaasswaaaasg 5 J




CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

- AUGUST 30,

No. 205.—Prices of fine, medium, and coarse washed fleece wool, ete.—Continued.

January. April, July. October.
Year. Medi- Medi- Medi Medi

Fine. | "0, " [Coarse.| Fine. | ©, Coarse.| Fine. um, |Coarse.| Fine um, |Coarse,

5 Cenis, | Cenis, | Cents. | Cents. | Conids. | Cents, | Cents. | Cenis. | Cents. | Cenls, | Cents, | Cenis,
1871 47 46 413 50 52 47 63 80 66 63 B8
1872 70 72 66 &0 80 76 73 70 65 66 60 67
1873. 70 68 a5 o6 53 45 50 43 44 o4 53 47
1874.. iesd 58 54 47 | 56 56 47 5 ] 46 54 54 47
1875....... 53 56 47 64 52 46 52 49 46 48 50 42
1876...... 48 52 42 46 49 40 33 35 3L 45 40 33
I WP e 46 43| - 36 13 40 3 50 44 37 48 M 36
R IR R 44 45 33 40 43 E53 36 36 82 33 37 32
R IP O il i e albbioantol g i o bl o a4 35 a2 a a4 31 av 38 4 41 43 33
1830 50 55 43 55 a0 2 16 48 42 45 43 42
1881 i 47 49 43 40 44 37 42 44 36 43 40 36
1882, 44 46 4T 42 45 3 42 45 34 43 45 34
1883 40 43 33 44 44 37 3 41 83 89 40 H
e et A N o SO B L B L s by o et e 40 490 34 38 38 kit | a5 31 30 Ei51 54 30
1835.... T H a3 b 32 32 28 32 31 23 33 » 82
1858, B 36 32 33 © B 30 33 33 29 35 38 34
1887 B a8 34 a3 o 33 H 87 4 32 96 34
L. Ayl b SRS e e ple 31 35 33 31 34 33 20 33 31 a1 4 a1
R e et I i 2 M 38 a3 3 37 a1 35 39 82 33 ) a1

h Nore.—Wool, owing to its wide variety, difference in character and condition, liability to shrink in cl g, ia p
which apply to products which may be dealt in as* futures.” For these reasons the prices of wool are not liable to the same changes as cotton, wh

Thus it will be seen the price of fine wool fell from 70 cents per
pound in 1886 to 44 cents in 1882, medium wool from 65 to 46 cenisin
the same period, and coarse 50 to 47. In 1879, with the high tariffin
full operation, fine wool had fallen to 34 cents, medinm to 35, and
coarse to 32.

This fall of fine wool from 70 to 34 cents a pound took place under
that high tariff of 1867, which was eulogized yesterday afternoon by the
Senator from Massachusetts as one that had produced such good re-
sults, and now in 1890 the price of the same order of wool is 33 cents
a pound, maintaining just about the same position that it had unader
the tariff of 1866-'67.

Mr. President, yon follow this table throngh all its diversities
and ramifications through various years and different seasons of the
year, and it discloses and demonstrates the fact that under the high
tarifi of 1867, it is true, as was alleged by the Senator from Ohio in
1883, that the price of wool had gradunally declined.

TXDER HIGH TARIFF THE NUMBER OF SHEEF DECREASED,

How is it respecting the number of sheep? The Senator from Massa-
chusetts yesterday afternoon contended that under the tariff of 1867
from year to year the number of sheep had gradually increased for
years, and he attributed the recent falling off in the number of sheep
in the United States to the tariff of 1883, I do not so read thefigures
before me, Mr. President. From an extract from the report of the Ag-
ricultural Department I beg to present these figures:

Whole number of s in United States, in the years given below, as by
Agricnltural ris: 1867, 89,385,384 1877, 85,804,200 ; 1579, 88,123,800 ; 1880,43,576,~
;. by eensus, 1880, 42,192,074 1881, 45,016,224; 1883, 49,237,201 ; 1884, 50,626,626;
1885, 50,860,247 ; 1886, 48,322,331 ; 1887, 44,759,514 ; 1888, 42,509,079,
Mr. Warner says in the pamphlet from which I get these fignres:
There are not one-third as many sh kept in New England to-day as were
kept there in 1840, The figures are 3%.&? for 1840, and 1,237,085 for 1887. In
the Middle States (here has been n similar full off, from 7,403,557 in 1840 to
2,668,032, In the Western and SBouthern States there has been a considerable
inerease in the period under consideration, but during the past half dozen years
there has been a decrease even there, so that the total number of sheep in the
country In 1887 was 44,750,314, as against 48,322,331 the previous year, and 00,

620 in 1884,
e‘eynhin is an industry that is growing on the cheap lands of the SBouth
and West, and is decreasing on the more fruitful lands of the North. Nothing
but ination can make a sectional guestion out of this, and none

a distorted imag:
but a political uhnpherd:; object to the abolition of the duty on wool and a
% ok & 3

2

Iative operations
ete.

1 ded from

nor as positive as it had been during the same number of years when
the tariff of 1867 was in complete operation.

Mr. President, let us look at the operation of this high tariff of 1867
upon the sheep of various Commonwealths. We all know that in New
England and in the Atlantic States sheep have so far declined that the
cultivation of flocks is no longer regarded, at least in New England, as
a considerable item of agriculture or commerce. But let us look atthe
state of affairs in some of the great Commonwealths of agriculture,

DECREASE OF BHEEP UNSDER HIGH TARIFF IX OHIO, MICHIGAX, PENNSYLVANIA,
NEW YORK, INDIANA, ILLINOIS, WISCONEIN, AND IOWA.

Take the State of Ohio, for instance. In 1866 there were 6,588,000
sheep; in 1867, 7,159,000; in 1869, 6,300,000; in 1877, ten yearsafter
this high tariff had been in effect, there were 3,900,000 in 1878,
3,700,000; in 1879, 4,040,000; in 1880, 4,243,000,

How can any logical mind reach the conclusion that this high tariff
on wool and woolens has been productive of benefit either in the mat-
ter of price to the American wool-producer or in the increase of the
number of sheep, when immediately under its operation youn see both
nndergo a positive decline? If any deduction can be drawn from the
fact as thus unfolded, must it not be the deduction that under the
operation of these laws some eclement had been introduced into our
country’s affairs which produced injuries to the industries or to the
enterprises which had suffered such injurions deeline?

How was it in the great sheep-producing State of Michigan ? In1866
there were 3,473,000 sheep; in 1880 there were but 1,930,000. The
high tariff, if a tariff is concluded to be a matter that is a factor in this
business, has more than decimated the Michigan flocks. How was it
in Pennsylvania? In 1866 there were 3,230,000 ahea]}; in 1880 there
were 1,632,000; or more than half had passed away. In New York in
1866 there were 5,117,000; in 1880 there were 2,338,000. In Indiana
in 1866 there were 2,783,000, and in 18801,029,000. In Ilinois in 1866
there were 2,446,000; in 1880 there were 1,155,000. In Wisconsin
there were 1,260,000 in 1866, and in 1880 there were 1,320,000. In
Iowa there were 1,950,000 in 1866, and in 1880 there were 463,000, or
two-thirds had disap

So 1 might follow this ont from year to year, and it tells its one tale.
Under the high tariff of 1867 the number of sheep in the United States
continually declined, and in the great wool-producing States it partic-

1 peni ularly declined. =
It is true that in the eourse of a few years after 1883 the number of | I ask leave to present that talle in full in my remarks. It isas fol-
sheep did begin to decline, but the declination was not as continuous | lows:
Number of sheep in the several Slafes named ai the given dates, as slaled in the United States Agricultural Reports,
Slates. 1866. 1867. 1869, 1877, | 187, 1879, 1880,
— — :

Ohio 6,568,002 | 7,159,177 | 6,800,000 | 3,000,000 | 3,783,000 | 4,040,000 | 4,243 616
Michigan 8,473,075 | 4,028,767 | 3,558,371 | 2,100,000 | 1,750,000 | 1,820,000 | 1,030,656
Pennsylvanin 8,230,440 | 3,456,568 | 3,045,581 | 1,607,000 | 1,607,600 | 1,680,000 | 1,682 807
New York He 5,117,148 | 5,873,005 | 4,247,350 | 1,807,700 | 1,515,100 [ 2,121,000 | 2,838,148
Indiana..... - 2,783,867 | 3,088,870 | 2,622,780 | 1,175,700 | 1,002,700 | 1,030,500 | 1,029,570
Tiinois 2,446,081 | 2,764,072 | 2,380,604 | 1,258,500 [ 1,238,500 | 1,089,000 | 1,155,232
Wi i 1,260,900 | 1,664,338 | 1,749,104 | 1,151,100 | 1,323,700 | 1,313,000 | 1,829,261
b R S T e S D S T 1,650,752 | 2,809,425 | 2,832,241 | 1,680,500 560, 000 445, 000 463, 488

R e R e S 26,820,815 | 29,579,222 | 26,251,130 | 14,769,800 | 12,508,600 | 13,527,600 | 14,192,778
Texas 920,195 786, 002 700 674, 700
Onlifornia ... 9,300,400 | 7,590,000 | 8,961,000 | 8889,000 | 744,808

Total.......cunn = 940,195 | 2,986,402 | 10,116,700 | 10,236,300 | 11,449,000 | 13,517,492
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Number of shecp in the several States named at the given dales, as slaled in ﬂw United States Agricultural Reports—Continued.

OHID L s i e e B SR B o A e b 4,051,511 | 5,060,541 | 5,000,038 | 4,000,085 | 4,753,034 | 4,562,913 | 4,065,656
Mk i 2,820,752 | 2,438,790 | 92,412,422 ;‘.au. 174 | 2200.607 | 2.156,197 | 2,186,134
Pennsylvania it 1,785,481 | 1,903,335 | 1,719,236 | 1,486,857 | 1,157,451 | 1,004,523 435, 648
New York 2 1,782,532 | 1,732,332 | 1,783,332 | 1,607,685 | 1,595,825 | 1,579,856 | 1,548 496
InAHANA . reeemren - 1,111,516 | 1,122,631 | 1,145,084 | 1,122]182 | 1,088,517 | 1,034,091 | 1I,420,000
Tlinois 1,026,702 | 1,149,908 | 1,126,908 | 1,008,101 | 1,005,658 | 925,201 778, 468
A e S T K S R B R TS R 1,850,175 | 1,368,677 | 1,336,403 | 1,282.947 | 1,218,800 | 1,072,544 798,146
S R R S R g 472,681 | ‘407,161 | ‘497 16l | 472,308 | 467,580 | 425,408 540,700
o W TR S N et By 14,761, 150 | 15,186, 574 | 14,990, 552 | 14,419, 284 | 13,586,496 | 12,840,568 | 12,211,076
#,850, 000 | 7,877,500 956, 275 7,568,461 | 6,802,615 4,761, 831 5, 630, 451

LA 6,352,844 | 5,907,080 | 6,203,064 | 5,892,911 | ©,060,608 | 5,462,728 | 3,655,000
.......................................................................................................... 13,302,344 | 13,784,180 | 14,159,309 | 13,450,872 | 12,872,313 m,zz;.m' 8, 615, 451

DECREASE OF OUR WOOL CLIP.

I pass from the number of sheep to the wool thp of the United States,
and I produce from a pamphlet written by Mr. John De Witt Warner

Number and capacily of cards used in the manwfacture of woolen geoods in
each State and Tervitory of the United States in 1870 and 1880.

duction of wool in the United States absolutely declined, or did not increase,
for six years, The country grew and expanded in all other directions, but its
wool industry stood still

DECREASE OF MANUFACTURES UNDER HIGH TARIFF,

So, Mr, President, il you look at the number of cards which were
employed in the manufacture of wool in the United States—and I
produce here a table showing them in 1870 and 1880—yon will see in
the varions States a steady decline.

We are going through—
As is remarked by this writer—

We are going through the same experience we had sixty-four yearsago. By
the tariff of 1824 there was imposed a tariff of 25 per cent. to 33} per cent. on
woolens, 20 per cent. on raw wool costing over 10 cents per nd, and 15 per
cent, on raw wool costing under 10 centa per pound, The following is the re-
sult as told by George William Bond (the protectionist wool rt):
"Anﬁdlpal. glhl.l, in si)lle of the duty upon the raw materials, t protec-
tion would make the woolén manufacture remunerative, the erection of woolen
mills steadily in d ; but proteéction thus gained was checkmated by Great
Britain exp ly to ret the b of this country, * * * essedly
for this El:ﬂrpuse she soon after reduced the duty on raw wool from 0d. to
1d. and r 1o half-pcnn&per pound, while in this country foreign wool
was subjected to n duty of 20 percent, * * * Theeclip of the country (United
States) was still insufficient. The importation of wool and woolens continued
under & tariff. which was only nominally protective. Sooner vrlater nearly all
of them (manufacturers) hl.l,o'd. and their agents were obliged to taks posses.
sion under the mortgagees—many of whom soon went through the same ex-

ence.”
History is repeating itself. That the woolen industry was not prosperous
afler our tarifl was in 1867 sufficlently appearsfrom the following figures
taken from the census,

. the wool clip of the United States and the wool clip of the older States 1870. 1880,
from 1866 to 18388. In this table it appears that there has been a con-
tinnous decline in the value of the wool clip of the United States and States and Territories, Dait
in the wool clip of the older sheep-producing States, Sets. DM”‘;:" Sets, ;4 ;f"
The wool clip of the United States, in pounds, = o
Alal 2 1,836 15 mul‘hsbu
Clip of older | Total olip of Ark:;;:u 17 1,448 29 ' 860
Years. e United States. | California. 46 8, 000 60 ;:210
Connecticut. 60D 70, 085 4325 50, 055
Dela: 30 %, 475 13 1,500
L B L SR il S W 120, 000, 000 137,000,000 | Distriet of Columbi; -
1867 140,000,000 160,000,000 | Flofida........ 1 50
BB ouiiiinnsniaresssasssinsstns sanssh s susaravans sasbesass fin sana @ seves .| 150,000, 000 177,000,000 | Georgia. 72 5, 454 42 3,713
1869, 185, 000, 000 162, 250, 000 | Illinois 250 21,302 106 10, 678
1870.... 130, 000, 000 163,000,000 | INAIBNG. ccvseersiriss casicsssrensrane 346 32,467 160 18, 445
1571 110, 000, 000 146,000,000 | Tows. 199 10,482 56 4,420
1572, 120, 000, 009 160,000,000 | Knnsas 24 1,270 9 802
1878... 125, 000, 000 174, 000, 000 | Kentueky 208 17,768 | 154 14,737
1874 <3 120, 000, 000 78,000, 0001 LODARINL vecnsiestonrrions trs sossiins frimps isassiasssts 12 800 y
1875..... 125, 000, 000 198,000,000 | MAINIO ....cieivecnsearesssins coaveinions a5 33,020 261 30,530
1870, 112, 500, 000 198, 250,000 | Maryland 60 4,158 30 3,870
1877 120,000, 000 208,230,000 | Massachusett 1,367 | 159,434 | 1,35 178, 859
i | e ik f 125, 000, 000 211, 000,000 | Michig e 116 11,430 51 4, 650
1879, 133, 000, 000 232,500,000 | Mi t 19 2,105 n 2,236
{7 | B A AR (R O EL A ey T L = o 148, 000, 000 240, 000, 000 Mw?'pi.. . 17 1,405 15 1,835
1881... BERSEe e 164, 000, 000 272,000,000 | Missour! o 258 21,162 126 13,275
3 f, ¢ SRR R C S p st R e e S 166, 500, 000 280,000,000 | New Hampshire anl 44,550 293 57,804
1888, 177, 500, 000 300, 000,000 | New Jersey .11 10, 700 138" 27,065
1834 , 000, 000 808,000,000 | New Mexioo....... oot saristssnsisess 1 100
1885, 165, 000, 000 302, 000, (00 | New York 845 84,470 483 50,735
1886, et =2 160, 000, 000 285, 000, 000 | North Caroli 8 5,608 57 5, 320
1857, 162, 500, 000 200,000, 000 | 'ORLO:......commmvvenusnsos sirresmainn 334 28,376 182 14,000
1588, 156, 000, 000 260, 000, 000 21 3, 955 21 2,295
Pennsylvania i PECETERES TP RS A 1 ) 140, 362 038 172, 468
ing these fi Bowtl Garotire % Seel N o
On examining these figures— u To! 4

Says the commentator— Toxas oo S 1 | R
it will be seen that there was a notable increase in the woel clip both of the | Utah...... 19 1,475 a1 1,560
whole United States and of the older States in 1867 over 15866, and in 1868 over | V! t 175 18,070 145 18,708
1867; but after 1888— &jl‘n‘;i‘ 116 8,011 ﬁg 5,%

asnington......

At which time the high tariff of 1867 must have had time to get in | West Virg ni 132 10,152 72 5,313
full sway— i 134, 11,013 75 6,390
there was a falling off every year till 1871, and the product of 1868 was not again Total 8, 366 857,202 | 5,901 7o4, 006
reached till 1874. That is to say, under the fostering care of the tariff the pro-

IMPORTATIONS OF WOOL.

Furthermore, Mr, President, this high taziffon wool has not checked
the importations of foreign articles, The fack that this high tariff on
wool has not checked the importations of foreign articles demonstrates
most conclusively that a commixture of the foreign article is necessary
to the utilization of our own wool. We produce in round numbers

something like 250,000,000 pounds of wool per annum. We need and
mobﬁgeglto get, in order to clothe onr people,about 350,000,000 pounds
more,

A few days ago, when discussing the question of the tariff on sugar,
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MI1TCHELL] called my attention to the
fact that we could not produce enough sugar in the United States for
the use of our own-people; that the home product supplied but about
10 cent.; and he concluded that it was wise and just to take the
tariff off sugar and make it free, because this country did not produce
and could not produce, as he concluded, enough for the use of our en-
tifre pO}mlation. The same identical situation is presented in the case
of wool.

Mr. MITCHELL. The Benator will allow me to suggest that in
the case of sugar we only produce about 10 per cent. of the whole
amonnt consumed in this country, and in the case of wool in 1883 we
produced about 80 per cent. of the consumption in this country, and
with the forther belief that if the wool industry is 1y encour-
aged we could produce the whole amount consumed in this country,
about 600,000,000 pounds.
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Mr, DANIEL. The same belief that is by a few wool
men is ex by the sngar men in Kansas who want beet sugar,
and of New Orleans and Lonisiana, who want cane sugar, and of Cali-
fornia and all other localities where they are clamoring for the same
kind of protection.

Mr, MITCHELL. As a matter of fact, we never have produced 20
per cent. in any year of sugar, and, as s matter of fact, we have pro-
duced 80 per cent. of the amount of wool consumed.

PROTECTION HAS XOT PROTECTED IN THE CASE OF WOOL.

Mr. DANIEL. The application of a principle can not depend upon
a percentage, and furthermore if there be any philosophy to be deduced
from these figures, they show that under a protective tariff, such as the
high tariff has been called, yon have gotten away from your capacity
to supply the American people just in proportion as you have applied
your so-called protection. Your number of sheep has decreased; your
wool elip has decreased, the price of wool has decreased, and if you are
thus advancing backwards under your protective tariff and getting
forther away from the result every day, it will take a finer mathema-
tician than the Senator from Oregon to calculate the time when we shall
produce enough in the United States for all our inhabitants.

CUMULATIVE FOURFOLD TAXES TO PROTECT PREOTECTION AGAINST PROTECTION.

A singular thing, Mr. President, has also happened. The gross value
of our wool clip for the last year was abont $70,000,000, about a dollar
a head of wool for the people of the United States, or a little more, and
to enhance that one dollar per capita in the hands of about 1 in 65 of
all the people, for the chance of enhancin% the property of one million
people, no less than four different forms of taxation are applied in this
bill. A cumulative tax on everything connected with the subject-
matter, to the total massacre of every interest concerned in it, is ap-
plied, and in this wise is this tax multiplied. In the first place, upon
the idea of protecting the American woolen manufacturer and his labor-
ers against the pauper labor of Europe, you put up one tax on the manu-
factured goods. The moment you do thattherepresentative of the wool-
producer comes in and says, ** Here youn are protecting the manufacturer,
and whynot protect me?’’ Inorder toappease and placate him, atax is
then put upon the raw material. Then, says the mannfacturer, *‘Since
you are now having protection in the second degree upon the raw ma-
terial, and the infant indnstry idea is abandoned. you must give me a
compensatory duty, because the English and the German manufacturer
has no such tax on raw material to pay for,"” and so you put in the bill,
in addition to an ad valorem tax, a specific tax to protect protection

inst protection; and having now a three-story tax—protection in the
:E:‘rd degree—you are not then done. The American tailor and the
manufacturer of ready-made goods comes in and says, ‘' Here you have
rotected the manufacturer upon the production of this cloth, yon
ve protected the wool-grower upon the production of the raw ma-
terial, you have again given the manufacturer of the cloth a second
protection in the way of a specific tax, and now I have got as an arti-
san to compete against the manufacturer of the finished fabrics in En-
rope in cutting cloths for customers, and I must have my protection.’
And so in this bill, upon an article of prime necessity, nupon the cloth-
ing which must be worn by the rich and the poor, there is a camula-
tive fourfold tax to protect everybody except the people who are more
interested than any others. They want cheap clothes,

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me I wish tocorrect a
statement he made a moment ago.

Mr, DANIEL. I yield with pleasure.

Mr, MITCHELL. The Senator stated a moment ago that the in-

creased tariff or tax, as he calls it, on wool had not had the effect of
limiting the importation of foreizn wool to this country. Now, the
fact is that unggr the act of 1867, which was highly protective—at
least much more so than the act of 1883—the importations in 1882
were but 47,208,175 pounds of wool, Then came the act of 1883, by
which the duties were largely reduced, and what was the effect on the
importations? From 1883 to 1887 the importations had increased to
81,504,477, partly scoured and equal to 114,000,000 pounds of our raw
wool, and in the year 1888 to 126,487,729 pounds of raw wool, and
during the past year, 18289-'90, the amount of our importations, not
of course raw wool alone, butineluding raw wool and the woolen goods,
amounted to abont 378,000,000 pounds, some 98,000,000 pounds of
which carpet wools, and great portions of which were scoured. The
whole equal to 150,000,000 pounds of our raw wool; besides the impor-
tation of combing and clothing importations, amounting, the former,
to over 8,000,000 pounds, and the latteror clothing wools over 25,000,-
000 pounds.
Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator from Virginia will yield to me a
moment, the Senator from Oregon, by the statistics which he has pro-
duced, shows that the importation of wool largely increased for the year
1883.

Mr. MITCHELL, That was a slip of the tongue. They had not
increased hrﬁ in 1883.

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator read the fignres again hefore
1883 and the figures after?

-Mr. MITCHELL. Iwill. Theimportationsin the year 1882—that
was prior to the passage of the act decreasing the tariffi—were 47,208, -
175 pounds. The next that I have is for the year 1887.

Mr, CARLISLE, The Senator then skips 1883,

Mr. MITCHELL. I said 1883 before by a slip of the tongue.
They had not increased in 1883 because the reduction in the tariff had
not had its effect in 1883, but in 1887; four years after the act of 1883
had been in operation, the importations had increased from 47,208,175
in 1882 to 114,038,030 pounds, or what was equal to that in 1887,
while in 1889 the importations had increased to 126,487,729 pounds,
estimating the scoured as at raw, while in the last fiscal year, includ-
ini woolens, the importations amounted to abont 378,000,000 ponnds.

Ir, CARLISLE. The rate of 1883, of which complaint is made on
account of its slight reduction in the duty unpon wool, took effect on
the 1st day of July, 1883, Therefore no importationa were made
under the operation of that law until the fiscal year 1884,

Mr, MITCHELL. That is the fact. I have given no importations
except by a slip of the tongne a moment ago between 1882 and 1887,
but I did give the fignres for those two years, showing the effect of the
act of 1883 in largely increasing the importations of foreign wool.

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion ?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia yield .
to the Senator from Iowa ?

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly.

Mr. ALLISON. I ecan not refrain from making an observation re-
specting the reduction made by the tariff of 1883 in connection with
the statistics just read by the Senator from Oregon.

The Senator from Oregon says that the tariff of 1883 largely reduced
the duty on wool. It reduced the duty on carpet wools one-balf cent
a pound, which class has constituted the largest item of the importa-
tions between 1833 and now, so that whatever argument may be made
as respects the tariff of 1883, it remains as & fact that the duty npon
carpet wools, which constitute the largest importation, was only re-
duced one-half cent a pound.

Mr. MITCHELL. That wasa considerable reduction as applied to
wool of that grade.

Mr, CARLISLE. The value of wools imported in 1832 was $48,457,-
570, and in the fiscal year 1883, which was still before the act took effect,
the value was $55,224,283, showing an increase of about $7,000,000.
In 1884, which was the first year the act took effect, it was $53,542,292,
or about$5,000,000 more than it was before. So the increase was larger
from 1882 to 1883, before the act took effect, than it was afterwards when
the act had taken effect.

Mr. MITCHELL. But take it on an average of four or five years
and the increase in the importations after the act of 1883 was more than
double the average of the five years prior to that act.

Mr. DANIEL. Iam fully prepared to answer the question and sug-
gestion of the Senator from Oregon, and if he will look at the Agricult-
ural Report for 1889, e 246, I think that from the statement there
given, which I have g:l?ated anticipating jusf some such guestion as
he has asked, he will find a complete and satisfactory answer. I pre-
sent a collation from that report of the wools entered for consumption
in the United States from 1867 to 1884, inclusive, stated by years, of
each class, quantity, and value; but, without going through all the de-
tails of these let me ask that Senator to observe the striking
fact that under the tariff act of 1867 the imports arose in lines of fluctua-
tion from 1,270,356 pounds of clothing wool to 26,785,172 in 1880.

Let me further observe that of combing wool the importations rose
from 150,302 pounds to 13,266,858 pounds in 1880, and of carpet wools
from 36,263,017 to 59,320,412 pounds. Then it will be perceived that
over and beyond the tariff act of 1883, to which the Senator now at-
tributes this increased importation, under the tariff act of 1867 there
were these decisive inereases in our importations beth of combing wool

and of clothing wool. 5
Here are the importations from 1867 to1884. [Sce last table on next
page. ]

Then I present along with that a table giving the net importations
of raw wool from 15822 to 1889, and ask leave to insert it in association
with my remarks:

IMPORTS,

Net importation of raw wool, 1822 {o 1889.

|
Average
Periods. Aggregate, ;z‘,’:?:;: imports
*  |percapita.

Pounds. I Pounds.
1,881,812 5]
G, 285, 528 -4
13, 076, 459 i
23, 010, 629 .9
50,161,113 L4
64,091, 664 1.5
87,420,196 1.5
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The average supply since 1840 from domestic and foreign fleece has
been as follows:

Total wool resources by decades, average per annwit.

. ; Total aup- | Per capita
Periods. Product, Imports, ply. sopply.

Pounds, Pounds. Pounds,
13,976,450 | 55,976, 459 3.0
23, 01¢, 629 89, 010, 629 3.3
50,161,113 | 200,167,113 5.4
64,091,664 | 250, 356, 664 5.7
87,420,195 | 368,651,417 6.5

Then, further, I present the value of the importations of wool from
1865 to 1888, as taken from the pamphlet of Mr, Warner to which I
have heretofore referred.

Value of wool imports, 1865 o 1888.%

Manufact-
Woolen
Year. Raw wool. waste, ete. umc]l arti- Total,
cles,

1865 23,300,701 | 410,305 (820,347,563 | $27,067, 650
1866 9, 479,043 589, 490 | 57,115,899 | 67,184,432
1867 0o sasssane e 6,246, 157 518,473 | 44,813,212 | 51,577,848
1863 4,080,245 49,649 | 32,571,829 | 36,451,223

1869 5, 600, 958 68,103 | 34, 560, 324 , 229,
1870 i 6,748,350 55,609 | 34,435,050 | 41,234,018

1571 9, 780, 443 87,067 | 88,751,973 | 48,620,
1872 27,206, 073 232,211 | 52,176,710 | 79,614,004
T R NS N 20, 438, 038 199, 687 | 50,875,805 | 71,500, 430
1874 ; 8,250, 306 151,156 | 46,732,032 | 55,133, 494
1875 11,071,259 149,109 | 44,460,585 | 55, 680, 563
1876 8,247, 617 45,322 | 33,164,486 | 41,457,425
R R e S R AR 7,156, 944 ' 23,668,657 | 32, 858, 866
T8.. 8,363, 015 19,071 | 25,211,088 | 33,508,169
5,084, 545 22, 121 | 24,833,700 | 29,390, 366
23,727, 650 207,196 | 33,613,897 | 57,638,743
| 9,708,008 138,363 | 31,018,063 | 40,860, 304
venes| 11,096, 050 358, 336 | 87,003,134 | 48 457,570
| 10,949,331 438,750 | 43,836,202 | 55,224,283
A wes] 12,384, 700 564,604 | 40,592,889 | 53,542,292
| 8,879,923 287,254 , 489, 44, 656, 482
| 16,746,081 | 1,036, 40,384,450 | 58,157,400
e reoeos rabeamsaesrsansrsoness] | 10, 46470 | - 1, 665,818 235,248 | 62,515,340
................ 15,887,217 | 1,719,154 | 46,000,235 | 63,606,610

THE HIGH WOOL TARIFF PROTECTS FOREIGN MANUFACTURERS.

Mr. President, I call attention also to the fact that this high-tariff
upon wool and woolens is working in the same manner as the sale of
agricultural implements at lower rates to other conntries than to our
own. It is developing the woolen industries of other nations, not our
own. Itis working in the exact opposite direction to that in which it
was originally devised to work. Thishasbeen explained overand over
again by the woolen manufacturers themselves, Inthe year 1878 many
of the woolen manufacturers of the United States presented a petition
to Congress in favor of tariff reform on this snbject. They asked that—

The duties on all wools be largely reduced, if not wholly removed; that wools
not produced in this country be put upon the free-list, and that the dutiea on

woolens be fixed at a moderate rate corresponding with the scale adopled in
other manufactures,

This petition was dated Boston, January 7, 1878, and was signed by
g\rer one hundred of the leading woolen manufacturers of the United

tates.

During Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, Mr. Secretary Manning sent
out circulars to the woolen manufacturers of the United States and re-
ceived a reply from Mr. William Whitman, the president of the Na-
tional Association of Woolen Manufacturers. I wish the time orthe
space permitted the inclusion of that entire reply in my remarks, but
I extract from it just this much:

The high duty is not the only difficulty 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-
bandry, requires that washed wools in class 1 should be subjeet to double the
duty of unwashed wool, and the duty on scoured wool should be three times
the amount upon the unwashed wool I ATTANE t which pels the im-
portation of class 1 wools to be in the greasy state, itating the tr
tation ¢ on from 2} to 8 pounds of grease and dirt in the wool required
for a pound of cloth. The effect of the compulsion to buy greasy wooland pay
a heavy specitic duty on its impurities, isthat the American manufacturers are
thereby obliged to give undue preference to light dition over fl and
the other valuable qualities of wools offering in foreign markets. Our manu-
facturers, moreover, are obliged by this restriction to trat r P
tition in foreim:l markets upon the always small proportion of the lightest un-
washed wools, while our foreign competitors, hsvinslto pay duty neither upon
wool nor on grease and dirt, can buy the heavy wools in the market to much
better advantage.

Then he shows how the foreigners are protected:

To these considerations it should be added that the high specific duty on
clothing wools—a duty irrespective of the cost—practically excludes the cheap
and abundant clothing wools of South America, and by freeing them from our
competition fur their purchase, makes them much cheaper than they would
otherwise be to the manufacturers of France, Belgium, and Eﬂrm&ny, who work
them up into cloths and stuffs by the chea; labor in Europe.

. It may be said that o remedy for these difficulties is to be found in the exeln-
sive use of the domestic wools, which will be abundantly supplied under due

#These figures are given in the only shape in which they are obtainable for
the purposes of this table. But it must be remembered that the prices both of
wool or of its manufactures have fallen so of late years that the figures for the
latter years represent proportionately a much greater quantity of wool or goods
than do those for former years, the £563,600,000 of 1848 representing more than
would £100,000,000 in 1872, The increase of lmporta-tiou has, therefore, been at
an even greater rate l.lznn the figures above would indicate.

Wools entered for consumption in the Uniled Stales from 1867 to

protection. To this wereply that neither our own country norany other in the
world does or ean grodueo to advantage wools of all kinds and grades, Ex-
rience under high protection of wool in this eountr{ for over thirly years
as demonsirated that our domestic wool-growers find it to their advantage to
produce only the staple wools required for the ordinary nngo of woolen fab-
ries ; and asthese fabrics will always be in demand, they build u
& work of time—for the production only of the fleeees which will be profitable
for a long series of years.

1884, inclusive, stated by years for each elass, quantily, and value,

No.1. Clothing wool. | No.2, Combing wool. [ N0:3 Carpet and sim-
Years, Total
Pounds, | Value, Pounds. | Value. Pounds. | Value,

1867 1,270,3% |  8415,600 | 150,802 | g1, s27 36,263,017 | §5,832,074 | 37,683,675
1868 4,681,679 | 018,588 | 1,804,272 | 832,315 | 18,096,600 | 2,704,768 | 24,582 551
N L S R e B e e e 2,512, 202 505,715 | 4,533,867 | 1,002,207 | 27,650,871 | 3,653,082 | 34,695, 040
1870 6,680,493 | 1,249,152 | 2,752,569 | 765,147 | 29,351,006 | 3,416,024 | 38,634,008
1871 weens| 5,957,461 | 1,201,201 | 17,665,600 | 8,167,835 | 26,550,005 | 3,335,628 | 50,174,056
Y T I L e e R A R 16,871,832 | 4,183,060 | 41,155,460 | 8,952,131 | 36,280,141 | 6,435,468 | 94)315,983
1873 i 6,029,488 | 1,744,200 | 49,540,231 | 12,728,501 | 28,642,863 | 5,098,465 | 54,212 582
1574 2,308,210 | 815,307 | 27,087,438 | 6,193,150 | 27,808,000 | 4,603,410 | 56,793,738
1575 13,117,679 | 8,602,535 | 7,769,157 | 2,158,261 | 80,799,438 | 4,472,896 | 51,685,294
L e e e 8,643,366 | 2,187,713 | 8,167,307 | 1,153,504 | 25,465,005 | 4,546,998 | 40,275,678
1<t 9,204,029 | 2,202,639 | 2,509,954 | 830,715 | 28,310,411,| 8,979,617 | 40,114,394
1578 9,916,012 | 2,431,043 | 3,028,860 | 969,683 | 26,856,280 | 3,504,640 | 39,801,161
Ay PR S ey 5,229,087 | 1,114,301 | 1,709,601 | 413,761 | 33,163,054 | 3,988,752 | 40,102,642
1850 26,785,172 | 6,412,273 | 13,206,856 | 3,801,730 | 59,820,412 | 7,699,663 | 99,372,440
L e A SR B A I T 19,450,028 | DOIDA0T | 2818671 | G852 | 41,0175 | 0,642,008 | 60,010.7
1882, ] ‘ 1 208,17

1883 .. 11,546,530 | 2,567,443 | 1,373,114 | 843,967 | 40,130,328 | 5,580,558 | 53,049,967

HOW OUR AMERICAN MARKET FOR DOMESTIC WOOL IS CURTAILED.

So, it will be seen that by the operation of this high restrictive tariff
you are building up the manufacturers of England, Germany, and
France, there being no American market in which the cheap wools of
other countries can find a competitive purchaser; and by the inability
of the manufacturer to introduce those very foreign wools into his
factory he is cut off from the power of producing the goods which
wonld compete with those of the foreign manufacturer, and our Ameri-
ean wool producer is denied a market which would otherwise make ac-
]t}iivity in the woolen trade, and produce a better home market for

m. :

XXT—-588

PRESIDENT GEANT SAW IN 1874 WHAT THE DEMOCRACY CONXTEND FOR.

of this subject as if it were a Democratic idea alone and as if it were
one in which the Demoecratic theory would seriously interfere with the
welfare of the people of the country. Mr, President, Republican opin-
ions are as thick as dust in vacant chambers that this is the correct
policy. You have it in the message of President Grant in 1874, in
which he said:

The introduction free of duty of such wools as we do not produce would

stimulate the manufacture of Eoods requiring the use of those we do produce,
and therefore would be a benefit to home proﬁuetlon. L

The argument could not be more sententionsly and clearly expressed

9393

their flocks—




.

9394

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

Avaust 30,

than that, and it came from the great head and leader of the Repub-
lican party. Again, in 1875, he said:

These duties [on raw material] not only come from the consumersat home, but
nct as a protection to foreign manufacturers of the same comp! articles in
our own and distant markets.

General Grant saw twelve or fifieen years ago, just as plainly as Presi-
dent Cleveland saw in 1888, that this tax on wool was a hollow pretense,
that it was building up Eunropean manufactures to the prejudice of
our own, that it was putting a burden upon American consumers which
was useless, and that it was restricting the market for the wools of
American produncers and was producing a decline in prices.

- THE HIGH WOOL TARIFF EXPOSED AS A FEAUD,

The distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALrisoN] has expressed
his views npon this subject, and to him, as well as to the Sepator from
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], I appeal to answer his colleagues who, as they
find italittle more consistent with their present theory, endeavor to load
the tariff act of 1883 with all the evil which has afilicted the manu-
facture and the production of wool. The Senator from Iowa, in his
speech which was made before the tariff act of 1883 became a law in,
commenting upon the tariff of 1867, said:

regard wool regard i
uﬂ:%ﬁﬁm fraad, l‘:lm g“t,r:l?n:o:: :ﬂﬁ;‘ﬂ;oﬂ, svn:mm:lfgnuwll: :.1::
tbmyol’thagoopleoﬂhe nited States. I alludeto the wool B lnw
effect of which has been to materially injore the sheep husbandry of this
country. Ina single county in the State ol Iowa, between 1867 and 1869, the

number of sheep was reduced from 22,000 Lo 18,000 in two years; and what is
true of that ac:;:nt istrue to a greater or less extent of other countiesin Iowsa;

- andd g the price of woocl has been co y B
the law now is, the tariff upon fine wools of a character not ueed in this

- country is 100 per cent. their cost. The tariff upon woolens of the same
class is only ut 50 per cent., so that thé finer woolen are imported,

and the coarser fabries. Before the taviff of 1867, our manufacturers of fine
mixed foreign fine wools with our domestie produet, and were thus able
compete successfully with the foreign ufacturer of similar wools.

Thus the Senator from and the Senator from Massachusetts
will see that the greatcham of Republicanism from Iowa analyzed
the facts of our economic h and of onr statutes just precisely as
the Democratic party on this side of the House are analyzing them to-
day, and if they do not vote according to that clear analysis and (o
that demonstrative f it is becanse they have changed their posi-
tion with regard to the facis, and not because the facts are not as plain

now as they were then.

HOW OUR DOMESTIC MARKET INJURED EXPOSED,
Continning, in the speech above quoted, the Senator from Towa said:
But boingprohihh:s;i fm importing l-l_l_is class of wools, these fine goods can
n as

not now he prod ¥ ,,uhheymnbeimpmud. Con-
uently, mills that were formerly engaged in p ing these goods have

seq y

been lled to abandon b or manufacture coarser fabries. If the

counld afford te manufacture those fine goods, they would make a market whicl
we do not now have, for our fine wools to be mixed with other fine wools
of a different charaoter from abroad. want of a market, as [ understand
it, is the reason why our fine wools now command so low a price. There is no
demand for them at home, and we can not export them in competition with
fine wools grown in other countries.

- I have before me now the extract which I referred to from the New
York Press, edited by the Superintendent of the Census. Says that
gentleman:

‘Wool is lower to-day than duaring the days of frec wool. * * * The meat
supply of Lhe conntry as well as its wool supply was enormously increased by
what the Telegram calls the wool steal (the wool tariff},

Then, commenting upon this fact, he says:

Just what the Press clai The protected prodnct is cheapened to the con-
sumer.

THE PRICE OF AMERICAN WOOL LOWERED, BUT THE PRICE OF FINISHED PROD-
UCTS INCREASED,

Now, Mr. President, it may bedesirable to explain an a ent para-
dox. Gentlemen myt’if it has lowered the price of An?ggrmn wool,
does it not also lower the price of the finished product to the con-
sumer? By no means necessarily, because the American wool is not
the sole staple which produces that product, because by lack of ability
to get the necessary article of wool to mix with the American wools
without paying exorbitant duties the American manufactarer is crip-

in ﬁ business, and because he is crippled in his business he no
makes a market for the varieties of wool which would build up
the trade and produce activity, increase, and progress in all branches
of enterprise connected with it. .
XUMEER OF SHEEP IN OLD ENGLAND MAINTAINED WITH FREE TRADE.

There is another fact which I shonld like to have explained by gen-
tlemen who insist on this high increase of the wool tariff. England
has free trade in wool; we have high protection, and two facts of con-
trast stand out in bohi relief—the English manufacturers are prosper-
ous and the American mannfacturers are not prosperous. Consequently
the wool or the sheep hushandry is prospering in free-trade England
more than it is prospering in the protected United States. In Great
Britain where they have free wool and high-priced lands they had, in
1886, 28,950,000 head of sheep, and, in 1888, 28,936,000 head of sheep—
but a slight decrease.

Mr, SPOONER. May I ask the Senator what he is reading from ?

Mr, DANIEL. It makes no difference what I am reading from.

Mr. SPOONER. I thought it was some official document.
Mr. DANIEL. Iam statingit on my own responsibility. Iam not

reading from a document. I am reading from a paper which I rely
upon, and I am stating it upon my own responsibility. I would beglad
to tell the Senator——

Mr. SPOONER. Iwas not putting the guestion to the Senator with
any purpose—— :

AMr. DANIEL. I understand that. I did not mean to reply other-
wise. I am reading from a collation of facts on this subject which I
have entire confidence in.

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator reads from a paper the anthorship of
which he declines to give, I have no ohjection.

Mr, DANIEL. I haveassumedtheresponsibililyofit myself. That
is enough for the Senator. If I am incorrect I should be very glad to
be shown so, but I am satisfied to state it 0. I do not have to give
my authority for every statement that I make on my own responsibil-
ity, or I should be glad to farnish the Senator with the original source
of it. I have not the British documents before me, and I am obliged
to take the fact from some compilation.

Mr. SPOONER. The Benator indicates considerable feeling upon
my question.

Mr. DANIEL. I have no feeling abont it.

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator to recollect that it is a question
very often put in the Senate and never with any p to offend.
The Senator was reading from a paper and I thought perhaps he had
given when he commenced to read it the aunthor of it. I did not hear
it, and I desired to know what it is from. That is all.

Mr. DANTEL. Ibeg pardon of the Senatorif my manner indicated
the slightest notion of offense. I did not feel that he meant that, and
it was a mere earnestness of mannerism and not any feeling whatever
towards the Senator’s question, which I recognize to be perfectly per-
tinent, and which I should be glad to reply toif I had the original docu-
ment before me. But I have seen a similar statement in a variety of
documents and I think it will be found in our statistical reports. I
know I have mef with it in many directions to some such purport as
that here in the United States, with a boundless area of new lands which
especially invite the cultivation of sheep, as contrasted with Old Eng-
land, where the lands are dear, there has been a diminution in the num-
ber of sheep nnder protection, while there they have either increased
or maintained a level of number under free trade.

WOOL MANUFACTURE IN THE UKITED STATES CRIFPLED,

Further, Mr. President, I simply call attention to one additional
fact, that this tariff on wool has erippled the manufacturers of the
United States. The number of failures of manufacturers of the United
States in 1889, immediately after the Presidential election, compre-
hended hundreds of individuals and millions upon millions of money.
The only reason that I can see why a political party will persist in a
polic{ which has been so fatal to every interest connected with it is
simply because the protected industries of the United States have formed
a sort gf trnst and alliance by which the one is ealled upon to stick to
the other.

The mannfacturers of the United States were anxious altogether for
free wool, but when they asked for what was reasonable protection,
considered by the standards of nowadays upon the manufactured ar-
ticle, which was consistent with the early policy of this country, the
representatives of the raw product of wool came in and insis that
they should have a high protection. Then the manufacturers stood
by the producers of the raw wool and joined in their cry for fear that
if they did not the farming population of the United States would rise
against the manufacturers and take off all protection whatsoever; and
then having induced the farmers to believe against plain disclosures of
the facts of the record of our agricultural and manufacturing reports
that they were benefited, they came in and demanded a second tax to
protect them against the protection that they had given to the farmer,
and putup the third story of this ruinous castle of so-called protection.
This combination of interests, notallied otherwise than by the attempt
to combine numbers to crush out interests—this combination of inter-
ests is thut which, against the judgment of the Republican leaders of
the United States, against the judgment of the wool experts of the United
States, against the judgment of the manufacturers themselves, against
the interests of the farmers, is foisted by a false policy upon the people
of the United States and makes them pay millions and millions of :lI:n -
lars for cheaper and meaner cloths than could be bought without it.

THE MAIN BURDEN UPON THE POOR.

Mr. President, in this bill the main burdens have been made to fall,
as they do in all such systems of taxation, upon the poor. By the
analysis of its provisions made by the minority of the committee or
the House of Eepresentatives, you will find that in this bill the lowest
rate of woolen yarn, worth about 30 cents, is taxed 112 per cent., while
the most costly yarn is taxed 72 per cent.

Now, briefly here, in answer to the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. BTEW-
ART], who says this is not a tax at all; that it is & mere charge upon
the foreign manufuctarers. If that be true, why hassuch skill and such
design been disclosed in thescheme of taxation to charge the foreign man-
ufacturer or producer & higher rate for bringing into our country those
articles which will benefit the poor and the great mass of the people
and a lower rate for bringing in those which will benefit the rich? 1f




1890.

OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

9395

it is not & tax, why do not the rich take it upon their shoulders and not
put it mpon the poor? :

Furthermore, Mr. President, a coarse cheap blanket is taxed 106 per
cent. and a fine blanket 72 per cent.; a coarse woolen hat 111 percent.
and a fine hat 66 per cent.; cheap dress goods for women and children
108 per cent., and the finer 73 per ceat.; the lower grade of woolen
cloth 125 per cent. and the highest grade 86 per cent. ; the cheapestof un-
derwear from 112 to 138 per cent., the finer 78 per cent. ; coarse woolen
shawls and goods 135 per cent. and the finest 9 per cent.  What philos-
ophy is there in a scheme of taxation which heaps the burdens of a
government so unegually upon the great mass of the people who are
ioiling to produce these results and which is cheapening the luxuries
of the rich who may go in purple and fine linen every day ?

THE HOME-MARKET THEORY A FAILURE AS TO WOOL.

Mr. President, one other observation ingeneral. Ithas'been alleged
that this system of high enmulative protection is building up a great
American home market. It has not built up an American market for
our wool or our sheep or for anything that is associated with this par-
ticnlar indastry. The Btate of Connecticut, I believe, is about the
third State in the manufacture of wool in the United Btates, Massa-
chusetts and Pennsylvania probably ranking ahead of her. A few days
ago the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] told us about the
high price of agricultural lands in that State as contrasted with some
other States which were not so highly favored by the home market.

I suggested to the Senator then that perhaps he had better study the
figures of the present census. We have some of those census reports
now in advance, and from a recent paper, the National Democrat, of
Angust 27, I begleave tocommend a few of thefigures which it discloses
to his consideration:

The State of Connecticut now contains—

Says this article—

twelve cities. In the appended table each of these cities is selecled as the een-
ter of the group of farm towns nearest it, the farming character of each town
being proved in almost every case by the description of it as ** agricultural ” in
the Connectiout State Register of 1830,

Here is the grouping of these townhs in this article:

Popu- | Popu-
Group. lation | lation
1880. | 1890,

New Haven wossem| 2,491 2,301
Hartford. . os waes “ cvasata] 16,010 5,492
6,216 6, 323
. 2,010 2,179
3,767 3,307
S— 3,215 3,028
3,927 3,408
b, gl
o assranse * 3,210
New London = g: 72 2,603
MEIAAISLOWI .. cice s avamistssarabsaninmnsmsinsatess pysstasanasnre . 8,705 3, 386
I e e o Sk, st e A AT | 4,457 | 42,040
e A T M SR 48,315 | 43,567

‘What is the matter with the home market in this specimen exem-
plar state of high protection, that in this great American Republie,
where progress is so rapid and population and wealth are increasing
in almost fabulous rate, they are shrinking and shriveling in their
population and the home market is failing to produce or even to sus-
tain theriches of the accumulated population of the towns?

‘We have been told sometimes that protection in this country is twhat
is attracting to onr shores the artisans - and the population of free-trade
England; and it was one of the Senators on the other side who re-
marked a few days ago, “* You do not see Americans going to England,
but you do see English capital and English artisans and English people
coming here,”” How is it, let me ask the champions of these home-
market towns, that you do not find the American from the unprotected
regions of this conntry going to them, but you do find them going away
from the very spots where the rays of protection bring warmth and
%ht to a focus, and going out into the regions of the South and the

est where protection has built up no such desirable home markets
as these? BSays this writer: =

The decrease, subject to very slight revision in the final returns, during the
ten years in these twolve groups is 4,748, or about 10 per cent. In the thirty-
seven * farm towns nearest cities,” which make up the whole twelve groups,
two or Lhree towns have been used twice over, in cases where they adjoin two
cities—a point to which the ardent protectionist can not object, as in that case
the farm town is supposed to receive ** protective " benefits from both its urban
neighbors, It will ge observed also thal in only a single group of towns has
there been a gain of population during the ten years, and in ihntt
trifie. The figures, ver, derive their chief value from the fact that they
test and vitinte the “truck farm " and “proximate farm town ' theory on the
choicest protection ground—in a New England State, in towns close to bustiing
and prosperous cities, where the farmer may be supposed to encounter no prob-
lems ion,and where the competition—in * garden sass' at least—
with other regions of the conntry is reduced to iis lowest terma,

On a larger seale, indeed, the whole State of Connecticut may bhe taken as a
visionary sample of this *local-market” dogma of protection. Its cities are
well scattered over the State, all but two of the eight counties containing one
or more of them—in this respect Connecticut being unlike Massachusetts, with
most of her cities in her eastern counties; or New Hampshire, with her cities
near ber Jower boundaries: or Rhode Island, with Intion tered near

ut the merest

Providence; or Vermont, with almost no cities at all., From four to ten rail-
road lines, or branches, traverse each Connecticut county, bringing almost all
the country towns into i:;‘:u'«au.,\r close connection with the urban centers. Yet,
under these singularly favorable conditions for local markets the farm towns
of Connecticut continue their steady decline,

In the rural county of Litchfield all but eight ofthe fwen townsscore de-
ereases by this year's census reéturns; the rural county of d shows gains
in but three of her towns; and of the State's total gain of, say, 118,000 in the ten
years, about 95,000 is found in the twelve cities, which now contain about 50 per
cent. of the whole population of the Commonwealth. Universally the farm,
towns lose under .Fmisaly the conditions that the high protectionist vaunts as
most favorable, That concrete fact is established by the State census enumera--
tors, and if the protectionist alleges outside canses to account for thedecline, he
must at least confess that his * home-market " theory in Connectieut
mighty poor progress in resisting them.

REACTION WILL FOLLOW FALSE STIMULUS,

Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesofa [Mr. DAV1s] the other
day predicted that when this bill passed there would be unexampled
prosperity in this conntry. I do not doubt, sir, that after the policy
which is indicated in this bill has been embodied into a law therewill
be a great momentary stimunlos to both commerce and manufactures.
You already see that the importers of New York are rushing in their
imports from different countries in order to get *‘inside the breast-
works?’ before the wall that is to be built around that great commer-
cial city iserected. And you willfind that corporations will be formed,
and that there will be a rush of capital into these highly protected in-
dustries; that new towns will dot the plains, and that for a season
there will be what may be called flush times in new activities given fo
commerce and manufactures,

But, Mr. President, when a year or two have passed, when the sturdy
self~independence of the American citizen, which has been wont to start
ont with its own right hand-and inborn genius to build up local and

1 industries has been absorbed in these corporations hastening
to be rich—when everything is moved by trusts and combinations, and
the moméntary stimmulus wears out, there will be a pay-day in the cal-
endar, and it will come like a thiefin the night, unannounced. I hope
that it may be long averted. I hope, indeed, that my vaticinations
may be incorrect, and that it may not come at all; butif there beany-
thing in the teachings of history and of economie experience, it is just
as certain as that the wheel of time ghall turn around.

Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. President, the Senator hasendeavored to make
a frightful example of Connecticut in support of his doctrires. He
should know, and does know, doubtless, that the tendency of people
towards cities is common to nearly all cities and to all States and na-
tions in modern times. He shows, what is undonbtedly true, that in
Connecticut the population has tended towards certain eenters, and
that the population of farming towns in a number of instances is not
as great as it was in the previous census or the census before that, and
the reduction has been going on for some time. He thinks that we
show the nnfavorable influences of the protective doctrine. Now, if
he will go to free-trade Great Britain, the ideal of the Democracy, he
will find precisely the same tendency there, and I am not sure bub in
a grs;]t;r degree. If is not to be charged to one doctrine more than to -
the other.

Mr. HOAR. London is the most rapidly growing city in the world.

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; the Senator from Massachusetts me
that London is the most rapidly growing ecity in the world. We think
there is nothing like the growth of some of our Western eities, but Lon-
don has run rapidly up to 4,000,000, and it is like Jonah’s gourd, no-
body knows what it is to-day. Itisabsorbing, like Chicajzo,the country
around it; all the country roadsare becoming continuous lines of build-

ings. .

Now, in Connecticat, the Senator will find, if he will examine, that
these concentrations of population take place upon the streams where
thereis valnable water-power, along whicg there sometimesarises almost
a continiious village, and the farms not being as profitable in some re-
spects as they used to be the people settle down into the vi and
manufacturing cities. The value of the farms has not gone down on
the whole; they are still cultivated. They wounld be worth next to
nothing, I might say, if it were not for these manufacturing
There is a tendency toward aggregation that we can not prevent by
any legislation, it is an economieal and irresistible tendency, but its
effect we can immevnsely modify by keeping up and extending manu-
facturing, for without that oar people conld not live at all. I think
Connecticat wounld rednce in population if it were not for the manu-
facturing interest.

If the Senator will search the history of our business enterprises he
will find cases in which individuals and corporations, workingat a dis-
tance from a navigable river or the seacoast, being about to or
modify their works, pull up its stakes there and go down to the river-
side or to the banks of Long Island Sonnd, because there they can re-
sort to water transportation any time, and hold a check upon railroad
rates. These are among the reasons for our condensation in cities, and
these reasons are somewhat the same in free-trade Great Britain. The
social tendency and the attractions of erowded life assist.

But if the Senator will take the whole view of our State he will ses
that we have more landholders than formerly and that the average
value of lands has increased. The population of the State has grown
118,000 in ten years. The moneys in the savings-banks, an excellent
test of the prosperity of the common people, grow year by year. There
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is no possible indication of the prosperity and progress of a people that
we do not exhibit. ]

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, just one word in reply to the Senator
from Connecticut. He seems to misapprehend my position. I only
state these facts to rebut the argnment that he.and other gentlemen
who coneur with him have made, that the tendency of these cumula-
I cite this Con-
necticut example to show that it is destroying the local home markets
of the farmers and is building up the country in centers, just as he has
indicated.

Furthermore, the Senator very much misapprehends me if he snp-

that I am in any way opposed to manufactures, for I agree with

im that judicious manufactures well placed and run on business prin-

ciples are great benefactions to every State and every country and to

everypeople. What I object tois the crippling of manufactures, against

its protest, by a charge upon it for raw material, and then paying it a

bonus in the form of a secondary tax to pay it an additional sum for
the amount it has to pay for that raw material,

Mr. DAWES, Mr, President, I do not care to take more than amo-
ment of time in reply to the remarks of the Senator from Virginia, and
that is simply for the purpose of calling attention to his logical incon-
sistencies.

He says thatthe policy inaugurated in 1867 has had the effect to con-
stantly depreciate the wool growth of this country both in value and in
quantity; and yet there is not a wool-grower in the country who asks to

- have that policy abandoned. He proposes to substitute for it free trade

in wool. There is not a wool-grower in the country, understanding his
own interests and studying his own interests, but would consider the
policy which the Senator suggests as a cure for a system which he says
works constant reduction in the prices and value of the wool produet,
ruinous, and one necessarily compelling him to abandon the attempt to
grow wool in this country.

Again, the Senator says that the policy of 1867 worked precisely the
same effect npon the wool-manufacturer; that althongh under it the
wool-manufacturer’s raw material was growing cheaper and cheaper
every year, yet it had that remarkabl eeffect npon the wool-manufact-
urer that as his raw material grew cheaper and cheaper his results
and profits were all the time diminished, and the wool-manufacturer,
instead of clinging to the idea of what he calls a high tariff upon wool
production as a means of cheapening his raw material, asks to have this
tariff abandoned and the very opposite adopted as the meansof reduc-
ing the value of his raw material. The wool-manufacturer says that
free trade will cheapen his raw material. The Senator from Virginia
says that the high tariff, as he ealls it, of 1867 has reduced the raw
material and will continue to reduce the raw material.

Mr. President, it is said that there is poetry in statistics. That is
true, and I have seen people run erazy with statistics, frenzied like

Bat there is also jugglery in statistics. 1donot usethat word
offensively to the Senator from Virginia. Nothing is so unsafe as a
leader as assorted statistics. I have seenin my experience men adopt
theories and then assort statistics to maintain them, and the assorted
statistics are delivered over for us here.

The application of the Senator’s theory by men of experience in the
matters to which they pertain is worth more in the solution of the
question than theories maintained by assorted statisties.

Take his reference to the towns in Connecticut to show that a home
market in Connecticnt, prodaced by means of manufactures there, has
caused a decline in the value of the property of Connecticut. Assort
the statisties and pick out the effect upon a locality in Connecticnt and
leave out the statistics of other loealities and you can make the condi-
tion of Connecticut just what you please. Take the statistics of the

rosperity of the manufacturers of (gmnecticut by themselves and they
Enock the pretense of the Senator from Virginia out of sight in a mo-
ment.

The whole of these statistics that tell the history of the industries
and the prosperity and the growth and the wealth of Connecticut are the
only lesson that can be learned irom statistics as pertaining to Con-
necticut. Assort the statistics in reference to particuolar years of the
production of wool in this country and then assort again the statistics
and put the value of wool one year with the value of wool another
year, picking out the highest and the lowest and leaving the average
to take care of itself, out of sight, will lead us the Lord knows where.

Baut, sir, the real use and the safe and honest use of the statistics is
to tell us what, as a whole, has been the result of this tariff. Has the
business of produoction in this country, either of the raw material or of
the manufactured article, as & whole, been on the increase? Has it
wronght more of good than of evil as a whole? When the Senator is
able tosatisfy the people of this country that the effort to furnish more
employment for her people, more investments for her capital, more
market for the products of her soil, has on the whole worked an evil,
then he will derive some nseful lesson from the statistics.

Mr. DANIEL. May I interrupt the Senator to ask him a question ?

Mr. DAWES, Certainly.

Mr. DANIEL. Why in the bill are not hides protected ? Why do
you not protect the shoe and leather manufacturers and the produacers
of hides hy a tariff on them? What is the difference between hides
and wool? Will the Senator explain that?

Mr. DAWES. 1 suggest to the Senator to answer my question, and
I will re?:at it. I have not heard him answer it. If the high duty,
as he ealls it, upon wool im in 1867 has had the effect to reduce
the price of the raw material, what is the reason why the manufacturer
wants it abandoned ? ;

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator it me to answer ?

Mr. DAWES, Yes, that is what I want you to do.

Mr. DANIEL. Because it is only to rednce the price of one portion
of his raw material, while it has so increased the price of all the other
portions that when he gets it all together the sum is greater.

Mr. DAWES. I do not quite hear the answer, but I suppose it isa
good answer, else the Senator would not have made it.

Mr. DANIEL., I wish the Senator would make as good an answer
to the question I asked him.

Mr. DAWES, But the simple logic of the conrse pursued by the
men who produce the wool and the men who produce the manufact-
ured article out of it, I submitted to the Senator, and I persist, isa
conrse more intelligent, more in accord with their real interests.

Mr. DANIEL, 1 am afraid the Senator did not hear my question.

Mr. DAWES. I suppose I did not, and therefore I hope the Sena-
tor will allow me— 1

Mr. DANIEL. I asked the question why it was that there was no
tariff in this bill on hides—why they were not protected in the same
way as wool ? ’

Mr. DAWES, Mr. President, I am not to be diverted from this posi-
tion by any such interrogatory as that. If the Senator thinks that that
elucidates his logic as it relates to the producer of wool and the manu-
factarer of it, it only cenfirms my opinion that the Senator has been
made mad with statistics.

Mr., President, I want an answer to the question how it is that the
wool-grower wants to maintain a tariff; the effect of which is to reduce
the price of his wool, and the wool-mannfacturer wants the tariff aban-
doned, which has the effect to reduce the cost of his raw material.
They are both fools, or the Senator from Virginia has been led astray
by assorted statistics. Statistics, as a whole, honestly applied, do not
bear out any such conclusion as that to which the Senator comes,

1 know that they can be made to state anything. I knew a wonder-
ful statistician in 1867 who went to work on statistics with a theory
and he has come out a rank free-trader, turning over statisties, and
whenever facts confront him he answers in substance, ‘‘the more the
pity for the facts; the theory is sound, and there must be some mis-
take about the facts.”

Mr. President, the idea that there can be any antagonism between
the wool-grower and the wool-manufacturer, or the attempt to create
it here in this way, is idle and is injarious to the interests of both.
The wool-grower can not prosper when the wool-manufacturer is not
prosperous, nor can the wool-manufacturer prosper unless the wool-
grower also is prosperons.

Mr. VANCE rose.

Mr. ALDRICH. T appeal toSenators upon both sides of the Cham-
ber toallow a vote to be taken upon the pending amendment. It must
be apparent to the Senate that unless we make greater g]mgrm with
the discussion and disposition of this bill the time fixed for taking the
vote will be reached without some of theimportant questions involved
in the bill having been discussed at all, and I again appeal to Senators
upon both sides of the Chamber to allow a vote to be taken upon this

uestion.

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, yielding to the appeal of the Senator
from Rhode Island, I shall refrain from the remarks I was going to
make, and yield the floor.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]
to strike out certain paragraphs that have already been read, npon
which the yeas and nays have been ordered.

Mr. ALLISON rose.

The PRESIDENT pro tempaore,
speak to the pending motion.

Mr. ALLISON. I rise to ask a question and to call the attention ot
the Senator from Kentucky to the fact that, under the ruling of the
Chair, if his motion fails no other intervening amendment will be in
order.

Mr. CARLISLE. We understand that.

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator criticised very severely several sep-
arate provisions within the line of this motion tostriie ont. I suppose
he does not wish to make any amendment respecting them.

Mr, CARLISLE., My motion is to strike them all out.

Mr. ALLISON. I know; and that failing——

Mr. CARLISLE. That failing, I understand that under the ruling
made a.-few days ago no amendment can be entertained to the para-
graphs already read while we are in Committee of the Whole.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Relerring to that ruling, the Chair
begs to state that several Senators have criticised the opinion of the
Chair and referred to Rule XVIII, ignoring the fact that the motion
was pot one to strike out and insert, but one to strike ont merely, to
which that rule is in no sense whatever applicable.

The yeas and nays having been ordered on agreeing to the amends«

Does the Senator from Iowa rise to

ment, the roll will be ealled,
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The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen-
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW ]. .

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). Iam pairedat present
with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. If he were pres-
en&J should voté ‘‘yea.”

*Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). The Senator from Georgia
[Mr. CorquiTT] has been necessarily called home for several days, and
"I am paired with him for the time of his absence. I shall therefore
consider myself paired on this and all subsequent votes, unless other-
wise announced, with the Senator from Georgia. Ishould vote “pay’’
if he were present, and he would vote ‘‘ yea,”’

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the senior
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN].

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. HARRIS was called). My col-
league [Mr. HARRIS] is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr.
MogrrILL]. If my colleague were present, he would vote * yea.”’

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAGKBURN], who is detained from
the Chamber by illness. If he were present, I should vote **nay."’

Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. PADDOCK'S name was called). My
¢olleague [ Mr. PADDOCK ] has been called away from the Chamber on
business in one of the Executive Departments. He is paired with the
Senator irom Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. I do not know how my col-
league would vote on this question.

Mr, TELLER (when his name was called). I am wpaired with the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr, BERRY]. If he were present, I shounld
vote ‘‘nay."’

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the negative). I am paired
generally with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. I
voted inadvertently, not observing that he was absent from the Cham-
ber. I ask leave to withdraw my vote.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin with-
draws his vote,

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr.
Squire] with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. My col-
league, if present, would vote “ nay '’ on this question.

Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague [Mr. PLATT] has gone home to at-
tend the funeral of a near neighbor, an old and prominent citizen. He
is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR].

Mr. SHERMAN. My colleagne [Mr. PAYNE] desired, I know, to
vote for retaining these woolen clauses in the bill, and he made some
arrangement with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] to pair
with him in that direction. I suppose it would make no difference in
the result of the vote, and therefore I do nothing but leave his pair
stand with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], unless some
Senator should see proper to pair him with a Senator on the other side.
My colleague, as he told me, would vote for retaining the wool-tariff
clauses as they are in the bill, and therefore would vote ‘‘nay’’ on this
proposition.

Mr. VEST. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr.
PruMe]. If he were present, I should vote *‘yea.’’

Mr. CARLISLE. I am paired, as stated, with the Senator from
North Dakota [ Mr. PIERCE], but if there be no objection I will trans-
fer that pair to the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], so that I can
vote. I vote ‘'yea.”

Mr. BATE. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is
not in the Chamber, and I desire to state that he is paired with the
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY].

Mr. TELLER. 1 suggest to the Senator from Missouri that the Sen-
ator from Arkansas [Mr., BERRY] be paired with the Senator from
Kansas [Mr. PLuMB]. Then he and I can vote, if that is agreeable to
him,

Mr. VEST. That is entirely agreeable. I vote ‘' yea,”

Mr. TELLER. I vote ‘‘nay.”’

Mr. CAMERON. I'am paired with {heSenator from South Carolina
[Mr. BuTLER], but if necessary to make a quorum I am at liberty to

vote.

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that I have not voted hecause I
am paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE].

Mr. SPOONER. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr.
WALTHALL]. The Senator from Virginia [Mr, DANIEL] is paired
with the Senator from Washington [ Mr. SQuire]. Ifagreeable to him,
we can pair the Senator from Washington with the Senator from Mis-
sissippi, and the Senator from Virginia and I eanvote. I vote “‘nay.”’

Mr. DANIEL. I vote *‘yea.”

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire tostate that my colleague [Mr. DAv1s]
is paired with the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. TUBPIIS:

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 27; as follows:

YEAS-I17.
Bate, Gibson, Morgan, Vest,
Carlisle Gray, Pasco, Wilson of AMd.
OCockrell, Hampton, Pugh,
Cok: Jones of Arl . 3
Daniel, MecPherson, Vance,
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Aldrich, Dolph Hoar, Spooner,
Allen, Edmu;ida, Imﬁs. Stewabrh'
Allison, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Stockbridge,
Cameron, Hale, MeMillan, Teller,
Catioa Higeinn. Beveyer, Wilson of I

ullom WYET, n OWa.

Dixon, Hiscock, Sherman,

ABSENT-—40.
Barbour, Davis, Kennsa, Power,
Berry, Dawes, Manderson, uay,
Blackburn, Eustis, Moody, n,
Blair, Farwell, Morrill, Banders,
Blodgett, Faulkner, Paddock, 8quire,
Brown, Frye, Payne, Stanford,
Butler, George, Pettigrew, Turpie,
Call, Gorman, Pierce, Voorhees,
Chandler, arris, Platt, ‘Walthall,
Colguitt, Hearst, Plumb, Waolcott.

So the amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The reading of the bill will be pro-
ceeded with.

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, as follows:

370. On noils, shoddy, top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste,
yarn waste, garnetted waste, and all other wastes composed wholly or in part
of wool, the duty shall be 30 cents per pound.

Mr. CARLISLE. Ishould like to ask theSenator from Rhode Island
the reason why the duty upon shoddy is increased from 10 cents per
pound to 30 cents per pound, an increase of 200 per cent. npon this
article, which I suppose we do not want to encourage the production of.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator well knows that it is a substitute for
wool, and with a view af giving protection to the lower grades of wool
this duty has been increased from 10 cents to 30 cents a pound.

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows:

371. On woolen rags, mungo, and flocks, the duty shall be 10 cents per pound.

372, Wools and hair of the camel, Fuat. alpaca, or other like animals, in the
form of roping, roving, ortops, andall wool and hair which have been advanced
in any manner or by any process of manufacture beyond the washed orscoured
condition,notspecially provided for in this act, shall be subject to the same duties

/5 Bre impuees upon manufactures of wool not specially provided for in this
act.

-
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 88,
line 22, after the word ‘‘be,”’ to strike ont ‘“‘twice’’ and insert ‘‘two
and one-half times; "’ so as to make paragraph 373 read: ¥

373. On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in part of wool, worsted,
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaea, or other animals, valued at not more than 30
cenls per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-half times the dut;
imposed by thisact on a pound of unwashed woal of the first class, and in
dition thereto, 35 per cent. ad valorem ; valued at more than 30 cents and not
more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall b three times the dq‘?
imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in ad-
dition thereto 35 per cent, ad valorem; valued at more than 40 cents per pound,
the duty per pound shall be three and one-half times the duty imposed g‘; this
act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 40
per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I do not think the amendment
to. In fact the rate or
duoty proposed by the bill as it came from the other House is a large -

proposed by the committee ought to be

increase over the present rate and is not justifiable in my opinion. The
rate proposed by the House on ‘‘woolen and worsted yarns made
wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel’” (which has
heretofore been free, but is now classed in this bill with wool of the
first class and made dutiable at 11 cents per pound), *‘ goat, alpaca, or
other animals, valued at not more than 30 cents per pound,’” is *' twice
the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first
class, and in addition thereto 35 per cent. ad valorem.”’ i

That is the provision in the bill as it came from the House, and it
proposes to impose a duty of 22 cents per pound and 35 per cent. ad
valorem upon all these yarns which are worth less than 30 cents per
pound. The Finance Committee of the Senate proposes to increase the
specific duty from 22 cents per pound, as proposed by the House, to 27}
cents per pound and 35 per eent. ad valorem npon an article which must
be worth less than 30 cents a pound in order to come in under this
clause,

The rate of duty under the present law upon this class of yarns
valued at less than 30 cents per pound is 70.32 per cent. ad valorem,
The House propase to raise it to 11:2.70 per cent. ad valorem, and the
Senate committee amendment to over 132 per cent. ad valorem,

This is the material which is necessarily used by the manulacturers

of woolen and worsted cloths, and I am unable to see any sufficient

reason why even the rate of duty proposed by the House shounld be im-
posed upon it, and, much less, why we shounld impose a duty of over
132 per cent.
I hope the amendment proposed by the committee will not be adopted,
and I think that the rate proposed by the House ought to be reduced.
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senatorfrom Kentucky understands, of course,

that the specific rates in this bill are intended to be compensatory for .

the rates npon wool or substitutes for wool. The rate upon scoured
wool by this bill is 33 cents a pound. The rate fixed upon all substi-
tutes for wool in paragraph 370, which we have just adopted, is 30
cents a pound. The Senator must understand that if we propose to
make the duties on yarns compensatory this rate must not be less than-
the rate fixed npon secoured wool or upon all the substitutes of wool.
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The rate proposed by the amendment of the Senate Finance Commit-
teeis only 27} cents a pound as against 33 cents a pound upon scoured
wool of the first class, or 36 centsa pound upon scoured wool of the see-
ond class, or 30 cents a pound upon the various substitutes.

Mr, CARLISLE. We haveagain presented 10 us the doctrineof com-
pensatory duties by the Senator from Rhode Island. I should like to
ask that Senator for what is this to compensate the manufacturers of
these yarns, Foran increased ‘prim of their wool on account of the im-
position of the increased rate of duty or for a reduced price of their wool
resulting from the increased rates of duty upon that article?

_ We have reached a point where it seems we ought to have a distinet
and final understanding upon this subject; that is, upon the question
whether the imposition of protective rates of duty upon an article which
is produeed in this conntry reduces its price or increases its price. This
question has been answered both ways repeatedly during this discus-
The Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN ] yesterday afternoon, in a
brief statement made by him, admitted that the imposition of pro-
tective rates of duty upon wool by the act of 1867 had not increased
its price, but had decreased it; but other Senators upon that side of the
. Chamber insist that the imposition of such a duty increases the price, and

this bill is framed upon that theory. Consequently we find that wher-

ever a new duty is imposed upon a material nsed in our manufactures

_or an increased duty is imposed upon such a material, there must be
an increased duty upon the product made from it, in order, as the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island says, to compensate the manufacturer.

Now, in the first place, the factthat the wool from which these yarns
are mannfactured is not all imported must not be overlooked; in fact,
very little of it is imported; and therefore this compensatory duty can
not be justified npon the gronnd that it is fo reimburse the manufact-
urer of the yarns an amounnt of money which he has actually paid
out of his pocket at the cnstom-house upon the imported article. It
must be placed solely upon the ground, therefore, that the imposition
of the increased rate of duty upon wool from which these yarns are
made increases their price; and yet the factsstated throughout this dis-
cussion and admitted upon the other side show that the price of wools
hns decreased since 1867, when this high rate of duty was imposed
upon them.

I insist, therefdre, that we have reached a point in the consideration
of this bill where we shonld have a distinct and a final understanding
upon this snbject, becaunse if we are to continue thronghout the re-
maining provisions of this bill to impose what ace called compensatory
duties npon the finished product, it ean be justified only upon the
ground that the duties npon the materials increase their price, although
those materials are produced here in our own country.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the compensatory dufies levied by
the provisions of this bill are not imposed for either of the reasons sug-
gested by the SBenator from Kentucky. The reason for their imposition,
as I think the Senator understands, is to equalize, if possible, the con-
ditions, so far as the cost of wool is concerned, between the foreign and
the domesticmanufacture. If thedomestic manufacturer imported the
wools or substitutes, he would be obliged to pay the duty, and should
be compensated for the amount paid. Otherwise, of course, he wounld
be under an additional disadvantage on account of the wool duties as
compared with his foreign competitor, who has free wool. If he does
not import the materials, he is brought in competition with a foreign
manufacturer who has the advantage of cheaper wool or cheaper sub-
stitutes for wool, it may De, to the full extent of the duty which we
impose in the United States. Under these circumstances, it is abso-
lutely necessary, if we propose to continne the manufacture of wool in
this country, that through adequate compensatory duties foreign and
domestic manufacturers should be placed upon a basis of equality.

Mr, CARLISLE., Will the Senator from Rhode Island insist that
the imposition of an inereased rate of duty upon the material which
the American manunfacturer has to use has a tendency to put him more
nearly upen a footing of equality with the manufacturer who has free
material ? It is precisely the contrary. The foreign manufacturer has
free materials for use in the production of his goods, and thereby, ac-
eording to the Senator’s argnment, which is correct, has an advantage
over the American manufacturer. Why has he the advantage? Simply
because under the law which gives him free raw material he secures it
at lower cost, and to compensate the American manufacturer on ac-
count of this disadvantage under which he labors from this cause, the
Senator proposes still further to embarrass him by putting an increased
rate of duty upon his material, and thus make it cost him more accord-
ing to the theory of this bill.

Mr. President, this compensating duty, as it is called, can not be
justified upon the gronnd that it aids the domestic manufacturer in
thecontest with his foreign competitor. It mnst rest npon the ground,if
it can be justified at all, that the imposition of the increased duty upon
the material used by the domestic manufacturer increases its cost to
him, and that therefore he must have an increased duty upon his fin-
ished product. A

The Senator says that it is justified upon the ground that its pur-
pose is to equalize the conditions between the manunfacturers here and
the manufacturers abroad, which is simply another form of stating the
argument to which I have just replied. It does not tend to equalize

the conditions, but, on the contrary, tends directly and inevitably to
make them still more uneqnal than they are now by imposing upon
the material used by our manufacturers anincreased charge which the
foreign manufacturer does not have to pay, and therefore ——

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President——

Mr. CARLISLE. Wait a moment. Therefore it excludes.
mestic manufacturers of these goods not only from the other
of the world, but raises their price here to snch an extent as to encour-
age their importation from abread, for it is a rule of trade as inflexible
as any rale in mathematics that our importations increase when our
prices rise and decrease when our prices It is high prices in this
country that bring here from othercountries, and low prices in
this country that exclude them.

Therefore, when you place in this bill a provision which increases
the cost of production and thereby necessarily increases the price at
which the articles sell in the market you offer to the foreign importer
a preminm to bring his products here and sell them in competition
with ours. What we want, therefore, more than anything else in the
adjustment of our tariff laws, if their purpose, or any part of their pur-
pose, be to aid and encourage American indnstries, is to enable those
industries to turn out their products at such prices as will exclude the
foreign produet from competition with them in the home markets,
and if possible at such prices as will enable our producers to export
them and sell them in the foreign market in competition with foreign
producers, ‘We can never reach that point, but will be constantly re-
ceding further and further from it, if we continue to incorporate into
our legislation these provisions which increase the cost of production
in onr own country.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President, the argument of the Senator from
Kentucky should have been addressed to the Senate when the para-
graphs relating to the duoties upon wool were under consideration. He
questions the wisdom of the policy of adopting these rates. Having
once decided, as the Senate has so far as it can control this matter, to
place these duties upon wool, it is indispensable, 1 repeat, to equalize
the conditions between the domestic and foreign manufacturers.

Mr. CARLISLE. How equalize it?

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr, President, I will say a few words in regard
to this point, becanse this same question will arise in many other items
in these schedules as they come up.

It seems to me that the Senator from Kentucky overlooks the main
facts in regard to these duplicate and triplicate and guadruple rates
upon woolen goods. He forgets—no, he does not forget it, because he
is perfectly familiar with the fact—that it requires 2 pounds of or-
dinary wool as taken from the sheep’s back to make a pound of what
is called washed wool. It takes 3 pounds of unwashed ool to make
a pound of scoured wool. It takes 4 pounds of unwashed wool to
make a pound of ecloth. That is a fact. If the SBenator disputes it
then we are all at sea; but that, I believe, is a conceded fact.

At any rate it is proved by every witness who came before the com-
mittee, and is shown by the importers and manufacturers and all
wool-growers, that it is a general simple rule which may vary in de-
gree according to the character of wool, the finer wool being better,
that 2 pounds of unwashed wool are equivalent to 1 pound of washed
wool; that 3 pounds of unwashed wool are equivalent to 1 pound of
sconred wool, and that 4 pounds of unwashed wool are required to
make 1 pound of cloth. That seems to be rather strange. One would
wonder how this waste could occur, but it is so as a matter of fact.
The greasein theunwashed wool isremoved partially when it is washed,
still more when it is scoured. It not only takes off all the dirt, but
all the fiber of the wool. Still, in the next process of manufacture,
when the wool is converted into cloth, there is a waste, so that all
parties have agreed to the general rule that it requires 4 pounds of un-
washed wool to make 1 pound of cloth.

That does not apply to all kinds of cloth, It only applies probably
to the better wool. The general rule is that of good quality it may re-
quire 4 pounds of wool to prodnce a pound of eloth, but it does not ap-
ply to all, because in certain articles they use other substitutes for wool
to the extent that they use cotton in satinets and in some forms of goods.
1 am not a merchant or a manufacturer or anything of the kind, and I
may confound these matters, but in many classes of goods made partly
of wool there is cotton, and in many there are other articles. In all
earpet wools there are great varieties of substitutes. Therefore, the
rule does not apply to those, but in all eloths of every kind whatever
g may be said that it requires 4 pounds of wool to make 1 pound of

oth.

That is the reason of this diserimination. Inregard to these cheaper
woolens that are provided for here at two and a half times the rate,
they are mainly made of ¢cheap wools which bear a low rate of duty com-
paratively. The carpet wools are sometimes used more or less for this
class of goods, and the inferior wools are nsed for that purpose. Still,
the endeavor was to equalize the number of pounds of wool that are re-
quired for a pound of cloth, because now we are dealing with cloth or
woolens, - the manufactured articles.

Mr. CARLISLE. Yarns

Mr. SHERMAN. Yarns; the same thing, ' Yarn, before it is pre-
pared and called yarn, must go through the process of washing, scour-

o "
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that is necessary, carding probably. Iam
not an expert in matter, and I only know what I gather from the
information farnished; but it goes through all the processes; so that yarn
is a manufactured article of wool, but it is not so hi manufactured
as cloth, because the wool even after it is woven into loses some-
what by the of manufacture. =

Therefore, in fixing the ratio the House fixed the rafio of 2 tb 1.
The Senate committee, however, proposed to increase the rate upon the
statement made before it by men who are interested no doubt upon
this matter, but certainly made without a division of opinion that
that was not enough; that it required 2} pounds of wool to make a
pound of yarn. Whether that be so or not I do not know, but that
was the best evidence we had; and unless the Senator from Kentacky
can controvert that fact his argument fails,

So as you go along into higher grades and higher prices of woolen
goodz. where the waste is greater, the ratio increases. In some cases

pounds of wool are made the equivalent of 1 pound of cloth, in other
cases of cloths of the higher grades it requires 4 pounds; and theretore
the corresponding duty on the goods is made fonr timesthe amount of
the duty on the unwashed wool.

If the duty upon wool had been levied on the washed or scoured
wool, it would have been much higher, but as the wool enters into
market mainly as unwashe . wool, or wool washed on the sheep’s back,
as a matter of course the rate of duty is fixed upon the wool that is
usnally imported in that coadition, generally in a very dirty state; and
when yon come to convert tnat into eloth, it takes, as I say, from 2 to
3 or 4 pounds of the wool to make a pound of cloth.

That is the reason for the difference between these various grades—
that as the product advances 1n quality and value it takes more wool.
Therefore, according to the testimony of every one connected with this
whole business, and it has never been contradicted or denied by any
one, 4 pounds of wool are required to make 1 pound of cloth., If that
be true, it explains the whole of these progressive stages of two, three,
and four.

Now, what is just and right is that the duty on the woolen goods
should correspond substantially with the duty on wool, giving the
manufacturer a reasonable protection for the conversion of that wool
into eloth, and giving him a duty that will bear a just relation to the
value of the foreign wool and the domestic wool.

In regard to the other rule that the Senator from Kentncky men-
tions, I have no doubt whatever that under the operations of this pro-
tective tariff the effect will be—not in a year, not in two years, butas
soon. as the law takes eftect and is in full operation, and encouragement
is then given to the manufacturers and producers of wool, and the in-
evitable eftect of domestic competition at home will be to reduce the
fn‘m of wool and woolens. In every speech I have ever made where

have alluded to the subject at all, or in any speech or remarks I have
ever made in the Senate or in the House as a member where this sub-
ject was discussed, I have always said that what I desired to do was,
not to make dear goods, not to compel the consumer to pay higher
prices, but it"was to induce the manufacture of goods in our own coun-

tr).’b{r. President, if I had the power I would frame the law so that
every article, of any name or nature whatever, that could be manu-
factured in this country of ours should be manufactured here; and
then, if left open to the competition which always springs up if undis-
turbed by trusts or combinations, that competition will always reduce
the price lower and lower, down to the absolute cost of manufacture or
production, so that the cost of production would decide the value of
the article in ourown country, and the cost of manufacture, governed by
the wages paid to our laboring men, higher than arejmd abroad, shonld
fix the prices in this country, and then we would get the benefit of
any invention, any improvement, any increased competition, any in-
creased effort made on the part of laboring men or inventors to lower
or lessen the price of goods. That is my idea of a protective tariff, of
a protective policy.

If I supposed or believed, as the gentlemen on the other side seem
sincerely to believe, that these duties are added to the cost, piled up
and accumulated upon the cost of the article, that the consumer must

y it, that there was no evasion of that universal rule, I would not
mor a protective tariff at all. But I know that all human experience
teaches, and the experience of our own country more than anywhere
else teaches us, that if we have the facility of trade and the inducement
to go into manufacture or production of any kind, we can by our own
superior intelligence, by tﬁe character of our people, by free and fair
competition, undisturbed by trusts or combinafions, rednce the prices
to as low a rate as they ought to be reduced with due regard to fair
wages to American laborers. 2 _

Mr. President, we must not only consider the interest of the laborer
in this matter, but we must induce, by our laws, capitalists to invest
in the production and manufacture of these articles, because, unless
we can do so, unless we can canse capitalisis to invest in the necessary
plant to manufacture, as a matter of course we can give no laborers
employment, and therefore these protective laws must be made not
only to induce capital to come in for the purpose of legitimate profit,

‘but also with a view to give our people fair and reasonable wages

and fair and reasonable prices. Then, if on account of the higher prices
paid for labor in this country and_the higher rate of interest on (ﬂ%ltll,
the domestic article costs a little more than the foreign article, I say
it is better for the American people, better for the consumers, to pay
that increased cost, rather than not have the article manufactured here.

Mr. President, so far as I am y concerned, I can have no in-
terest whatever in these tariff laws. Iam unfortunately neither a pro-
ducer nor a manufacturer mor an importer. I am a consumer to the
extent that I have any connection with the articles named in this list.
As a consumer I believe, in common with the t body of our people,
that if we do protect, foster, encourage, and diversify our industries,
although in the commencement it may advance the price to the con-
sumer, yet in the end it will reduce the price and fix the price to be
paid in our own country at about the’fair rate for the men that areem-
ployed in manufactures and a fair rate to capital employed in manu-
factures, which is absolutely necessary; and when it is thus reduced to
that price we ought to pay it cheerfully and fairly.

I believe that if these laws now could be framed npon the basis of .

this bill, with any sign that they would endure for a number of years,
there wonld be no difficulty about prices; that we shoald be able to
compete with other countries and soon be able to export certain classes
of goods to foreign countries and compete with those countries in the
markets of the world.

Such, Mr. President, are the ideas that I entertain in supporting a
protective tariff bill—not for the purpose of building up manufacturers

particularly, not for the purpose of enriching a few men and of giving-

them the advantage over laborers, but to induce industry, to secure
employment, to diversify employments, in order that we may not only
manufacture articles needed on the farms, in the workshops, and in
the mines, but enconrage every class of industry that will give honest
labor fair employment and give capital a new inducement to enter and
embark in all kinds of business.

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr, President, so far as I know, the Senator from
Ohio has always heen consistent in his advocaey of the theory that the
imposition of protective duties upon goods the like of which are
duced in this country has a tendency to reduce prices, and I sﬁ
therefore have no contention with him upon that subject. But what
I have endeavored to show is that such a theory is%holly inconsistent
with this theory nupon which this bill is framed. !

This bill is framed upon the theory that compensatory duties are
necessary in order to reimbarse the manufacturer, who uses the ma-
terial, for the increased cost to him on acconnt of the imposition of the
duty npon the material. Thatis the theory which I endeavored to get
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to announce, but w
he does not anncunce in his remarks, although he does in his bill.

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN | asserts

that it requires 4 pounds of unwashed wool to make 1 pound of

woolen cloth, and asserts that until thisiscontroverted these compound
duties, or this multiplication of duties, mustbe justified. I know that
this is the estimate which has usually been made, and uapon which our
legislation on this subject, since 1867 at least, has been But I
controvert the statement that, as a universal rale, or even as a gen-
eral rnle, it requires 4 pounds of unwashed wool to make 1 pound

of cloth. If, however, that be conceded, I assert that in the waste, ot -

which the Senator from Ohio speaks, there i valuable material which
is utilized by the manufacturers. -

The Senator from Ohio states that it requires 3 pounds of unwashed

wool to make 1 pound of scoured wool, and 4 pounds of unwashed
wool to make 1 pound ofcloth. If this be true, there would be a loss
of at least 25 per cent. in the manufacture of
scoured wool, whichI deny. The waste will not exceed, in my opin-
ion, 15 or 18 per cent., and that is not lost. It consists to a large

extent of noils, roving waste, ring waste, ete., upon which this bill . -

imposes a duty of 30 cents per pound. It mustbe worthsomething, It
must be worth more than 30 cents a pound in order to justify this rate
of specific duty. As a matter of fact, noils are worth——

Mr. SHERMAN. A large portion of these cheaper wools referred
to under the duty of 30 cents a pound must be made out of cheaper
zinds of wool, such as carpet wools, some kinds of which come from

Fermany. ;

Mr. CARLISLE. That is aside from the point I am discussing,
Mr., President. Of course it is conceded that in some classes of wool
it would reqnire 4 pounds to make——

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is speaking about the duty of 10
cents a pound. The duty on carpet wool is 30 cents, and they use car-

t wool to some extent in the manufacture of woolen goods.

Mr. CARLISLE. But, Mr. President, all this waste, whether it oc-
curs in the manufacture of carpets or the manufacture of woolen cloth,
is subject under this bill to a duty of 30 cents a pound. That is the
point I was on. ¥

Mr. SHERMAN. Noils and those things originally supposed to be
waste wool are really worth more than any other kind of wool.

Mr, CARLISLE. The Senator from Ohio will understand that I am
not eomplaining of the duty of 30 cents on waste in this bill. Iam
allndi:ﬁ to it only for the purpose of showing that those waste wools
have value ; that they are not in fact waste, as the Senator has stated,

pound of cloth from the
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and that altho in the manufacture of certain kinds of woolen cloths
they may ac y manipulate 4 pounds of unwashed wool in making 1
pound of cloth, still the waste itself is valuable. Although if does not
go-into the pound of cloth it is on hand to put into some other pound
of cloth, and is carried over from one process to another, so that the
manufacturer has no right to claim that he shall have a compensatory
duty upon the theurylﬁat it takes 4 pounds of wool to make 1 pound
of cloth. That is the point I am making.

In the first place, I say that it is not a nniversal, or even a general,
rule that 4 pounds of nnwashed wool are manipulated in making 1
pound of cloth. In the second place, I say that even in those cases
where 4 pounds are manipulated in making 1 pound of cloth, the 4

unds of wool are not actually .consumed in manufacturing the cloth.

et the manufacturers have succeeded in getting the Committee of
Ways and Means of the House of Representatives and the Committee
on Finance of the Senate to give them in this bill four times the amonnt
of duty upon a pound of unwashed wool and an ad valorem rate for their
tection upon every pound of woolen cloth imported for sale here, if it
E:alned at over 40 cents per pound, and net only upon every pound of
imported woolen eloth, but npon every pound of imported worsted cloth,
a part of which is cotton, a free article, subject to ne duty whatever, and
notwithstanding the fact that the cotton put into these imported worsted
goods was originally shipped abroad from this country, manufactured
abroad, and shipped back here, which is of itself a large protection to
our manufacturers of domestic worsted goods. All the charges of
transportation both ways, commissions, insurance, ete., have to be paid
by the foreign mannfacturer upon the cotton before it ever reaches the
markets of this conntry; and still 44 cents a pound and 50 per cent.
ad valorem are put upon worsted cloths by this bill, under the last
clause of the next section to be considered, if the value of the goods is
over 40 cents per pound.

And, moreover, Mr. President, while I am upon this subject, this bill
not only gives to the manufacturer a specific duty equivalent to the
duaty upon 4 pounds of unwashed wool, which, of course, compensates
him entirely for the whole amount of wool he uses in the manufacture
of a pound of cloth, even if he uses the imported wool, but it gives him
a duty of 50 per cent. ad valorem besides upon the whole value of the
cloth, including the value of thissame wool, upon which he has had 44
cents a pound specific duty.

Now, when he has received his 44 cents a pound, specific duty, to
compensate him for the duty upon the 4 pounds of unwashed wool, he
is even with the foreign manufacturer. He is upon equal terms with
the foreign manufacturer so far as the wool is concerned. Whatfurther
right then has he to a duty upon wool for his own protection? Hehas
none whatever, Mr. President, and yet this bill gives him 50 per cent.
ad valorem in addition to this sum of 44 cents, and this is upon the
wholeprice of the cloth, including the wool. Suppose the wool is worth
20 cents a pound abroad—and I showed by a letter yesterday that it

from 21 to 22 cents, but is sometimes even higher. The 4
pounds of wool used by the foreign manufacturer, therefore, costs him
at least 20 cents a pound, which is 80 cents.

Now, the domestic manufacturer, to compensate himself for the duty
on the wool, has a specific duty of 44 cents a pound on the cloth, and
he has also a duty of 50 per cent. ad valorem upon 80 cents, the cost of
the wool abroad to the manufacturer, which gives him 54 cents on ac-
count of the wool used in the imported cloth, to say nothing of the
protection which he receives from the ad valorem rate on the remainder
of the cost of the article. Thus he gets over 20 cents a pound on the
4 pounds of wool whichshe says he has to use, although the duty on
the domestic wool is only 11 cents per pound.

All that the manafacturers have ever claimed was that they should
have the ad valorem rate for their protection, conceding all the time
that this specific rate was only for the purpose of compensating them
for the additional cost of the wool by reason of the duty on that ma-
terial. But they have under this bill at least 84 cents per pound upon
all woolen and worsted cloths valued at more than 40cents per pound,
and upon all other manufactures of worsted weighing over 4 ounces to
the yard, which is nearly twice as much as the duty upon 4 pounds of
unwashed wool, and they have besides 50 per cent. ad valorem upon the
remaining cost of the imported goods.

Mr. ALLISON. Mr, President— !

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly.

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky is now upon a very
important branch of this whole question.

Mr.CARLISLE. T think so.

Mr. ALLISON. Ifit be true, as stated by the Senator just now, as
I understood him, that the compensating duty is excessive because of
the mode of its levy, then it seems to me we ought to modify this bill.

Now, if I do not interrupt the Senator by lengthening my state--

ment——
Mr. CARLISLE. I have noobjection. I want to hear the Senator.
Mr. ALLISON. This bill does not fix a uniform limit on all wools.
Mr. CARLISLE, Baut on all woolen cloths and worsted cloths,
Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no.

Mr, CARLISLE, On all weighing over 4 ounces to the yard.

Mr, ALLISON. On this very provison we have now before us it is
twoand a half, the latter part of the provision 3 pounds,ete. Now, the
statement of the manufacturersis—and I want the Senator’s views upon
this point—that in order to compete with like manufactures in Ger-
many, or England, or France, it is necessary tor them to be placed upon
an exact equality as respects the material which enters into the man-
ufacture. The statement of the American manufacturers is that the
manufacturer in Germany has his wool free, and therefore when he
manufactures a yard of cloth, if that yard of cloth costs 80 cents in
Germany, the cost of the wool enters into it as a part of it.

The manufacturer here claims that the cost of the wool in this coun-
try enters into the production of a similar article. If that cost be 20
cents a pound, muft.iply that by 4 and you have 80. Then, if you
multiply the duty by 4, it will be 44 cents, in addition to the 80 cents,
which is the cost to the German manufacturer, and that requires that
tt_here shall be a compensating duty for the material and cost of manu-
ncture.

Now, the material here, costing so much more, enters into the cosi
of the manufacture as it does in Germany, and therefore this compen-
sating duty is placed upon the raw material, and the manufacturer
here is only upon an equality, and he should have an ad valorem rate,
whatever it is, to compensate for the difference between the wages here
and the wages in Germany. ;

Mr. CARLISLE. That is exactly what I said.

Mr. ALLISON. Now I want the Senator to explain why it is that
that is not the correct theory, so that we can all understand.

Mr. CARLISLE. It is the correct theory upon the assumption that
it requires 4 pounds of wool to make a pound of cloth, and upon the
additional assumption that the duty upon the wool increases its price
by 11 cents a pound to the American producer.

Mr. ALLISON. Very well.

Mr. CARLISLE. Now the Senator has stated that if the American
manufacturer makes a pound of cloth, the wool in it costing 20 cents
a pound, amounting to 80 cents, and therefore, there being 4 pounds
of wool, he must have a compensatory duty of 44 cents on that ponnd
of cloth in order to protect him against the foreign manufacturer who
has free wool.

Now, let us stop there a moment and sée if’ he is not made entirely
equal at that very point with the foreign manufacturer, so far as the
wool is concerned. That is the point I made a few moments ago.

But what else ocears in this bill? You have given him the 44 cents
a pound upon the imported eloth in order to compensate him on ac-
count of the duty of 11 cents a pound on 4 pounds of unwashed wool,
and you have thus made him even with the foreign manufacturer so
far as the wool is concerned. But this bill farther and gives him
50 per cent. ad valorem besides upon the whole price of the foreign cloth,
including the 4 pounds of wool supposed to be in it.

Mr. ALDRICH., Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me a
moment upon that point? :

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MAXDERSON in the chair). Does
the Senator from Kentucky yield ?

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH. Is not that true of manufactures of cotton, upon
which material there is no duty on either side of the Atlantic? Is not
that true of silk, upon which there is no duty?

Mr. CARLISLE. But the duty upon silk is altogether protective,
althongh it yields a revenue, The object of the duty upon silk was
protective. The object of the duty upon cotton goods is altogether
protective, and what the manufacturer of woolen goods claims as neces-
sary for his protection is the ad valorem rate of duty aiter he has been
compensated for the increased price of his wool, and not the specific
rate.

Mr. ALDRICH. And he is precisely— .

Mr., CARLISLE. And more than compensated, as I claim.

Mr. ALDRICH. And he issimply placed upon equal terms with the
manulacturer of cotton goods.

Mr. CARLISLE. Notatall. Yoo have put 50 percent. ad valorem
duty here. ;

Mr. ALDRICH. As the manunfacturer of wool has 50 per cent. ad
valorem that protects him against lower cost of products, and the cost
of material on the other side is included in both cases, as it goes into
the general cost of the manufactured goods.

Mr. CARLISLE. Itistrue thatrawsilkis free, but it isalso equally
true that it is all imported, and that the manufacturer is subjected to
the charge of transportation, at least, and the other charges incidental
to transportation, bandling, and sale in this country, increasing very
considerably the cost, which is a charge upon him.

Mr. ALDRICH. In the case of cotton—

Mr. CARLISLE. In the case of cotton there is mo such charge.
But you do not propose to put a duty of 50 per cent. upon the cotton
schedule and a specific duty besides, The specific duty would be un-
necessary, upon the theory of the Senator from Rhode Island, as I said,
because there is no duty upon the raw material, but the ad valorem
rate of duty is protective, and to some extent a revenue duty.

Now, the point I was making is simply this: That, accepting the
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statement made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] as being
universally true concerning the amount of wool, the number of pounds
of wool, used by the manufacturer of cloth, still this bill gives to the
manufacturer a greater degree of protection than it ought to give; that
is, it does not equalize him, so far as the wool contained in the foreign
cloth is concerned, with the wool-grower.

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. President, I do not wish to occupy any time
in this discussion, but I wish to make a few observations.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from Iowa?

m:;r. CARLISLE. Let me first correct a misstatement that I have
€. 1

I believe I stated that the bill was framed upon the theory that there
was to be a compensatory duty of 44 cents a pound on all the woolen
and worsted cloths weighing over 4 ounces to the yard. That duty is
imposed on all woolen and worsted cloths valued at over 40 cents per
pound. Under the clause relating to worsted dress goods which are
composed entirely of cotton warp or other vegetable fiber the 44 cents
a pound and 50 per eent. ad valorem apply only to the elasses weighing
4 ounces to the yard. In the hurry of the debate I may have con-
founded the two clauses,

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, it hasalways seemed to me (because
this is.not a new question) that the woolen manufacturer, in order to
be successful in this country, must at least be placed upon an equality
with the woolen manufacturer in other countries; otherwise, no mat-
ter what the amount of duty we place upon wool, the woolen goods
would be imported from conntries where wool was free. Therefore,
in all these discussionsI have taken it for granted that there must be to
the mauufacturer some compensating duty in order that woolen goods
should be manufactured here. That principle is involved in the law
of 1867 and hasremained, so far as I have heard the debates, practically
undisputed until now, that a compensating duty is necessary in order
that manufactures may be conducted here.

I have heard this morning a good deal of debate about the law of
1883, and I heard a great deal about it yesterday, and that the de-
pression of the wool-growing industry came from the mistake madein
the act of 1883, Why, Mr. President, in my beliet no greater mistake
has ever been made than to attribute the reduction in the price of wool
to the wool tariff of 1883. In 1880 we imported more pounds of wool
than we have ever imported since, and I have before me the commer-
cial statement of 1880, showing an importation of 128,000,000 pounds,
and more, of wool in that year.

Mr. MCPHERSON. It came in under the tariff of 1867.

Mr. ALLISON. It came in before the law of 1883 was passed.
Theretore, for one I am getting somewhat tired of the statement that
all the evils which the wool-growers of the United States have been
laboring under come from the legislation of 1883.

Mr. HOAR. Was that an exceptionally large amountin 18807 How
does it compare with the amount for 1879 and the amount for 18812

Mr. ALLISON. Itis exceptionally large as compared with 1881,
and it is much larger than the amount for 1879; but the point I make
is that if the provisions of the woosl tariff in 1883 were such as to re-
tard the growth of wool in this country, that wool tariff should receive
the condemnation that it has received upon this floor.

The great importations of wool now into this country are of carpet
wools valued at less than 12 cents a pound, carpet wools that are not
produced by onr people, no matter what may be said.

Mr. HAWLEY. And let me add, ought not to be.

Mr. ALLISON. I agree with the Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. HAWLEY. We can do better.

Mr. ALLISON. I say that the American farmer and producer,
whether upon the hills of Ohio, the undulating plains of my own State,
or in the mountainous region, il he raises wool at all, ought to raise
wool that has a value in the market without having to compete with
these semi-barbarous wools that are gathered from the plains of Asia
and South America.

Mr. President, what I want as respects this debate is, if I can, to

draw it down to the practical and effective result of our tariff laws, -

For one, I desire to protect the American wool-growers to the fullest
extent that they need protection, But I do not want the American
wool-grower to havein his mind the idea that all the ills of life as re-
spects wool come from the legislation of 1883. I want to warn him,
and to put upon record the prediction that the legislation which we
propose here will not be legislation which will materially advance the
price of wool. \

Mr. PLUMB. What about the price of woolen goods?

Mr, ALLISON. It willadvanceneither material, in mybelief. The
tendency in this respect is down and down, and the competition be-
tween this conntry and England and everywhere is sharp.

Why, Mr. President, it is said that because of the legislation of 1883
the price of wool has been depressed. Itis4 centsapound less thisyear
than it was last year. Has the tariffaffected the price of wnol this year
as compared with the price of last year? The tariff is the same.
There aremany conditions and sitnations that affect the productof wool
as well as woolen manufactures.

Look at South America; look at the Argentine Republic. We are

now engaged in a project having in view the enlargement of our trade
and commerce with that country, She has but 4,000,000 population
and 77,000,000 sheep to our 44,000,000. With a less duty than we
have—I believe it is a duty of only 2 cents a pound upon wool im-
ported there— ,

Mr, CARLISLE. Twenty-five per cent.

Mr. ALLISON. I thank you. It is 25 per cent. ad valorem in the
Argentine Confederation. Yet she has produced 77,000,000 sheep as
compared with our 44,000,000 of to-day. What is it that creates that
condition in that Bouth American Republic as compared with ours?
1t is because of the character of the air, soil, and country. The sheep
there, and the raisers of sheep, are, as compared with our own people,
nomadic.

The Senator from Virginia [Mr, DAN1EL] did me the honor to read
some-observations which I made in 1870 as respects the wool and woolen
tariff,. The conditions of 1870, as compared with the conditions of
1880, are as varied and different as it is possible for them fo be. The
Australasian countries in 1870 bad just begun the produemof wool.
I have not the figures before me, but I will venture the statément that

they did not produce then to exceed 15,000,000 or 20,000,000 pounds.

Now, Australasia apd its colonies pour into the markets of the world
500,000,000 pounds of the finest wool grown on this globe, the most
of it wool that enters into the finest productions of cloth. Has that
had nothing to do with the reduction of the price of wool ?

I appeal to those who are more familiar with the manufacture of

wool than I am, and I have no doubt they will tell you that the wool

used in the production of the finest cloths, whether in Germany, the
United States, or in Great Britain, comes from the Australian colonies,

Mr, President, I mention this for the purpose of bringing this de-
bate, if I can, down to the question as to what we onght to do here,
having in mind first to protect the American wool-grower as nearly as
we can protect him in his products, because I agree with every Senator
upon this side, and I believe almost every Senator on the other side,
so far as they have spoken, that the woolen industry in our country is
one that should be amply protected and cared for in order to make ns
as independent as we can be in this industry as well as in others.

1 only make these observations for the purpose of showing, if they
be true, that there are other elements which enter into all these mat-
ters besides the mere question of a cent a pound upon wool. The Sen-
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said truthfully that the increase in the
bill was a small increase upon wool. So it is, if you take the direct
increase. Take the importations of 1889. I have them here. The
proposed bill would only impose upon clothing wools, wools of class
No. 1, $220,000. That is all the addition there is in this bill for the
benefit of the farmers who produce clothing wool in this eountry, 1
cent a pound. When you take the wools of the second class, known
as combing wools, the duties are increased to the extent of $385,000,
making in all less than $600,000.

The increase, then, is simply upon wools of the third class, which
are the carpet wools that are imported, and the increase is chiefly upon
the class which now comes in at less than 12 cents a pound in value.

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Benator from Towa yield to
the Senator from North Carolina ?

Mr. ALLISON. I do. X

Mr. VANCE. I understood the Senator to say that the effect of this
bill would not be to materially increase either the price of wool or the
price of the finished products.

Mr. ALLISON. Istated that awhile ago.

Mr. VANCE. I wish to say to the Senator that I know it to bea
fact that a leading tailor in this city informed a Senator not three days
ago that the price of woolen goods was already advanced 20 per cenf.
in anticipation of the pamfe of this bill, and is still advancing.

Mr, ALLISON. I merely entered that for the moment as a predic-
tion. I have no doabt that that sort of thing is going the rounds.

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], yesterday I believe it was,
introduced here an advertisement respecting some hosiery in Phila-
delphia. Well, it may be that the price of hosiery will be increased.
When I speak of increase I speak of the general increase and perma-
nent increase. I do not mean to say that under the effect of this hill
there will not be increases in particular things. I have no doubt there
will be increases in the prices of certain articles. Butthat isaside. I
will return to that question, because if I am mistaken about it I hope
the Senator from North Carolina will put me right.

The increase of duty upon wool is a nominal increase in one sense.
But the Senator from Ohio said truly that it was one of the provisions
and definitions of this hill that gave tronble, and therefore it was that
I put the question to the Senator from Kentucky as to whether he in-
tended to confine his motions to amend this bill to moving to striké
out the clause respecting the definitions contained in this bill, Here
are shoddy and noils increased from 10. cents a pound to 30 cents a
pound. That is an enormous increase. And there is an enormous in-
crease on all these articles that are the refuse of scoured wools.

Now, Mr. President, I have no doubt that the farmer believes that
he has been greatly injured in the past by means of what he calls the
importation of high-priced woolen raw material, T.et me turn to the




9402

- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE,

- A = e F -

Atevsr 30,

“importations of last year, where I find onlLa little over 8,000,000
pounds imported of all this material which is now to pay 30 cents a
pound duty.

Mr. HGE’IHERSON. What material is that, may I ask ?

Mr. ALLIBON. I mean the material which is incloded—

Mr, McPHERSON. Shoddy?

Mr. ALLISON. Noils, shoddy, top waste, ete. The manufacturer
took advantage of the duty of 10 cents a pound and imported these ar-
ticles to that extent. But there are other things in this woolen sched-
ule which, it is claimed by the manufacturers, compel them to pay ad-
ditional duties, and one is the fact that there shall be no sorting of
wools. There is a provision in this bill that there shall be no sorting
of wools abroad, which is a common custom, and that if wools are
sorted, they shall pay doubleduty. So, if a earpet wool is sorted, even
as to color, and pays 32 per cent., it has to pay 64, the value being un-
der 13 cents a pound. If it is over 13 cents a pound and is sorted,
then on the ralue at the place of production it pays 100 per cent.

Mr. President, I make this statement in justification of at least my
own condtiet as respects this wool schedule. I have always believed,
and I believe now, that in many respeets this schedule is higher than
it ought to be. But having been a participantjm the making of the
fariff of 1883 (whereof, I believe justly, the manufacturers had a right
to eomplain because we so adjusted and arranged it as to induce large
importations of manufactured goods which we ought to make here),
I with my colleagnes assented to the general provisions of the woolen
schedule of this bill, and I did so, as was said by Senators upon the
-other side, becanse this question has become a party question to a cer-
tain extent.

When we went into the consideration of this bill in the Committee

. on Finance, as Senators on both sides know, and I think the public
ought to know, we were told to make this bill to snit ourselves on the
Republican side, and that the Democratic side would content itself
with moving such amendments as it chose. Therefore it was that this
bill has been made up according to the best knowledge of the majority
of the Republican members of the Finance Committee. If I had made
it myself I shonld have made many changes in it. Bo we find our-
selves now confronted with this as a party question on this side of the
Chamber and on that. So I repeat that althongh there are some pro-
visions in this schedule, and a good many of them, that do not meet
my approval, yet I ean not bat believe that the statement made by the
manufacturers as respects the compensating duty is a just statement.
g;msy not have reached in this bill the exact and proper propor-

Mr. McCPHERSON. Did I understand the Senafor to say that “‘he
can not believe,”’ or *‘ can not but believe? "’

Mr, ALLISON. ‘I can not but believe.’’ I will put the question
to the Senator. If we put a duty upon wool, and then only the usnal
ad valorem duty upon the manufactures of wool, say 40 or 45 per cent.,
will woolen goods be manufactured mostabroad or here?

Mr. CARLISLE. Fiity per cent.

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; that is on the higher priced article. It
is 50 per cent. ad valorem upon pare luxuries, not upon ordinary
woolen goods. If wedo that it is plain to me that the great body

of woolen goods will be manufactured abroad and not here.

The Senator asks me why that is so. My answer is that we consume
600,000,000 pounds of wool in the United States; that we produce but
265,000,000 pounds according to the last statement, and that there-
fore there must come in 335,000,000 pounds either in the shape of im-
portations of wool for our manufacturers or in the form of manufactured
goods for consumption in this country. In that condition in which we
are situated I can not but believe that the people who produce the
265,000,000 pounds should be enabled in some way to receive a fair
price for their wool; and I come to that point now with a view of sug-
gesting to the Senator from Kentucky an element which he has not
yet considered.

The producers of wool in this country, producing less than half the
eonsumption, with a duty of 11 or 12 cents, or whatever you please,
per pound upon this wool, must in some way, until home competition
shall rise to the point where production exceeds consumption, be able
to add a large portion of this duty to the price of the wool which they
sell. Therefore, so believing, I think there must be a compensating
duty to the manufacturer in order to enable him to manufacture atall.

Now, Mr. President, when it comes to the guestion as fo what that
ghall be, I confess myself not sufficiently an expert to"know. In this
very article it is proposed at two and a half, later on three, again three
and a half, again four, and again four and one-fourth.

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me a moment to
ask a question?

Mr. ALLISON. With pleasure. .

Mr. PLUMB. The duty on wool is increased a cent a pound. The
Benator thinks a large portion of that increase will inure to the benefit
of the wool-grower. Will he state what the large pertion of the effect
of the increase of 1 cent a pound-will be?

Mr. ALLISON, I did not speak of the increase when I was speak-
ing of that, I :ﬁka of the same duties, whether the duty now or the
duty which would be added. It the Senator wants to know what I be-

lieve as the adding of 1 cent a pound, I have already answered,
I donot ve the effect will be to increase materially the price of wool.
I think it may possibly increase it somewhat, as I have said. But I
would like to have some gentleman on either side—and I ask the ques-
tion for an answer—tell me whether any ons here helieves that the duty
upon wool, whether it be 11 cents or lgcenm, adds to the price of the
American prodnct.

Mr. McPHERSON. No.

Mr, ALLISON. 1Is the price {0 the American wool-grower added
to by reason of the duty ? I ask the Senator from North Carolina.

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, if it does not add——

Mr.ALDRICH. Mr. President, I understood the Senator from New
Jersey to say ‘‘no '’ in answer to the question of the Senator from Iowa.
I do not know whether I misunderstood bim or not.

Mr. VANCE. If it does not add tothe price of the mative wool,
then certainly there is no earthly excuse for increasing the duty in
order to protect it and giving that as a reason. :

AJELIS . Now that the Senator from North Carclina is on
his feet, I hope he will give me his views on the question as to whether
or not the duty of 11 cents a pound adds, and, if so, how much, to the
price of American wool becaunse of the imposition of that duty.

Mr. CARLISLE, Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to answer ?

Mr. ALLISON. I will, with pleasure,

Mr. CARLISLE. I stated yesterday, Mr. President, and I will re-
peat now, as briefly as I can, that it was exceedingly difficult to say
what the effect of the duty was upon the price of-the American prod-
uct. Some contend that by reason of the duty the demand for the
American product is decreased by the exclusion of foreign wools, which
are necessary in the manufacture of certain kinds of cloth, and that -
this decreases the price, while others claim that the price is increased,

Of course, we can all understand that when the American manafact-
urer is excluded from all the other markets of the world and eom-
pelled to rely upon the domestic products, and eamr make only those
gualities which can be produced from American wool, there will not
be such a demand for wool as would otherwise exist; in other words,
it would not bring the full value which it would if the domestic manu-
facturer could get the foreign wools to mix with the domestic for the
manufacture of the finished product.

Mr. ALLISON. I know there is a difference of opinion as respects
the effect of mixing wools and sorting wools and all that;but what I
want to get at is whether or not the duty of 11 cents a pound adds to
the price of wool in the United States. That is the question.

It is true that we do not export one pound of wool to any place on
this globe, I say one pound. We practically do not export at all.
Therefore our market is the only market for the American producer.

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Towa let me answer the
question in my way ?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to
the Senator from New Jersey?

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer itin my way, and then it may help
the Senator to answer it in his way.

Mr. McPHERSON. I have no donbt it will.

Mr. ALLISON. I shall yield to the Senator in a moment.

Mr. President, London is the market for wool. The price of wool in
London is as fixed and permanent as the price of silver, and more so
until the time we passed our silver bill. In other words, you may
take the price of wool the world over and it is quoted with reference
to the London price. I may be mistaken about that; and if I am I
hope some Senator will correct me. Every manufacturer in the United
States and in every other country buys his wool at the London price
plus the cost ot transportation from I.ondon, or, ing that into ac-
count, to the place of manufacture. Therefore the London price is the
free-trade price. Is it not? Very well. [t is the price there with
dutyadded. Wool is gathered there from the four corners of the world,
from Australia, from India, and soon. All.wools meet there. Now,
if the American manufacturer finds a deficit in the production of
his own country he must go to London to buy and be governed by the
London price. If that be trne, when he does buy he must pay the
duty, and therefore the duty is added to the price. .

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to
the SBenator from Texas?

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir.

Mr. REAGAN, By the Senator’s consent, I desire to state that I
think his assertion is incorrect. What is the reason for the increased
duty on wool if the Senator’s theory is that it will not increase the

ice?

Mr. ALLISON. That is the theory on thatside. I am trying to
prove that it does increase the price; that is what I am trying to

rove, and if I have not made myself understood by the Senator from

'exds I certainly have been very unfortunate in the language I have
employed.

Inasmuch as we produce 265,000,000 pounds of wool and consume
600,000,000 pounds of wool—I recognize, of the conditions sug-
gested by the Senator from Kentucky—I undertake to say that the
great body of the duty is added. to the price of wool in this country,
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and thatif it were not for the duty the price of Ohio fleece wool in Lon-

don and the price of the best wool in London would be a shade

less than the price of wool from Anstralia, and it would be practically

g;prieoof Australian wool less the duty now imposed npon wool in
coun!

The markets are perfectly open to everybody who will look at them.
I invite Senators on that side of the Chamber to bring in their anthori-
ties on political economy, their European price-list or that blue book
that my friend from Missouri [ Mr. VEST] consults oceasionally in regard
to manufactured plows, and from them I think it will be seen that the
gﬁicg of wool in this country is substantially the London price plus

e duty.

Now, I repeat, if that be true, then, when we are to have manufact-
ures at all in this country, we must have them in some way compen-
sated for the additional cost of wool to them as compared with the
wool of people who manufacture woolen goods elsewhere.

It was partly in vindication of thisidea that I have ventured to make
any suggestion repecting this bill at this time, considering the hasteas
respects these schedules. But I feel sure that we must give the man-
ufacturers a compensating duty, and if the Senator from Kentucky will
show me anywhere that the compensating duty proposed is too high,
then I shall go with him, and feel bound to aid in reducing it. Bat
my own judgment is, with the best light I have, that while it is high,
yet it may be necessary to enable us to successfully compete with those
who are producing these articles abroad.

Now, Mr. President, before I sit down I want to say one word in
response to the Senator from North Carolina. The Senator from North
Carolina asked me if the effect of this bill, taking it by and large, will
not be to imcrease the price of woolen goods. My answer to that is
this: This bill has been under considerafion in the two Houses for
four months. I am not speaking of that consideration which it re-
ceived in committee. It came here on May 21, There is a large in-
crease, as is claimed, upon certain articles of woolen goods, as also
upon wool. Now, the price of wool has gone down 4 cents a pound
pending the consideration of this bill, as T understand. If I am mis-
taken I shall be happy to be corrected. As the price of wool has gone
down, the price of the world’s prodnct. of wool (not that of the United
States alone) has gone down.

Mr. CARLISLE. Does not thatshow that our price is affected by it?

Mr. ALLISON, Undoubtedly affected by it. I agree to that. I
undertook to show, as the Senator will rememher, that the injection
of 500,000,000 pounds of wool from Australia affected the price of the
world's produet of wool, and so from other countries. As the priceof
wool goes down the price of woolen manufactures goes down inevitably.

I have heard here a great deal said about trusts. I have yet tohear
it stated on this floor or elsewhere that in the manufacture of woolen
goods in this conntry, or in any other country, there is such a thing as
a trust or a combination. Tts manufacture is of such universality and
is engaged in by so many people thab there is no combination, so far
as I have ever heard, respecting it

It may be that under thisbill there are a few items of woolen
the price of which will be advanced; for instance, those that the
tor from North Carolina referred to when he undonbtedly went to some
fashionable tailor in New York City or London, who would never think
of clothing a man in this country with an-American product. That
tailor would undonbtedly say that ‘* the price of these woolen goods hav-
ing been advanoed. I have got to advance on the cloth that I make up
into your suit.’” Ihave no doubt there will be some of that effect upon
the high-priced clothing of the United States.

But, as respects the low-priced clothing, the clothing that we areall
in the habit of wearing here day by day, there is no material increase.
Why? Because the American manufacturer has the market to-day,
and he will hold that market, and the competition that comes in be-
tween the manufacturers of the United States will be sufficient to
keep down the price to a reasonable sum. And I have no doubt, as
the Senator from Rhode Island prompts me to say, that the effect of
this bill upon onr manufacturers will be to enable them somewhat to
enlarge their manufacture of fine goods; that the competition will be
still sharper in our own country, and that by this competition tha
prices will be kept down.

8o that now I pat myself again in the line of prophecy to say that,
with the exception of a few high-priced goods, whether they be for men
or women, this bill will not materially change existing conditions as
respects the woolen trade in our country, whether it be in wool or woolen
manufacture.

Mr. VANCE. My. President——

Mr, CARLISLE. If the Senator from North Carolina will permit me
I wonld like to answer something stated by the Senator from Iowa.

The Senator from Iowa spoke in regard to what the price of Ameri-
can wool would be if we had free trade. The Senator has made a very
able and a very practical speech, and I concur with him in many things
he has said, but of course not in all. The Senator states that if there
were fres trade in wool the American producer of wool would receive
in the London market just what the Aunstralian wools brings—

Mr. ALLISON. That is, if he produced the same kind of wool.

Mr. CARLISLE. Free trade would give him, the Senator says, the

E:eeof Anstralian wool less the cost of transportation to London.

President, the question is not what the producer of American
would receive in London, but what he would receive here in his own
country; and I submit to the Senator from Iowa that he would not
export his wool under any circunmstances likely to occur, but wounld sell
it here in the home market, and then he would receive in the home
market the price of Australian wool in the London market plus a suf-
ficient amount to prevent him from exporting it; because the Ameri-
1{]211 eonsuL mer would be compelled to payhlmt.haﬁ or he would ship
is woo!

The price of Australian wool in the London market wonld -rise, as
the price of all other wools in that market and all other markets of
the world would rise, because of the increased demand from this coun-
try for more than 300,000,000 pounds every year. This would hring
up the price, and hence the American produncer of Wool wonld receive
in Ohio and elsewhere this inereased price of Australian wool in the
London market plus a sufficient amount to present its shipment.

The Senator will not deny, I presume, the tact that the price of these
wools all over the world would rise on account of our increased demand,
and if so, upon his own theory that the priee of our wool here is regu-
lated and controlled fo a large extent by the world’s product of the
same kind of wool, our wool-growers will receive the benefit from if.

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; but, Mr. President, I think the Senator and
myself differ in this respeet: The Senator from Kentucky seems to
think that the universal product and the nniversal demand would allow
fixing the price here as elsewhere. If I do nof interrupt him by ex-
plaining my views, I will say that Iagree with him that the very
inerease in the production of wool in the last few years has affected the
prme no doub ‘i about that. I also agree with him that if there was

be a great
aﬁ'e.ct the price.

But what I want him o tell me is whether or not our duty has the
effect now—becaunse I do not wish to go into the domain of speculation
for the future as to what would be the best policy, not at this moment
at any rate—what is the effect now of this duty? Is nof the material
effect, the controlling effect, to place the wool-grower of the United
States upon a very much higher plane as respects price than the wool-
growers in all the other countries of the world ?

Mr. CARLISLE. M. President, when I see the prices of wool con-
stantly fluctnating in this country, and when I see that they rise with
the prices of wool in other countries and fall with the prices in other
countries, I confess that I am unable to see exactly how the tariff in-
creases the price.. We do not fix the price of wool in this country.
It is fixed, as the Senator from Iowa has admitted, to a certain extent,
at least, by the supply and demand thronghout the whole world, Our
production is decreasing, and consequently if we fix the prices of wool

they onght to be increasing, because the domestic demand is increas- .

ing, and yet we find that just exactly the contrary is going on.:

process
{ The production of wool is decreasing in the Urited States, the demand

for wool is increasing in the United States, and yet prices are
which shows beyond any dounbt or cavil that we do not fix the price
here, but that it is fixed by the world’s snpply and demand.

Now, while I think that the abolition of the duty on wool would nat _

hurt the Ameriean wool-grower to any extent, it would certainly help
the American manufacturer, because he could go into the foreign mar-
kets and buy the wool to mix with ours and produce his woolen goods
cheaper and sell them cheaper at howe, and, as I said this morning,
perhaps sell in the foreign market besides.

But I will not discuss this question further now, beeause other Sena-
tors desire to be heard, but may discuss it hereafter.

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishonld like to ask the Benator from Kentuckya

question before he takes his seat. While it is undoubtedly true that

the general level of prices all oyer the world is governed by supply
and demand, and that prices here fluctuate with the prices in the general
markets of the world, is it not also true that the relative price between

the United States and Great Britain is always maintained? In other -

words, is not a higher price always maintained here by the operation of
our tariff laws?

Mr. CARLISLE, Thatisa questwn which I could not answer with-
out entering into perhaps a very laborious investigation and a very nice
calenlation, because, as I undertook to show yesmdsy, which I will
not repeat to-day, we find that the prices prevailing in 1883 and 1889
on unwashed Australian wool corresponded substantially with the
prices in this eountry for washed wool; that is to say, for what our
washed wool would have sold for if unwashed.

Mr. ALDRICH. There isanother gquestion. The Senatorsaid a few
moments ago that if we should place wool upon the free-list the prices
of foreign wools would inerease with the increased demand. Now,
ivhere would that increased demand come from?

Mr. CARLISLE. The United States. .

Mr. ALDRICH. Why? Wounld our people use more wool ?

Mr. CARLISLE. I supposed I had made it sufficiently plain, Mr,

‘| President, that in my opinion if the manufacturers of the United States

could have access to foreign markets for the purchase of wool they would
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minution in the production of wool now that would
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enter upon the manufacture of many grades and qualities of cloths
which they do not now make, and increase the manufacturing estab-
lishments and increase the demand.

Mr. ALDRICH. Would they use any more wool than the Belgian,
French, and English manufacturers are now using to supply the Ameri-
can market?

Mr.CARLISLE. The American market would not be supplied at all
by foreign manufacturers, The demand for these goods wonld increase
here enormously if we could make them as cheaply as they are made
abroad, because we can only get them now by paying the foreign prices
with an enormous duty added, ranging from 65 to 90 or 100 per cent.

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator is gunite aside from what I am

trying to impress upon him, which is that the American market isnow
supplied by some , either by the American manufacturer or the for-
eign manufacturey. If the American manufacturer supplies the whole

market instead of it being divided with the foreign manufacturer, no
more wool is required, whether it comes from Australia, or Ohio, or
Michigan, or anywhere else. In other words, the aggregate demand
for wool will not be increased simply by a change in the legislation of
the United States, If the Senator means that other conditions may
increase the demand, I can understand that; but there will be no in-
creased demand growing out of putting wool on the free-list in the
United States.

Mr. CARLIRLE., The Senator has not understood me. My state-
ment was, and I endeavored to make it clear and distinct, that if we
bad access to these foreign wools the demand of our domestic manu-
facturers for wool would be largely increased, and besides they could
enter upon the manufacture of different qualities of cloth which they
can not now make, and that the domestic demand here in the United
States for woolen goods wonld be so largely increased pver what it is
now by the fact that they would be cheaper. We have now when we
bring in the goods to supply our demand to pay the cost of their manu-
facture with the profit of all the dealers through whose hands they pass

- and from 60 to 100 per cent. duty besides.

Mr. ALDRICH.
he wears one now.

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes; there mightbe circumstances where he would
wear two woolen coats where he now wears one.

Mr. GRAY. I will tell you one effect: he will wear a woolen coat
where he wears shoddy now, and woolen mills here would be used in
place of shoddy mills,

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I have listened, as I always do, with
a greatdeal of pleasure to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIsoN], and
I listened to his recent able speech with more than nusnal attention be-
cause I was anxious to find out where Senators on that side stood and
what they were after in this woolen schedule; but I confess that I was
not able to comprehend exactly the position that that Senator and his
associates have assumed.

He says, in the first place, that there are many things in this bill
which“are very wrong, and yet he is going for it, and he has not given
us any help to redress any of the wrongs which are in the bill.

In the next place, he said that neither this tariff nor the tariff of
1883 had made any material difference in the price of either the raw
=vool or of the manufactured produet, and in the course of a few minutes
he said that it would increase the price of the finished product insome
particular articles, articles of pure luxury I believe hagescribad them;
that is, articles which were all wool and not shoddy.

On the whole, sir, I come out at the hole at which I went in. I did
not understand, when he began to speak, how the bill could be of any
service so as to relieve the wool-growers if it would increase the price
of their prodact, nor how, if it was not to increase the price of wool in
this country, it conld be the foundation of almost double the price of
all woolen manufactures. I could not understand that for my life, and
I do not understand it now. T do not know what the position of Sena-
tors on that side is. .

Many years ago there was an old darky who unsed to fish on a rock
in the Mississippi River. He would get out upon his rock and take his
seat and light his pipe and fish for cat-fish. e day he swung an un-
Rsually big cat, and in the struggle the cat pulled him off the rock and
he was drowned, and the poet of the local newspaper had the following
couplet deseribing the catastrophe:

The neighbors never could make out,
By the aid of all their figuring,

Whether the nigger went a-fishing
Or the cat-fish went a-niggering.

In other words, a man would wear two coats where

[Langhter. ] X

I can not make out for the life of me what the Senator is after when
he insists on increasing the duty on raw wool for the benefit of the
producers of raw wool, alleging at the same time that it is not going
to make any difference, but will rather make the wool cheaper, when
he insists on basing upon that figure on the raw wool a very large in-
crease in the manufactored product on the ground that it is going to
make that cheaper also. That is a kind of mathematics that is pecu-
liar to the school of protectionists. It is not fonud in the old arith-
metics which weretaught in the schools where I was educated, and which
to some extent in benighted suburban regions are still taught to the
youth of the land.

Now, either this bill will raise the price of wool or it will not. If
it will not raise the price of wool, those of us who vote for it are hum-
bugging the farmers. The bill will either raise the price of the woolen
products which clothe the people or it will not. If it will not raise the
price, then it is of no use to the manufacturer. Ir it does raise the
price, then it is a burden to the consumer. And so the theory of the
Senator is all wrong. He can take which horn of the dilemma he
pleases, I always observe, though, that whenever there is a doubt
about what the effect of a schedule will be, the manufacturer gets the
benefit of the doubt, which is a very benevolent and beneficent feature
in the common law in the treatment of criminals. [Laughter.]

[Mr. PLUMB addressed the Senate. BSee Appendix.]

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, a very illustrious predecessor of mine,
representing Massachusetts on this floor, Rufus Choate, declared in
1842 that it was impossible for human ingenuity to say anything new
on the sabject of a protective tariff; and while I have listened with a
good deal of interest to the debates on the general principle of this
bill, I think Mr. Choate wounld probably repeat that observation if ha
had heard the discussions this winter and summer. .

I do not rise, therefore, to enter upon a discussion of this question,
but I think I ought to allude to one observation which has been mada
by the honorable Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], made, certainly
as he made it, with the most absolute kindliness and good nature ol
expression and of feeling. He seemed to think that there was a dis.
position on the part of the manufacturers of the East, as it were, to lia
down upon the protection and care of the Government in relation to
their interests, and that the old energy, perseverance, and enterprise
which would lead Americans ordinarily to push their adventure and
investment into foreign countries were wanting in that class of onr fel-
low-citizens; and the Senator commented with some severity upon the
absence of the ordinary means of extending trade into forefgn countries
on the part of this class of people.

I wish to declare as a matter of opinion that nothing could be more
unfounded than such a snggestion. These communities were driven
into manufactire out of commerce by the protective polic_y established
by the Sonth under the lead largely of Mr. Calhoun in the period just
following the war of 1812. Among the great arguments against the
Emtectiva system is a speech in the House of Representatives by Mr.

Webster and an article in the North American Review by Edward
Everett. They voiced the interest and the opinion of the communi-
ties which they represented in that day. But, contrary to their pro-
tests, they were forced to take to this newoccupation. They have built
it up and made it what it is, not originally of their own volition.

Of course, the generations have changed, but the spirit and the tem-
per have not changed, and I think there have been no greaterinstances
in the history of modern life than the business risks and the enter-
prise which have been shown by these manufacturing communities in
their stroggle to extend their markets everywhere. They have built
up the railroad systems in the West in order that those regions might
be settled and in order that new customers mightcometo them. They
are building the railroad systems of the South in Texas and elsewhere.
They are building to-day the railroad systems of Mexico. They arg
sending their investments to Japan and the Sandwich Islands. Wher-
ever they can get the edgé of the sharpest knife into a foreign market,
their energy and enterprise is taking the lead, and if they do not get
hold of the South American, and African, and Asiatic marketsin com-
petition with England, with Germany, and France, it is because the
policy of the legislation of this country denies them the instrumentali-
ties which in every other manufacturing country legislation has given
to the manufacturer.

England is circling the world with her military posts, The islands
of the sea, the unsettled or the barbarous lands of the continents are
but the stepping-stones by which England has coiled herself around
the globe like a mighty snake. She spends enormous sums for her
army; she spends enormous sums for her navy; she spends enormous
sums in snbsidizing her steam-ships and in paying for her mails, an-
other form of subsidizing her steam-ship lines; and this whole expendi-
ture, army, navy, commerce, settlement, political dominion, is but the
;:xcpenditum which England is making in the interest of her manu-

tures,

Now, if you will give to the manunfacturers of the East one of these
many instrumentalities, if you will but establish for their nse, with a
reasonable assistance from the Government, the means of commerce
that the carriers may take their manufactures abroad and bring the
produce of foreign countries by direct American lines of transportation,
we will take all the methods which human ingenuity and human en-
terprise can suggest to introduce the products of American manufact-
ure into foreign markets.

It is not the absence of the spirit of adventure, it is not the absence
of a willingness to take the responsibility orrisk in the manufacturing
communities of this country; it is the refusal by Congress, after their
repeated application and supplication, to give them the means which
the experience of mankind has suggested to every other manufacturing
nation on the face of the globe. :

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, in the few observations I mads
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earlier in the day rerg:ﬁng this bill generally and this schedule espe-
cially, I must have been wholly misunderstood by the Senator from
Kansas [Mr. PLuMB], as well as by the Senator from North Carolina
[Mr. VANCE].

What I meant to say and what I did say in respeect to this bill was,
that in its preparation it was a party bill, and endeavored to emphasize
that fact by disclosing the method of its origin. We were met in the
Finance Committee, at the threshold of the consideration of this bill,
with a statement that it shonld be prepared the Republican mem-
bers of that committee. Why? Itis perfectly well known that the
two sides of this Chamber are divided in relation to the public policy
which should be maintained in regard to a tariff.

The Senators on the other side of this Chamber are following party
lines by saying that the protective policy which has been upon our
statute-books for thirty years is a vicious policy, and that it shonld be
overturned. Their President two years ago placed a banner of free
trade, as distinguished from the protective policy of the Republican
party, upon the outer wall and defied us to combat on that issue; and
the Mills bill was prepared in the House of Representatives distinctly
and avowedly and purposely upon those lines, Therefore it was that
when we came into the committee-room for the consideration of this
bill we were practically two opposite hostile forces as respects the
poliey which should prevail in its preparation.

Believing as I believe, that fair and reasonable protection to the in-
dustries of our country is a wise and just policy in order to prevent the
inundation of the productions of foreign countries to the detriment and
destructionnotonly of our manufacturing but our agricultural interests,
I stood with my party in this contest for the preparation of the pending
bill for the consideration of the Senate.

I stated, aond I repeat what I said, that in the preparation of this bill
many of its items were regarded by me as too high; but in a bill cov-
ering nearly two hundred pages and eight hundred items it must be
found in the nature of things that there must be a composition of diverse
views respecting details. !

I will take for illnstration the chemical schedule. In the chemical
schednle, covering as it does many and extending over a large
number of articles, I might pick out articles that I think are highes
than they ought to be, but the reasonable and fair judgment of my as-
sociates overrnled me in that respect. I do not hesitate to say that
hecanse in the general preparation of the details of the bill here and
there and now and then I was overrnled, as I overrnled my associates
in a good many articles in the bill, they conceding what I believed tobe
wise against perhaps their individual judgment, I am now to oppose
the bill. Not at all.

We bronght in here a general scheme of detail, and that was all I
said. When the Senator from Kansas says that I admitted that I was
a bond slave I desire to state that I am as free as he is nupon this floor
or anywhere else as respects this bill. But I am in favor of the gen-
eral prineiple of protection to American indusiry and American inter-
ests as I understand them; and therefore it is that when we come to
the minor details of the bill I stand upon the enlightened judgment
of my associates as well as my own, and have agreed to the detuils of
the hill, with some few exceptions, as reported by the committee. I
shall be found before this debate closes npon some material points in
antagonism with the majority of my Republican associates on the com-
mittee. I do not know how the Senator from Kansas and the other
Senators upon that side of the Chamber may stand as respects some of
these questions. That was all I meant to say when I stated that I
thonght the rates in some of these schedules were too high.

As to the schedunle respecting woolen goods, it is not possible for
me to know absolutely all the details, and I suppose I am disclosing
no secret when I say that this schedule has been substantially made
up by experts who are familiar with this trade, and by the agricult-
ural interests which are interested in the growing of wool. Whether
two and a balf times the specific duty is exactly the amount, I do not:
know. I doubt whether the Senator from North Carolina or the Sen-
ator from Kentucky even has that expert knowledge which enables
either of them to say whether this specific duty is a remunerative or
compensatory duty with the duty on wool.

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator refers to the duty in the paragraph
now under consideration ?

Mr. ALLISON. I refer to the pound duty.

Mr. CARLISLE. On the yarns, which is the paragraph under con-
sideration?

Mr. ALLISON, On the yarns and on the different kinds of cloth.
Certainly, the experts say that two pounds and a half of nunwashed
wool will make a poond of a particular cloth, while a pound of an-
other particular cloth requires 4 pounds of unwashed wool. If Sena-
tors have had the time in the hurry of our work here to ascertain with
absolute exactness what that is, then they have had more time than I
have had in the preparation of this bill. )

So in regard fo amendmentsto this partiecular schedule, I do not wish
1o hazard my judgment as against the jndgment of my associates upon
the committee who have more expert knowledge, and who say that
these rates, corresponding with the wool duties, are necessary in order
to maintain the existence of the woolen-manufacturing industries in our

country. I can notresist the beliefthat some of the rates are too high,
but they are too high upon the higher grades of manufacture, if at all,

The Benator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] has over and over
again undertaken, and even the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]
the other day :g tables undertook, to show that these schedules were
highest upon the low-priced goods. That may be true if you figure
out the percentage of the schedules, but it is perfectly well known to
every one here that we have the absolute market of the low-priced
goods in woolens, and have held it for twenty years. Therefore, the
home competition fixes the price, and under the existing law none of
these low-priced goods are imported practically. That is all I care to
say respecting this schednle.

I may as well remark now that I have never been satisfied with
the carpet-wool schedule of this bill. I do not believe that it is wise
for us to undertake to produce the low-priced carpet wools in our conn-
try. I have believed that for some years. Yet, the wool-growers of
our country who are scattered all over the States believe it can be done.
I am willing that they may test that, and if it can be done I shall be
glad of it; but I do not believe it will be accomplished.

This schedule is made up on the idea of protecting our great farm-
ing industry engaged in the production of wool, and, although it does
not meet fully my approval and judgment, I am willing that it may be
tested and thoronghly tested in the interest of the great agricultural
States of this Union, especially as those interests have been for some

ears in a depressed condition. They are not so now.

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator that when-
ever he or those who particularly represent the wool-growing inierest
manifest a readiness to reduce the duty on wool they will find them-
selves met by the manufacturers with an equal readiness to reduce
protective duties.on the manufactured articles.

Mr. ALLISON. I am only speaking now of the low-priced carpet
wools, I am not prepared to snggest in any way that the great wool-

producing interests of onr country should not be protected as otherin.

terests are protected in the United States. When we are willing to turn
omiselves into a free-trade country then I shail go with the Senator from
Kentucky in his motion to put wool on the free-list, but until we have
reached that point I am in favor of caring for the million of farmers,
more or less, who are engaged in the industry of producing wool, as I
am for caring for those who are engaged in other industries, no matter
what they are.

I repeat that this bill has been prepared upon the line of protection
to American industries, and while some of its details, at least, are in
my own judgment unwise, and I have given an illastration, yet I am
for standing by the protective principle and working it out as
the agricultural interests of this country while it is being worked out
in other interests and for otherindustries. Thatisall thereis aboutit.

There are some other schedules in this bill which I do not quite
agree to, but which I have assented to. I have thought that the to-
baeceo schedule was too high, but the judgment of thisside of the Cham-
ber, with almostabsolute nnanimity, is in favorof that tobaccoschedule.
Tobacco is an absolute luxury. No man need use it. I refer to the
tobaceo provided for in this bill, because we are not providing here in
the bill for the 225,000,000 or the 300,000,000 or 400,000,000 pounds
of tobacco produced in our own country. We are only providing for
the lnxuries of tobacco, for that class and kind of tobacco which is
used chiefly by the men who have either acquired a fortune or who
are lavish in their expenditures upon salaries or wages. Therefore,
although I believed. that this duty was too high, it being a matter ot
luxary and furnishing & great revenue to our country, I gave it my
assent, and am willing that that shall be tried as we have tried other
high duties upon luxuries in this bill and in former bills,

Upon the motion of the Senator from Kansas yesterday the duties
upon distilled spirits and wines were largely increased, and not for
the reason, as I take it, that the Senator from Kansas desired to pro-
tect particularly the production of distilled spirits in this count: .Fl'mt
because he belived that those articles were luxuries and could to
pay a high tax.

Mr. PLUMB. And because I also believe we shall need the reve-
nuoe.

Mr. ALLISON, Undoubtedly, and because, as the Senator
we shall need the revenue. Upon that question I regret to say thahi
have not my papers here prepared to show what the needs of the rev-
enue are, but when the sugar schedule comes up for consideration,
which involves the largest amount of revenue in the bill, I think 1
shall be able to show conclusively that we can put sugar uponsthe
free-list, and thus relieve the consumers of our country to the extent of
2 cents a pound on the sugar they consume.

Mr. SPOONER. Without any danger to the revenue?

Mr. ALLISON. Without any danger tothe revenue. Iam in favor
of that provision; thatis, I am in favor of admitting free of duty all sugar
under No. 16 Dutch standard, as I am also in favor of giving what I
understand and believe, under the circumstances and conditions, a suf-
ficient and fair inducement to those who are engaged in refining sugar
in our own coun .

Therefore, Mr. President, when we are called upon
bill in its details and in the interests involved in it, I am prepared to

to debate this
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show the faith that is in me as respects every provision of it in detail.
But we are confronted here, as is well known, by two conflicting sys-
tems, one side proposing amendments in the interest ot free trade and
the other side proposing amendments in the general line of protection.
So it is that I said what I did say in regard to the bill,

Now one word more in response to the Senator from Kansas as re-
spects the duty on wool. I asked the Benator from North Carolina to
tell me whether he believed that the existing duty of 10 cents a pound
upon wool increased or diminished the price of wool. I received no
apswer from him upon that subject.

Mr. VAXCE rose.

Mr. ALLISON. I will panse now for an answer. I want fo know
whether in the Senator’s judgment the duty upon wool under existing
law, or the duty as proposed here, increases the price of wool to the
American producer of wool in the markets of the United States.

Mr. VANCE., The Senator must notthink that I undertook to evade
the question.

Mr, ALLISON. I did not.

Mr. VANCE. I rose and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CAR-
;IBLE] asked me to let him answer the question, and he answered it

T me.

I say that this duty will decrease the price, in my opinion, of Amer-
ican wool, for the reason that the American wool and all other prod-
ucts, whether American or Enropean, depend npon the general law of
supply and demand, and that inasmuch as the American wool can only
be used by admi with cerfain foreign wools, a duty which pre-
vents that free admixture and the free coming in of the foreign wool
decreases the demand for the American product.

~Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Then theSenator from North Carolina
believes that a duty of 10 cents a pound upon wools im into this
eountry, where the supply confessedly is less than one- of the con-

sumption and absolutely necessary for our manufacturers, or if not for
them for onr consumers in the shape of clothing, diminishes the price
of wool to the American farmer.

Mr, President, if that be true, I am sure we are at sea in this bill or
any other bill. If that is a possibility, then I confess that I have no
knowledge of the method of making up tariff bills, or tax bills even,
if the Senafor so chooses to term them, beeause it is just as well known
that the price of wool in Boston is the price plus the duty as compared
with the price in London as it is known that two and two make four.
Undoubtedly the Senator in following out that line would make this
. increased duty upon woolen goods diminish the cost of woolen goods.

That would be a most gratifying situation. Why? Because in the
“nature of things we can not produce and do not produce all the woolen
that we consume in this country at this moment.

Mr.-President, in the statement just made I was not able to say and
I do not say with accuracy that 12 cents a pound on wool means ab-
solutely 12 cents a pound added to the price in this conntry, and yet
I venture the statement that in nine months out of twelve that is the
exact truth, and it will be the truth until we produce practically the
amount of wool necessary for our own consumption, and when we do
then the competition of our producers will reduce the market price of
wool. Iam now quoting the exact language of the Senator from Ken-
tucky.

M:{ CARLISLE. Mr. President, we have wandered somewhat away
from the real question before the Senate.

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator yield to me until I offer some amend-
ments, to have them printed ? I

Mr. CARLISLE, Certainly.

Mr. PLUMB. I present three amendments, which I ask may be read
and printed, and lie on the table. I shall offer them at the proper
time,

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The amendments will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

In Schedule D, paragraph 211, line 8, after the words * bass-wood,” insert the

~ word " spruce."”

Insert as an additional section:

“8ro, —. On the st day of May, 1881, and annually thereafter rectifiers of dis-
tilled spiritsshall pay an annnal special tax of §500, and wholesale liquor-deal-
ers shaﬂ pay o similar tax of $250. both in lieu of the tax now imposed by sec-
tion 5244 of the Revised Statutes,”

Insert as an additional section:

* 8g0.—, That from and after sixty days from the date of the passage of thisnct
there shall be levied and collected on all distilled spirits thereafter produced in
the United States a tax of §1.25 on each proof gallon or wine gallon when below
?ﬂpf' to be d by the distiller, owner, or person having possession thereof, be-

lore remo’ from the distillery bonded warehouse.”

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. These proposed amendments will be
printed and lie on the table,

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I was proceeding to say that in
this discussion we have wandered away from the real question under
consideration. The last paragraph read relates to the duty upon woolen
and worsted yarns, and nothing else. The proposition of the Com-
mittee on Finance is to impose a specific duty of two and a half times
ihe daty imposed npon a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, a
specific duty of 27} cents, and 35 per cent. ad valorem.

‘TheSenator from Jowasays that he is not prepared to state whether this

is exactly the proper proportion or not, assuming that we are to give
what is called compensatory duties; that it may be too much or it may
be too little. Of course I have no personal or practical knowledge upon
this subject, and must depend for my information npon the statements
of others who have, or profess to have, such knowledge. I have here
a letter from a gentleman who transmits with it two samples of goods
which are here on my desk, and in this letter he says:

The piece repr ted by ple No. 1 was manufactured from 10§ poundsof
raw wool, which was spun down to 7} pounds of yarn, and this was used for the
weft or filling. :

These are worsted goods.

The warp weighs 33 pounds and is enlirely co of cotton, so that the
total wcig"'gb of the piece is 11 pounds, of whici nearly three-eighths is cotton.

Now, if Senators will make the calculation they will find that when
10% pounds of wool, unless I am mistaken, for I made the calculation
somewhat hastily, is spun down to 7§ pounds of yarn, there is simply
a loss of 22 per cent.
wThla piece represented by sample No. 2 was manufactured from 10} pounds of

oL

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him right
there, although it does notsay so,it must undoubtedly mean 10§ pounds
of sconred wool. It it means unwashed wool, I shall be glad—
Mr. CARLISLE. The writer says:

The piece represented by sample No.1 was factured from 108 p o
raw wool, which was spun down to 7§ pounds of yarn, and this was used for the
weft or filling. =

Mr. ALLISON. I do nob know the exact relation, but I shonld say
10 1]:rm;u.uis.s of scoured wool would spin down with the loss of a pound
at least in spinning.

Mr. CARLISLE. The duty upon 10 pounds of scoured wool wounld

be $3.30.
Very well; I only want the Senator to state what

a

Mr. ALLISON,
the facts are about it.

Mr. CARLISLE. In that case there would be no sort of compensa-
tion in this provision for the duty on wool.

Mr, ALLISON. IfI do not interrupt the Senator, I will state fur-
ther that 10 pounds of unwashed wool would be equivalent to 2} or 3
pounds of scoured wool.

Mr. CARLISLE. Theduty upon every pound of scoured woolis 33
cents under this bill. It takes more than a pound of wool to make a
‘pﬁound of yarn, and your compensating duty wonld be wholly insuffi-

ent

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore in 10 pounds of unwashed wool there
could not be 7% pounds of yarn. That is the point I make.

Mr. CARLISLE. That is the statement, and I shail read further
on the writer's statement, where he says if his fignres are disputed he
is prepared to prove them.

Mr. ALDRICH. Who is the writer?

Mr, CARLISLE. Mr. McKeever. He says:

The pieed represented by sample No.2 was manufactored from 10} pounds of
wool whicn was spun down to 6§ pounds of yarn, and the warp, ecomposed en-
tirely of cotton, weighs 6 pounds, so that the cotton in sample No. 2 is nearly 50

r cent. of the whole weightof the piece, and it is proposed to assess a duty of

4 cents a pound and 50 per cent. ad mimm. nornlona on the 6 pounds of
manufactured wool, but on the 6 pounds of cotton, simply because the goods
weigh over 4 cunces to the square yard.

In the case of this sample the loss was 25 per cent. This being so,
it takes 2 pounds of wool to make 1} pounds of yarn, and therefore a
specific duty of 15 cents a pound, as I make it out, upon each pound
of the yarn made will exactly compensate for the duty on the wool.
The bill as it comes from the House proposes 22 cents, and the Senate
Finance Committee proposes 27} cents. Now, I submit these facts and
the samples. This gentleman says at the close of the letter:

1If the foregoing figures of mine should be disputed, I can give you all the
facls to prove my statement. 3

The only difference between these two samples is that one of them
weighs a little less than 4 ounces to the yard, whereas the other weighs
a fraction over 4 ounces to the yard, and consequently sample No. 2,
under the terms of this bill, must bear a duty of 44 cents per pound
and 50 per cent. ad valorem.

Now, if these facts are not correct, I assume that Senators on the
other side will be able to show it. I have, as I say, no information
upon this subject except what I get from these statements.

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, I of course do not
pretend to be a manufacturing expert, but I do know enough about
woolen manufactares to know that thereare no 10 pounds of unwashed
wool produced in the world that will make 7§ pounds of wool in the
cloth.

Mr. CARLISLE. Whatsort of woo!, then, does the Senator suppose
this gentleman was talking about? 1 it sconred wool ?

Mr. ALDRICH. He must mean sioured wool, and he must mean
that 10 pounds of scoured wool make 7§ pounds of that quality of yarn.

Mr. CARLISLE. Then, as I have said, if that be the case there
shonld be a dut‘{‘::e 33 cents a g.:d for every pound of wool used in
manufacturin, yarns, and the com duty which -
pose would begwholly insufficient. oy ik it i

Mr. ALDRICH. But it is not all wool; it is only half wool.

Mr. CARLISLE. Baut the wool that is in it is just the same as the
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wool in woolen cloths. These yarns are used in the manufacture of
these goods, and in the manufacture of what are called woolen goods
also. There is no differenee in the yarns. :

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course the yarns under consideration in this
paragraph must be made of some substitute for wool in part. There can
be no question about that. It is very easy for the Senator to see that
yarns valued at 30 cents a pound or less could not be made of pure wools
of the first or second class,

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, we are at that stage now of this
controversy when a little further testimony perhaps may be of use and
benefit. Without discussing any other phase of bill except to put
in certain facts I havein my possession insupport of the position taken
by the Senator from EKentucky, I wish to say that having been for the
past three or four weeks diligently employed in trying to obtain testi-
mony from the manufacturers of woolen goods who conld give infor-
mation as to the number of pounds of unwashed wool it required to
manufacture a yard of cloth, I failed to get it because of the fact that
every manufacturer whom I applied to gave me to understand that he
did not want to meddle with the matter. Yet from one of the manu-
facturers of my own State I obtained the information that the aver-
age number of pounds of unwashed wool needed for a yard of eloth did
not exceed 3 pounds.

Baut, through the instrumentality of a friend, I succeeded in finding
a gentleman who had been for twenty years employed in the woolen
and worsted manufactories of Massachusetts and Rhode Island and
elsewhere as a superintendent. He was commended to me by a gen-
tleman whom I trusted. This gentlpman reached Washington yester-
day, and from his books, eovering a period of time I can not pretend
to say how long, but long enough certainly to convince any reasonable
man that they were not made up for this occasion, he gives me test
cases which show a certain number of pounds of cloth manunfactured
from a certain number of pounds of wool, going back to 1834 and com-
ing down to the year 1880, in which the number of pounds of wool I
take it—

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator give the name ?

Mr. MOPHERSON. I will give it to the Senator privately, but I
should like to ask the gentleman's consent before giving it in an open
manner. I have no doubt at all but what he would be perfectly will-
ing to have the SBenator, or any Senator for that matter, know hisname.

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator I will say to him that
there is no contention here on the partof any one that it takes 4 pounds
of Ohio wool, or of any wools produced in this country, to make s pound
of finished cloth.

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well. Let me first read what the gentle-
man says as a context to his own statement:

This statement is prepared by me from actoal working statistics taken from
my books while superintendent of different worsted 8 in Massachusetts and
Rhode Island, covering an experience of twenty years, and states fairly and
correctly the cost and percentages in the different stages of manufactures be-
tween wool and the manufactured product.

Now, we will take up the first case,

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator allow me fo ask him a single
question? What does he understand by raw wool ?

Mr. McPHERSON, I speak of the unwashed wool, and this gentle-
man speaks of the unwashed wool.

Mr. HISCOCK. Yoar understanding is that raw wool means un-
washed wool.

Mr. McPHERSON. Unwashed wool.

Australian wool for making 2-10 yarns, or, in olher words, 40 yards of
*  wyarn, single, to weigh 124 grains.
A lot ot 1,600 pounds of wool, unwashed, at 43 eents per pound, §588,

RESULT.
Pounds.| Per cent.
o014 =57.12
Noils 82 =05.12
Waste i s 1 17| =0116
Bhrlnkage. . . e issiraem s 587 =86.70
Total 1,600 =100, 00

~ Astual cost of tops, 75.27 cents per pound.

RESULT.

Tops. 914 pounds.

Pounds. | Per cent,
Yarn el B =03.76
Shrinkage. i Py s S g il 57 = 0.24
Total 100.00

Actual cost of )’mrn wltlu;ut Iabor 80.28 eents per pound.
Labop, 16 ceuts per pound, $137.12.

Noils and waste, 156 ponnds, at 40 cents, §62.40,

Here is the actual cost of the yarn.

Mr. HOAR. May I interrupt the Senator ?

Mr, McPHERSON. No, I ean not yield for an interruption now,
It wounld confuse my statement.

Mr. HOAR. I wanted to put a question to the Senator.

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will proceed:
Actual cost of yarn:

914 pounds of tops at 75.27 cents per pound = §i83; or 8§57 pounds

of yarn at 80.28 vents per pound = Y]

To labor. s 157.12
Total 825.12

Less for 156 pounds of waste, at 40 cents, 62.40
Net tolal 763.72

We have now got down to the actual costof the yarn. We have sub-
tracted the noils and the waste, and have got in the cost of labor.
Cost of converling 1,600 pounds inio 835f yards of worslied cloth of 1 pound in
weight to the square yard.
RESULT. '
One thousand six hundred pounds of raw Australian wool, costing 43 cents
per pound, after having been scoured, produced 914 pounds of tog.
These t were spun into 2-40's yarn,and produoced 857 pounds of yarn ata
cost of 80.28 cents per pound, equal to $653,
RECAPITULATION,
One thousand six hundred ﬁ;tmﬁs of raw wool at 43 cents per pound equals
reduced by scouring to 914 pounds; henoce actual costof said 914 pounds of
tops equals §75.27 cents per pound. These 914 mud« of ‘t:gm being turned into
yarns produced a shrinkage of 57 pounds of and waste, and the 857
pounds of yarns cost 80.28 cents per pound, which are equal to $688,
Actual eost of 857 pounds of yarn,at B0.25 cents g:rm. equals §683. These
su

857 pounds of yarns in bein,
shrinkage of 2§ per cent., and the 835} pounds added that additional cost to it,
and the pound of yarns became 82.35 cents per pound, equal to §683.
PAY TO LABOR, .
Labor for scouring, mmhinﬁ. spinning, and producing 857 pounds ot
yarn at 16 cents per poun s 35
Labor for getting the reduced 857 pounds of yarn into 835} pounds

ready for the beams, at 2} cents per p 20.68
Labor for weaving the 835} pounds, at 2} cents per pound.....ueesesss seees w 20,68
Dyeing and finishing 835} pounds, at 10 cents per pound......cecevsve a wainn £3.55

kLI e e A S S B 262,43
ANALYSIS,

Cost of B33} pounds of yarn, nt 82,35 cents per pound 00

Laasfor‘lﬁﬁpwndsnf rdnndsoﬂwnﬂe,wﬁihhmldﬂﬂwnhw sim

Net cost 625. 60

Paid to labor. B

Total eost, labor included 888.03

The result from this investment of $388.08 is the production of B35}
yards of cloth weighing 16 yorlp d, to the sq ward, equal to EOSS

per pound, or square yard.

These vards sold to the jobbers at $1.50 per square wyard, realizing
§1,253.25. Net profit, $365.22, equal to 41 per cent.
with no backing or admixture of fiber of any kind.

The labor-cost in this particular manufacture corresponds nearly with
the labor-cost as is given by Mr. Waldin, the commissioner of labor in
the State of Massachusetts for the manufacture of this kind of goods.
He gives it at 29.5 per cent. of the total cost of the product.

Labor, §262.43 to cost of production of $385.03, equal to 20.5 per cent.

Net prroﬁb of 925?2.;012 Mﬁnmnt, Qq_llﬁ to 41 per ae’;t?'

REMARKS.

I‘anfm h 374 the value of cloth i ried at from 203 is
yardof 1 gannd fvie‘}?ht to %?emh permm yard O‘Ifﬂ 1 pom “plg;hngm_::
there is no woolen or cloth at any such low as 24.2 cents and 26} -
cents per square yard of 1 pound weight, goods of this imported were com-
posed of shoddy and ecotton; more cotton than shoddy, and the duty of 33 cents
per pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem is given in the comparative statement,
page 59, as 146.99 per cent. and 175.65 per cent. provided it was wool. Butas
these good tained more than shoddy, and which was worth in Ea-
rope 16 cents per pound, hence the proposed duty of 33 cents per pound is over
200 per cent., and adding to it the 40 per cent. ad valorem makes it 240 per cent.
ad , and not either 146.99 per cent. or 175.65 per cent.

Then he gives another result of six months’ working in first-class
worsted factories. He gives here both foreign and domestic wool used.
The total number of pounds is 1,474,536. He gives theresult of that.
He then takes the result again for six months following, of 1,807,040
pounds, and he brings it down to a result giving you the cost of the
yarn. He does not earry this test beyond the yarn itself, but he
gives the value of the wool, of the combed wool, of the noils, of the
tops, of the card waste, of the burrs, the shrinkage, everything. He
takes every single item of expense, and what is theresnlt? He makes
out that a pound of worsted cloth, of this fine cloth, does not require
to mwanufacture more than 2 pounds of wool. Thisis a verification of
the statement madeby the Senator from Kentucky upon the anthority
of Mr. McKeever, as I understood him to say, from New York.

Resull of six months’ working in a firsi-class worsted factory, foreign and domestic

wool mized.
Total, 1,474,536 pounds.
Pounds, | Per cent.
'Pm 1,137,350 77.13"
Noils... Fi T 783 10,70
Bhrinkage ............ 179,403 12,17
A e L T A e e 1,474,536 100,00
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Result of the second six months’ working.

Total, 1,807,040 pounds,
Pounds. | Per cent.
Tops 1, 306, 670 72.31
TROLLB cuccossrannsorsunsess sunsmeasisont soanssasysrenessusnssissnssss prsass seassnisnass 195, 830 10.84
BRTInKARS oo ioovemsnitsiossossesssanisssessis ismms piss naes 304, 540 16. 85
g ) [ Py N D e T s 1,807, 040 100. 00
Result of whole year working.
Total, 3,281,576 pounds,
RESULT.

Pounds, |Per cent.
To 2,440,020 | = T74.48
Noils 33,613 | = 10.77
BOIINRAEE ot veeeimensrsiosss srasssassssssmeres sisrss soasst srssssasusssens cosvesins 483,043 | =14.75
e 17 pe e M S R T R S S A 8,281,576 | =100.00

Pennsylvanta, Ohio, and Australian wools (2-48 yarns).

Wool, 25,050 pounds; tops, 12,985 pounds; noils, 2,787 pounds; card waste,
547 pounds; burrs, 131 pounds; shrinkage, 8,600 pounds,

RESULT.

|| Pounds. |Per cent,

12,085 | = 57.84

- 2,787 | =11.13
. 547 | = 02.18
131 | = 00,52

8,600 | = 3482

B
g
I
3
8

Are worth - cents per pound.' =

*Are worth 40 cents per pound.
> ¢ Total loss,

+ Is worth 16 cents per pound.

Labor to produce tops, 6 cents per pound, or §779.10 for the lot,

The wool originally cost 34 cents pound ; after paying for labor and scour-
ing its cost was 79.3 cents per pound; adding8 cents forspinning per pound and
the 10 per cent. of shrinkage to make it into yarn, the net cost was 87,3 cents per
pound. Thisyarnsold at §1.05 per pound, leaving a net profit of 14.7 cents per
pound, or 16.8 per cent.

Mr, HOAR. ' I wanted at some time convenient to the Senator—he
was quite right in not having the reading of his table interrupted —to
ask him a question.

Mr, McCPHERSON. Does the Senator now want to ask it?

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Does the Senator from New Jersey
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts?

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. The Senator will pardon me, be-
caunse I did not want to break my statement.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator was quite right in not having his state-
ment interrupted. But I want to ask those SBenators who have been
upon the Committee on Finance or the Committee on Ways and Means
in the House, respectively, and have been familiar with this discussion,
of course, for a great many years, if they do not understand that this

portion of the weight of nnwashed wool to the weight of the fin-
E:ed woolen cloth into which it is made is a matter which is sub-
stantially settled by English experience where thereis no dispute about
it; where it does not come in to affect the compensatory clauses of our
tariff at all, but is a matter of the experience of English manufacturers
laid down in their publications on that subject? The thing is settled
by the experience of mankind. Their formula of eourse varies with
t{a iﬂ.rticnlar lot of wool or the particular manufacture; but I ask
whether their general formula is not that 4 pounds of the unwashed
wool make 1 pound of the cloth?

Mr. McPHERSON. In answer to the Senator from Massachusetts
I wish to state that, so far as I am concerned individually, I donot un-
derstand anysuch thing. I do not understand that anybody hasever,
in England or elsewhere, argued as broadly as the Senator puts it.
There are certain kindsof wool which of course shrink away very much
more than others. As to the Australian wool, from which these sam-
ples were drawn and from which these goods in part were made, it cer-
tainly is a wool which wastes less from the unwashed condition until
you get it into the product itself, into the cloth, than any other wool
in the world.

Mr, HOAR. Less than Ohio wool?

Mr. McPHERSON. I think it shrinks less than Ohio wool. Itis
lighter wool than Ohiowool. Therefore it can not be taken, of course,
as a basis for all kinds of wool; but I do affirm that the compensatory
duties which are provided here in this bill are far in excess of what
they ought to be, and that the rate of compensation given in this bill
ounght to be 3 cents a pound or less,

Mr. HOAR. What I desire, if the Senator will pardon me, to get
at is this one fact. I donot profess to bealearned person myself on this

subject, but is it not true that, taking the average of the wool u
w our customs duties are imposed and will be imposed in the ﬁ:
ure, the English or foreign manufacturers treat 4 to 1 as the general
average formula?

Mr. McPHERSON. No, I do not think that is so; and even if it be
s0, the importations of wool we require to mix with our clothing wools
in this country are wools of a lighter character, like the Australian
and other wools of finer character; and as far as the carpet wools are
concerned, it is not & matter of so much consequence, because they are
lower priced.

Mr. HOAR. Is the Senator speaking of wool?

Mr. McPHERSON. No; but of the high-priced wool, where the
duty is 11 cents a pound.

Mr. ALDRICH. Does nottheSenator know—Iam sure he shonld—
that the duties fixed in 1867 upon the basis that 4 pounds of wool were
required for 1 pound of cloth, were fixed npon the theory which was
then conceded by all, and which has been established and re-established
a thousand times since, that it took at least 4 pounds of South Ameri-
can unwashed wool to make a pound of finished cloth? The Argentina
Republic produces more wool than the United States, and the average
shrinkage of her clip is as I have indicated. In order to give our
mannfacturers compensatory duties it is necessary to take as a basis
the wools that shrink the most, and not those that shrink the least.

Mr. HOAR. Those that would come in competition?

Mr. ALDRICH. Those that would come in competition with our
wools. We are prevented by our tariff from buying these South Ameri-
can heavy-shrinking wools. That puts down the price of these wools
to the foreign manufacturer. The compensatory duty is placed upon
that basis. I can bring the testimony of all the manufacturers of the
United States, everyone who knows anything about it, to confirm the
statement which I make, that this elass of wools shrinks 75 per cent.
In other words, it takes 4 pounds at least to make a pound of finished
cloth.

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say, in response to what the Senator from
Rhode Island has said, that this isa matter that I do not know anything
about, but a gentleman who is thoroughly reputable told me that he
had farnished to the Committee on Finance samples of goods and was
ready to establish by testimony which could not be disputed that it
took less than 4 pounds of wool to make a pound of finished cloth, but
he was not permitted to make the statement. He simply said the com-
mittee had declined to give him a hearing and made a promise tohim,

Now, I only speak of this in order that the Senator from New Jersey
may bere-enforced in his statementand know exactly what the facts are,
I have a regular statement which I suppose other members of the body
have received also, at least I know the Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. DAWES] has from one of his constituents, to the effect that this
was an overstatement, that there was no such average and no such re-
lation except that it might be incidental.

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no contention, as I said before the Sena-
tor from Kansas came in, on the part of the committee, or on the part
ofthe manunfacturers, or of anybody else, that it takes 4 pounds or any-
thing like it of the light Australian wools to make a pound of finished
cloth. A large class of wools, notably the South American wools and
wools from the Cape, do shrink that amount, and those are the wools
that the foreign manufacturers buy to compete with our manufacturers.
I have several statements in my ion which show upon the very
best of evidence that it takes of these wools 4 pounds, 4}, and 43
pounds in many instances to make a pound of finished cloth.

Mr. PLUMB. Waere there not some statements made before the com-
mittee and samples furnished to show that it does not take so much ?

Mr. ALDRICH, The importers have made such statements before
thecommittee.

Mr. PLUMB. I am not speaking of importers,

Mr. ALDRICH. Evidence was given before the committee that it
did not take 4 pounds of light Australian wool or of Ohio wool tc
make a pound of finished cloth. It does, however, take 4 pounds of a
large class of wools that compete with the American.

Mr. PLUMB. What is the average ?

Mr. ALDRICH. There can be no average aboutit. We have to take
those that compete with us. 'We know that there isan average shrink-
age of 75 per cent. in these wools and it requires 4 ponnds—

Mr. PLUMB. Are not these other wools used that do not take so
much ?

Mr. ALDRICH. Thereare other wools used, but those are the wools
we have to compete with.

Mr. McPHERSON, The Senator from Rhode Island says that there
is no contention upon this question. If I understand the state of the
case at this moment, that is exactly what the contention is. The Sen-
ator from Iowa raised the point that it is time we to determine
whether the compensatory rate of duty as provided in this bill is cor-
rect, as I understood bim. Then there are three or four things to be
considered with respect to the rate of compensatory duty.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator doesnot want to misre, tme, I
said there was no contention over the fact that it did not take 4 pounds
or anything like 4 pounds of the light shrinking Australian wool to
make a pound of finished cloth.
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Mr. McPHEKSON. I understood the Senator to contend for directly
the opposite, and therefore I suppose I'did not hear him distinctly.

The Senator from Iowa asks another question. He asks whether
the duty of 10 cents a pound on wool increases the price to the Ameri-
can producer of wool. For one I want to admit that to a certain ex-
tent it does increase the price to the American produncer; but that it
increases the price to the American producer to the extent of 10 cents
a pound I do not believe, and for this reason: The American manu-
facturer is obliged to buy his wools all over the world to mix with the
wools produced in this country, and the wools produced in this country
are the easiest obtainableand the greatest inamount. The American
manufacturer is compelled togo into a competitive market when com-
petition is active and pay competitive rates for his foreign wools, This
would have a tendency, of course, to reduce the price of domestic wool.

I think it can be safely said that with a duty of 10 cents a pound the
American producer of wool does not receive in protection more than
halt of it, but that he does receive some protection I am willing fo ad-
mit. We do not grow one-half the wool we need, hence a duty on for-
eign competitive wools would enhance the price of wools at home. I
also think that if all nations manufacturing woolens should remove
duties, a readjustment of values would thus be enforced that wonld
tend to raise the dprit:ta of such fine wools as we grow everywhere, and
the market would be stable and permanent.

But every particle of the protection of 11 cents a pound which this
hill proposes for the American producer of wools does not go to him.
Under this bill the American manufacturer will get a big share of it,
as will be noted in the dress-goods ph, if you please, where you
find this condition of things, that you raise the duty on wool 1 cent
per pound and the compensatory duty on cloths 33} per cent.

The specific duty on women’s dress goods under 4 ounces per square
yard has been increased from 9 cents to 12 cents per yard, an increase
of 33} per cent. with only an increase of 1 cent per pound on wool;
and not content with that you have increased the ad valorem rate of
duty from 40 to 50 per cent., which is an increase of 25 per cent. I
admit that the duty of 11 cents a pound on wool is a perfectly propor-
tionate duty; and as this bill is constructed from one end to the other
a duty of 11 cents a pound upon wool is no higher than other things
upon the list. But I want to say that when you proceed one step be-
yond the wool duty, the duty of 11 centsa pound upon the finergrades
of wool, and youn reach the manufactures of wool, it then becomes flat
burglary.

There never was such a bill made before in the history of the world.
You propose here to give a compensatory duty of 44 cents a pound on
cloths under the supposition that nobody will discover the fact that
these very cloths which come in undera 44 per cent. compensatory duty
may be half orthree-fonrths cotton, and in the majority of cases they

are.

I have some samples of goods upon my desk which have been fur-
nished me with a statement made concerning them that they come in
under these different paragraphs 374, 375, and 376, and provision is
made in this bill that the compensatory rate of duty shall be upon all-
wool goods; thal is, while they are not described in the paragraphs as
all-wool goods the compensatory duty is levied as upon all-wool goods.
Now here are two samples of goods [exhibiting]. One is all woolen
and the other is half cotton, and both are subject to the same compen-
satory duty of 44 cents a pound, and who gets the benefit of it ?

Mr. ALDRICH. One all cotton?

Mr. McPHERSON. No, one is part cotton and part wool, and so on.

There is another thing to be taken into consideration. Ifin the first
place the manufacturer gets some part of the 11 cents a pound duty
which yon snppose you are giving to the farmer, and if in addition to
that the manufacturer ge s a larger percentage in a compensatory duty
thanhe is entitled to receive because it does not take 4 pounds of wool
to make a pound ofcloth, there he is benefited again. In what other
way is he benefited ? He is benefited by a high ad valorem rate upon
the woolen goods, and that you say is to protect the American manu-
facturer, to enable him to pay for labor employed in the manufacture
of American products in competition with pauper labor.

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 should like to understand one statement before
the Senator passes from it. Did I understand him to say that nearly
the entire amount of the importations was three-quarters cotton ?

Mr. MCPHERSON. No; I was speaking of the sample goods I have
before me; one-half, and even more, as I understand, of these goods is
cotton.

Mr. ALDRICH. A large proportion of the importation?

Mr, McPHERSON. BSome of the samples here are half cotton, some
of them all wool, and some have to the extent of three-fourths cotton.
But as wool would be the component material of chief value, as a
matter of course they receive the compensatory duty for wool.

It is then stated that we must have an ad valorem rate of duty of
50 per cent. o protect the manufacturer againet the pauper labor of
Europe. ,

Now, I refer to a statement made by Consul Schoenhof, who I think
every Senator upon that side of the Chamber will recognize in a mo-
mentasa gentleman of large experience and greatability asa statistician
and anexpert. 1{e was selected to visit the different establishments in
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Europe and America and to ascertain tke labor-cost of different prod-
ucts manufactured both in America and England in competition one
with the other. I haveno statement as to the difference in cost between
the manufacture of wool yarns in Europe and in America, bat I have
with regard to the differencein cost of the manufacture of cotton yarns,
and the statement made by Mr. Schoenhof is that there is but very lit-
tle difference between the two yarns in the cost of the manufacture.

Consul Schuenhof in his report to the State Department from Tun-
stal, August 28, 1836 (page 208), speaking of the comparative labor-
cost in the manufacture of cotton goods between Old England and New
England, writes as follows:

1 zet alongside lhon?rlee-lial for the Grinnell Wamsuitas Nos, 5 and 6 at Fall
River, as in force in March of this year, and the prives actnally paid in Lanca-
shire for the same numbers of yarn. I take only such numbers out 61 the list

as come here under review, comparative prices actually paid for spinning cot-
ton yarn in Massachusetts and Lancashire.

A AR - s
£ | Lanca-| Massa~
Yarn. shire. | chusetts,
No. 18 $0.52 $0. 40
No. 20 .50 .45
No. 28 L L - .64
No. 32 783 «78
No. 40...... 1,00 .98
No. 46, 112 1.14
No. 50.... 1.3 1,29
What is true of spinning—
Says the same authority—
isalso true of weaving, and the faet is fairly well nuthenticated that d

the piece or pound price, our labor in cotton spinning and cotton manufactuz-
ing is rnllr as cheap as British labor, while its earnings are on an average 50
l\):er]lci?anl:k nal her. Cheap production and high earnings go, therefore, pretly

The dut u'pon cotton goods for the protection of American labor employed
in that industry is from 35 to 60 per cenk Upon what hypothesis ean ?{be
shown that American labor working for a less price per piece or pound is per-
mitted to share any part of the protection given to the cotton factory

Mr. President, I do not know that I want to take up the time of the
Senate to-night in !Eleaenﬁng a list of these different samples of
that I have here, showing the effect of this proposed legislation upon
the cost of these goods; and perhaps, therefore, I may call attention,
omitting that and one or two other things, with respect to the labor-
cost in the manufacture of the goods upon which you propose to levy
a duty of 50 per cent., as you say, to protect the home manufacturer
sﬂer you have given him two or three slices out of the compensatory

uty.

Mr, Wadlin, in his report for 1890, on page 81, giving the amount
of the average labor-cost in the manufacture of woolen goods, gives it
at 21,95 per cent., and the worsted goods at 21.04 per cent. He goes
on to state, speaking of the industry, having written to a large num-
ber—some thousands of them—and they report to him:

In the following i ries the p e of wage-cost is above 20, but does
not exceed 33.33 per cent. of the cost of the product,

In those we find cotton goods, worsted goods, and woolen s,
Now he refers us to page 30, speaking of cotton goods, in w the

labor-cost in the amount of goods of 5,861,206 pounds manufactured
into cotton sheeting was only 18,89 per cent. of the cost of manufacture. -

The rate of duty pro here is 35 cent. upon this imported
article, while Mr. Wadlin tell us the enlh)':'re averagep?ahormst is only
21.4 per cent., and in this test case but 18.897 per cent. :

Then there are other things in this bill. TFor instance, we have the
worsted goods, we have the cheviots, we have the carpetingsand things
of that kind, upon which Mr. Schoenhof gives us some information as
well, and while I am upon my feet I think I will put it in the RECORD.
I will take them up one by one.

We will take first the subject of worsted goods, in the manufacture
of which England has taken an advanced position by reason of her
ability to control in large measure the wools suitable forcombing. Raw
wools being admitted duty free into England, London became the
store-house of the combing wools of the world, The factories in the
United States were limited in the choice of these wools. Itis one thi
to make corded soft wool goods, and quite another to make com!
wo?l goods when the imperfections all lie and show upon the smooth
surface.

Notwithstandingall these disadvantages, the A merican worsted manu-
facturers have made great progress, and with free wool can now com-
pete with England in any market, both as to costand quality. In1888
Mr. Schoenhof visited Philadelphia, where the highest wages paid in
this country in the woolen industry are paid. He also visited Rhode
Island, where, perhaps, #he lowest wages are paid in the same indus-
try—at least so Mr. Schoenhof reports; it is notmy own opinion—and
drew a comparison between American cost and English cost in a line
of goods known to the trade as 16 ounces 6-4 black corkscrew worsted
coatings, which sell in England for abount $1 per yard.

In his report he gives minutely every item of labor-cost and other
expenses in the manufacture of these cloths, Omitting the costof the
wool the whole mill-cost compares as follows:

9409
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Plnladelphm. 50.67; Rhode Island, 37.71; England, 46.04. The
English total and the Rhode Islmdtolnlahawsh:ghermtm}:‘.ng
land.

Labor-cost hased upon §1 per » vn.rtl in England: Philadelphia, 40.3;
ERhode Island, 30.40; Englnnd, o4,

Labor, t.herefnre. gets 15.3 cantx mom per yard in Philadelphia, and
in Rhode Island 5.43 eents more than in England in the manufacture
of a yard of worsted cloth costing in England §1 per yard. The duty
upon this cloth is 50 per cent. ad valorem.

The same anthority gives the comparative cost of manu ﬁwtnnng chev-
iotscomposed ofshoddy and wool. Owingtothehigh tax on wool, there
is no country in the world where shoddy is so much in the manu-
faeture of cloths as in this conntry, and therefore no country where the
people are so much cheated and defrauded. It being sufficient formy
E:rpoaa to find the comparative labor-cost, the cost of material is there-

re omitted from the computation.

The mill account of the total cost of manufacture of these cloths in
the United States is 30.42 cents; in England, 30 cents.

The labor cost in the United States is 18.07 cents; in England, 12.75
cents, Labor here gets 5.22 cents per yard more than English labor.
Daty, 50 per cent. ad valorem.

By the same anthority keme%cloth is worth in England 88 cenis
per yard; the mill-cost in the United States, 36.2 cents; in England,
31.25 cents,

Labor-cost: United States, 22 cents; England, 13.62 cents.

Labor in the American mill receives over and above English labor
7.38 cents per yard. Duty, 50 per cent. ad valorem.

INGEAIN CARPET INDUSTRY.

I present herewith a statement by Mr. Schoenhof of the cost of | v

manafacturing two-ply 4-4 ingrain eurpef., superior quality, in America
and England, omitting material as before:

Mill expense: United States, 12.32 cents per yard; England, 15.76
cents per yard.

Labor: United States, 7.92 cents per yard; England, 8.26 cents per

American labor gets .34 cent per yard less than English lahor. Duty,
40 per cent. ad valorem.

: e American labor gets less than English labor, the duty is 40
E; eent. ad vnlutem to protect American labor against the pauper la-

of E
Mr. HA LEY I sincerely wish the Senator would give me a little

- explanation of the statement he has been repeating over and overagain.

Let me make s preliminary explanation. If the American operative
will nee o great deal faster than the other, I ean understand what
the tor means ; but does he mean that the operative in each case
gets the same daily wnges? If the Ameriean operative gets less per day,
I do not understand his statement at all. I want to know whether he
means that the daily payments to the operative are the same in each
case, or whether he means that it is less in America.

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will explain to the Senator just as briefly as
Ican. You are comparing & yard or a pound of English carpet with
a yard or & pound of American carpet, and in your tariff bill you levy
a duty to protectthe Americanlaborer and the manufacturer of Ameri-
ean earpet on that pound or yard.

Mr. Sehoenhof shows that the labor-cost in producing a yard or a

nd, as the case may be, of American eloth compared with English
ﬁn and compared with English Jabor it is as I havestated. There-
fore, the labor in this case is measured by the product of labor, and if
labor in the United States costs no more to produce a yard of cloth
than labor in England costs to produce the same yard of cloth, why do
waimpmﬁumwmﬁﬂmmmwdupmthnhdothﬁopmmttha

laborer?
‘What kind of goods does the Senator speak of?
Mr. MoPHERSON. All kinds of goods—ingrain carpets, cheviot

worsted
Mr. ALDRICH. What particnlar kind of goods?
Mr, McPHERSON. The one I am giving now is the ingrain-carpet

ustry.

Mr. ALDRICH. Does not the Senator know that that statement
was denied and shown to be absclutely false by half a dozen carpet-
manufacturers years ago, and that he is reading aneient history which
has been shown to be false time and time again ?

Mr. McPHERSON. It has never been successfully contradicted in
theworld, and they defy contradiction, they defy anybody to present
any facts to show to the contrary, because this labor-cost is taken from
their own books, and therefore it ean not be denied.

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator has not at all approached an answer
to my question. I want to know whether the operative in one case
gets 75 cents a day and the other a dollar a day.

Mr. McPHERSON. It does not matter whether he gets 75 cents or
a dollar or adollar and a halfaday. I hnvaalwayu argued that Amer-
ican labor is as much better than foreign laboras the pay is better; that
thepmductofAmerlennlahotwhnnthams&mmnndybythapmdnct
of American labor ischeaper than any labor in the world. That is my
argument; and when you raise the duty 40, 50, or 60 per cent. ad valo-
rém upon 'the products of foreign labor to protect Ameriean labor, you

ﬁm onght to show that AmericanJabor gets any part of that protec-

Mr. Schoenhof says:

I have taken the highest American weaving wi paid, not tak into ae-
count that with the improved looms weavlng is done at from three-fourths to
1i cents less per!m-d Still, with all this, the general cost is much less than the

with wool at the English cost a yard of urpnlionnid be pro-
duced in America for 41.07 eents which costs 44.51 cents in England.

It is getting late, Mr. President, and I will postpone further re-
marks until Monday.

Mr, GIBSON. I offer an amendment to the pending bﬂ]. I move
to amend the bill in Schedule E, on page 52, by inserting in line 10,
after the words *‘ the United States,’’ the following

Or fi i
Unitn:loﬂafnsll;.up produced from sorghum, beets, or sugar-cane grown within the

In line 22, after the word ‘‘States,’’ where it first occurs, insert the
words:

Or from sirup produced from sorgham, beets, or sugarmm grown within the
United States,

And on page 53, line 2, after *‘ United States,’’ insert:

Or from sirup produeced from sorghum.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The suggested amendments will be
received and printed. :
HENBY L. MULVIN.

AMr. CAMERON. Iask nnanimous consent that the vote by which
Senate bill 3600 was indefinitely postponed may be reconsidered.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (8. 3600) for the relief of Henry L. Mul-

rin.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1f there be no objection, the vote by
which this bill was postponed will be reconsidered and the hill placed
upon the Calendar.

Mr. BATE. That isall right, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill be placed upon the Cal-
endar or recommitted to the committee ?

Mr, BATE. Probably it had better be recommitied.

Mr, CAMERON. I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com-
mittee on Military Affaire,
The motion was agreed to.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

The bill (H. R. 4451) for the removal of the ch:mf of desertion from
the record of Daniel J. Mahoney was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affnirs,

The following bills were mvernllymd twma by their titles, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Military Aflairs

A bl.ll (H. R. 5121) to correct the lmhtnr_v record of George McKin-
ney, j

A blll (H. R. 6558) to remove the charge of desertion against Frank
W. Morgan;

A bill (H. R. 9617) to relieve John Davis of the charge of desertion,

and to th:manhtmom le ge; and
A bill (H. R. 11040) to relieve Myron A. Eastman of the charge of
desertion

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re-
ferred to the Commitiee on Commerce:

A hill (H. R, 9602) to establish the customs district of Tennessee,
and for other purposes;

A bill (H. R. 10267) for the relief of the owners and the crews of the
:n:gegmn wl;sl;mmg vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster,

A hill (El'. R. 11654) to provide an American register for the steamer
Neptuno.

The following bills were mmlly read twice by their titles, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Claims:

A bill (H. R, 1512% for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Black;

A bill (H. R. 1574) for the relief of William Jewell College, of Lib-
erty, Clay County, Missouri;

A bill (H. R. 2917) for the rﬂiefof.l'ohn N. Dorr, sr.;

A bill (H. R. 2950) for the relief of the estate of "David B. Sanders,

deceased; .

A bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain and others;

A bill (H. R. 4496) for the relief of the heirs of Mark Davis, deceased;
and

A bill (H. R. 7616) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and
supplies taken and used by the United States Army as reported by the
Courtof Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known
as the ‘**Bowman act.”

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions:

A bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Daniels;
A bill (H. R. 2437§ Lranting a pension to Micager Hancock;

hill fH. 4179) granting a pension to Nancy J. Dorlm,

bill (H. &, 421 0; to increase the pension of John H. Grove;
bill (H. R. 4220) for the relief of Thomas H. Druce;
bill (H. R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray;
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A bill (H. R. 75623) granting a pension to Calvin Guunn;

A bill (H. R. 75‘?43 granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon;

A bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, daughter of
James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regi-
ment New York Volunteers;

A bill (H. R. 7897} to increase the pension of John Clark;

A bill (H. R. 7910) granting a pension to John T. Ballard;

A hill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison;

A bill (H. R. 8163) granting a pension to W. W. Seely;

SiA bill (H. R. 8211) granting increase of pension to Mrs, Rebecca E.
mon;

A bill (H. R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley;

A bill (H. R. 8519) granting a pension to John Frohlin;

A bill (H. R. 8557) granting a pension to John McGregor;

A bill (H. R. 8640) granting & pension to Elizabeth Abell;

A bill (H. R. ema; granting a pension to Rhoda Buck;

A bill %H. R. 9072) increasing the pension of Alexander Evans;

A bill (H, R, 9236) granting a pension to Mrs, Margaret O'Conner,
now Sullivan;

A bill (H. R. 9293) granting a pension to Joel Hendricks;

A bill (H. R. 9391) granting an increase of pension to John Moran;

A bill (H. R. 9425) granting a pension to William Dunn;

A bill (H. R. 9716) granting a pension fo John Grace;

A bill (H. R. 9934) granting a pension to Conrad McClain;

A bill (H. R. 9935) granting a pension to William Stover;

A bill }H . R. 10355) granting a pension to Mrs. Lounisa M. Gordon;

A bill (H. B.10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale;

A hiil (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed;

A hill iH. R. 10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks;

A bill (H. R. 10898) to increase the pension of Daniel P. Roberts, late
a second lieutenant in Company F of the Third Regiment of Missouri
Voluunteers in the war with Mexico;

A bill (H. R, 11375) granting a pension to Mrs. A. W, Ackley;

A bill i}.l-. R. 11456) for the relief of Mrs, Elizabeth P. Newhouse;

and
A bill (H. R. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs. Clementine Fink.
ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW,

The bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjustment of accounts of
laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law
was read twice by its title.

Mr. BLAIR. That bill has been reported by the Senate committee

and is on the Calendar. INIEY
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it will lie on the table.

JOHN SWEARER.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore laid before the Senate the amendment
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 2493) ting a pension
to John Swearer, which was, in line 4, after the word ‘*act,’’ to insert
““in lien of the pension he is now receiving.

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concarin the House amend-
ment.

The motion was agreed to.

SALLIE DOUGLASS HARTRANFT.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 1840) granting o pension
to Sallie Donglass };E[a:tranft, which was, in lines 5 and 6, fo strike out
210077 and insert **$50,"

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate disagree {o the amendment
of the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference thereon.

The motion was agreed to.

Dy unanimons consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, DAvIs, Mr.
SAWYER, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed.

THE REVENUE BILL.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties
on imports, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
upon the gnding amendment ?

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I promised the Senator from Ne-
vada [Mr. STEWART] to yield for a motion for an executive session.

Mr, STEWART. I move that the Renate now proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

The PRESIDENT pro {empore.
Senator from Nevada.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to ihe consid-
eration of executive husiness, After five minutes spent in executive
session the doors were ed, and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p.
m. ) the Senate adjourned until Monday, September1, 1890, at 10 o’clock
& m.

Is the Senate ready for the question

The question is on the motion of the

Thomas P. Hawley, of Nevada, to be district judge of the United
Btates for the district of Nevada, vice George M. Sabin, d :
CONSULS.

John F, Healey, of Minnesota, to be consnl of the United States at
Funchal, »ice Thomas C. Jones, recalled.

John B. Richardson, of Kansas, to be consul of the Unifed States at
Matamoros, to fill a vacancy.

James J. Peterson, of West Virginia, to be consul of the United States
at Tegucigalpa, to fill a vacancy. =

' POSTMASTER.

William Judson, to be postmaster at Chelsea, in the county of Wash-
tenaw and State of Michigan, in the place of Thomas McKone, whose
commission expired Angust 2, 1890.

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY,
Fifteenth Regiment of Infaniry.

Second Lieunt. William F. Blauvelt, to be first lientenant, August
26, 1890, vice Kinzie, deceased.

Twenty-first Regiment of Infantry.

Hecond Lient. Willson Y. Stamper, to be first lieutenant, August 7,
1890, vice Sparrow, appointed regimental adjutant,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
SATURDAY, August 30, 1890.

The House metat 110'clock a. m. Prayerby Rev. J. H. COTHBERT,
150 Y
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved.

ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIMS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, the present hour
was at the disposal of the gentleman from New York Eur. TURNER].
He is not present, but by an arrangement with him
the time; and at the time the morning hour expired, when this bill
was last before the House, the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. CARUTH]
was proceeding in time which had been yielded to him.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky has seven min-

utes.
Mr, CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, in the district so ably represented by
my friend and colleague [ Mr. MoNTGOMERY ]| there resided in the olden

-~

time a gentleman who kept a hotel, and was ndted for his talkative- '
at his hotel,

ness. On one occasion a traveler came there and stop
and the old man talked to him until bed-time that night and talked
him to sleep, and when he got up in the morning he continued the
strain until the traveler got on his horse and rode away. In abouta
year thereafter the same traveler rode up to the tavern door, and as
he was on the point of dismount.ini[the landlord came up to him,
shook him by the hand, and said, ** My friend, as I was saying to yon
when you were last here ’—and he took up the conversation where he
left it off a year before. [Laughter.]

As I was saying to members of this House when last I addressed
them upon this sn%:vject, I am in favor of paying the debtsof the Gov-
ernment of the United States due to any person who has an honest
claim; and I am in favor of throwing wide open the doors of the courts
in order that they may go there for the purpose of testing their rights
under the law. ' If I understand the purpose of this bill, it is to o
the court-housedoor, to allow these persons to litigate with the United
States as to the justice of theireclaims. I think that this is a very pecul-
iar case. Although in 1868 the Congress of the United States placed
upon its statute-book an act that regulated a day’s labor, no attention was
paid to it by the officials of the Government; and it became n
to issue, not one, but two proclamations of the President of the United
States in order to compel the subordinate officials of this Government
to pay attention to a solemn law which the Congress ot the United
States had enacted.

So I say that when we are affording these people an opportanity to
go into court for the purpose of testing the law that we have made we
are simply asserting the dignity of our own act. I know there are a
great many members of Congress and others whp talk about ‘' stale
claims,’’ about years having elapsed and these cliims having become
“stale,”” Whose fault is it that claims become “*stale?’’ Congress
after Congress, session alter session, honest claimants against this Gov-
ernment come knocking at the doors of the legislative halls asking for
their money, and session after session Congress adjourns withont pro-
viding for their payment; and then, after years have ela gentle-
men get up here and talk against the claims because are ‘‘ stale!”’
These men try to make for themselves reputation as *‘watch-dogs ot
the Treasury.”’

was to econtrol -
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My friend from Jowa [Mr. KERr]—I am that he is not in his
seat—is trying to make himself a watch-dog of the Treasury. [Laungh-
ter.] These are the gentlemen who believe in the doctrine that—

- = Little drops of water,

Little grains of sand,

AMake the mighty ocean,
And the beauteous land,

And their motto is that—
These litile items,
Minute though I.he{ be,
Make the mighty millions
Of the Treasuree.

[Laughter. ]

They come here and attempt to guard the Treasury against the
payment of these small but honest claims. They are the watch-dogs
of the Treasury. They set themselves up as guardians of *‘ the peo-
ple’s money,’’ and they try to guard it against everybody, provided the

erson who attempts to get it does not come from their own locality.
Laughter.] Why, gir, the gentleman from Iowa told us the other
day that the claimants in this case came mostly from the East. If they
had come from the West, and especially if they had come from Iowa,
the watch-dog might have remained in his kennel, and the approach-
ing claimant could exclaim—
'"T'is sweet to hear the waich-dog's honest bark
Bay deep-mouthed welcome as we draw near home.

[ Laughter. ]

Here is a proposition embodied in this hill to allow these men who
have performed labor for the Goverament beyond what should have
heen their day’s labor under the law to receive just compensation for
that extra work. It isnot proposed to pay them this money now, but
only to pay themn after they have presented their case to the Court of
Claims and that court has favorably adjudicated their demands. Isay
that if there is to be any sanctity in the statutes of the United States,
if the laws that we put upon our statute-books are to amount to any-
thing, then these men are entitled to the relief they seek.

In 1868, more than twenty-one years ago, yon passed this law.
By a resolution of the Congress of the United States at a subsequent
date you said what the law meant. You said it meant that a man
should be paid the same wages for eight hours as men in the locality
where the labor was done were paid for a full day’s work, and that is
the rule that now prevails in the Departments. But, notwithstanding
that declaration of Congress, a Secretary of the Navy, sworn to uphold
the Constitution and enforce the laws—a Secretary of the Navy had
the andacity, in face of the solemn enactment of Congress, to issue an
order in which he set aside what Congress had said should be the law
and fixed ten hours as a day’s labor. And it is, as we understand from
this report, to obtain pay for the extra labor thus enforced that these
men now desire to appeal to the courtsof justice. Are they entitled to
this relief? Gentlemen say that to pay them may take three millions
out of the Treasury of the United States. Whatdifference doesit make,
if the debt is just, whether it takes three millions or thirty millions of
money? The question is simply: Do we owe this money? If we do,
we ought to pay it. If we do not, we ought not to pay it.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey.
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY].

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this bill ought to
pass. I can hardly understand how, under all the circumstances, we
can refuse to these thonsands of laborers, workmen, and mechanies who
have been employed by the Government the right to go to the Court
of Claims for the purpose of testingthe justice of their claims against
the Government.

The facts, as I understand them, are simply these: In 1868 the Con-
gress of the United States what is known as the eight-hour law.
The law simply provided that eight hours shall constitute a day’s work
* for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of
the Government. These workmen claim that under this law they are
entitled to a full day’s pay for each eight hours’ work which they per-
formed; and they ask that they may be permitted to go to the Court of
Claims in order to determine the justice and equity of their claims.

The debates in Congress when this law was enncted, the order which
was issued by the Adjutant-General immediately after the passage of
this act, the proclamation of the President a year laler, and eargecinl]y
the act of Congress in 1872 directing the accounting officers to
settle with laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed up to that
time at the rate ot a day’s wages for each eight hours’ Jabor performed,
seem to carry clearly the conviction that it was the intention of Con-
gress in enacting the law ot 1868 to an these laborers, workmen, and
mechanies a full day's wages for each eight hours of labor, and not, as
the act was construed hy some of the officers in the Departments, to
reduce their pay in consequence of the reduclion of the hours of labor.

However that may be, this bill provides that this very question as
to the intent of the eight-hour law of 1868 shall be determined by the
court on the application of these workmen to have their cases reviewed;
and I see nothing in the bill that in any way interferes with the proper
decision of that question. Of course there is waived first of all the
lapse of time; and it is appropriately waived, becanse the officers of

I yield five minutes to the gen-

the Government and not the workmen themselves have been at fanlt,
There is appropriately waived also the fact that these men received pay
according to the construction given to the law by the officers, because
these workmen had no other way to do than to accept the amount that
was offered them and receipt for it. There isalso excepted in the hill,
and it seems to me appropriately, ‘‘any agreement exacted by any offi-
cer of the Government as a condition of employment or retention in
the public service.”

I eall attention to the fact that under the act of 1872 all such labor-
ers who had worked between 1868 and 1872 over eight hours per da;
were paid the price of a day’s work for each eight hours’ labor, whicg
is all that is claimed by the laborers who asi to go to the Court of
Claims nnder this bill.

The suggestion has been made that the whole matter be referred to
the accounting officers of the Treasury with directions to settle with
each claimant. If the direction could be given to the accounting offi-
cers to pay each employé a full day’s wages for each eight hours I
should be glad to conenr. But this is not what gentlemen who make
the suggestion propose. They propose to refer the matter to the ac-
counting officers who have already decided that these men are entitled
to nothing, and such reference would simply defeat the claimants, who,
as a last resort, ask to go to the courts fo have their rights determined
under the eight-hour law.

If there has been a voluntary agreement by any employ¢ or laborer
to work eight hours each day and to subject himself to a reduction of
pay according to the hours of labor, then the decision in the Martin
case would control. But if there has been no voluntary agreement—
if everything that has been done is an exaction on the part of the offi-
cer, submitted to under protest by these men, then there certainly is
no reason why the fact that they were told they should work this
length of time and have a reduction of pay should affect the decision
in this case.

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

Mr, DINGLEY. T have but a few minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Maine
[Mr. DINGLEY ] has expired.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey.
utes additional.

Mr, DINGLEY. Now I will yield for the question of the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. BREWER].

Mr. BREWER. I take it from your argument that if a man should
come to you seeking employment in your business and you should offer
him certain wages per day, and he, while protesting against the rate
of wages offered and saying he ought to have more and ought to have
certain hours of work, does in fact consent, and does go to work upon
your terms, he is accepting the employment ‘* under protest.’”

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, does thegentleman think his way of stating
the question is at all fair and just?

Mr. BREWER. Itseems to me an exactly analogous case to the one
now before ns,

Mr. DINGLEY. Here was an officer of the Government directed by
law to employ these men to laboreight hours asa day’s work, and that
officer violated the law——

Mr.'BREWER. But there was nothing in the law that prevented
these men from contracting to work ten hours a day.

Mr. DINGLEY. Ifit was done voluntarily-——

Mr. BREWER. What does the gentleman mean by *‘ voluntarily 2’

Mr. DINGLEY. If the officer of the Government, in violation of
law, imposed npon these laborers an agreement——

Mr. BREWER. If they went to work under those terms, was not
their action voluntary so as to make it a legal contract?

Mr. DINGLEY. That is a question which the conrt will determine.
But if the officers of the Government violated the law which existed at
that time—and that is the first thing that the court must find in order
that these claimants may recover—I am sure the gentleman’s sense of
fairness and honor would prompt him to say that (hese laborers or
workmen who went to work under protest relying upon the faith of
the Government and the laws of the country should not suffer in con
sequence. This case is not parallel at all with that of employment
by an individual as put by the gentleman, and it seems to me that an
honorable man looking at the lJaw as he shonld, looking at the agree.
ment that the nation made with these workmen, wonld say that they
should be paid according to the intent of the law, and that the officers
of the Government should not be permitted to step in and violate the
law and then deprive these laborers of their pay.

Mr. BREWER. T would like to ask the gentleman another ques-
tion.

[Here the hammer fell].

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey.
from New York [Mr. Covert].

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, Isincerely hope that the pending meas-
uremay be enacted intolaw. Itseems to me that its passage will be bhut
an act of simple justice, long delayed, to those who have received gross
injustice at the handsof the Federal anthorities. Over twenty years ago
the Congress of the United States, by a solemn enactment, ordained thay

I yield the gentleman two min-

I now yield to the gentleman
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eight hours should constitute a day’s work on the part of all mechanics,
laborers, and workmen thereafter to be employed in the service of the
General Government, There can be no misunderstanding, no miscon-
struction, it seems to me, as to the intent of this provision of law.

Prior to the passage of this enactment ten hours constituted a day’s
work to be performed by the employés of the Governmen! referred to
in the pending measure. But the official agents throngh whom this
class of workmen were employed, in some instances seemingly placed
their own construction upon the law thus solemnly enacted, and, as
claimed by these employg deprived them of all benefit arising from
its passage. It isall that inother, and perhaps the great majority
of cases, promises of added pay for work in excess of eight hours were
made by departmental officers, and that these promises have never
been fulfilled.

The claim of these workmen is simply that when they had labored
eight hours each day they were entitled under the law to pay fora full
day’s work, whatever that pay might be. The pending measure simpl
makes provision that whoever, coming within the classes of employds
mentioned, has been employed in the Government service under and
since the act of 1868, and has not been paid the full price of a day’s
work for each eight honrs he has been =0 employed, shall have the right
to bring suit in the United States Court of Claims to recover such de-
ficiency; and power is given to the court to take jurisdiction of all such
cases without regard to the lapse of time, and if, in the opinion of the

. court, he was, nnder the act of 1868, or other existing laws, entitled to
the full price of a day’s work for eight hours’ service, to adjudicate
such claim upon the basis that eight hours constitute a day’s work;
and for that length of service the claimant shall be entitled to recover
the full price of a day’s work, whatever that may be, less the amount
he has already received, and in that ratio for any fraction of a day, if
in the opinion of the court such wasthe meaning of the act of 1868, or
any other existing laws; and if anything is found to be due, judgment
shall be given against the United States in favor of each claimant ac-
cordingly.

These are the substantial features of this bill. I have stated the
material parts of it, without any attempt fo reproduce the measure in
its entirety. It will beseen that noquestion is involved hereas tothe
propriety or impropriety of establishing the limit of time which shall
constitute a day’'s work on the part of those engaged in these branches
of the public service. The law-making power of the land settled that
question by the enactment of over twenty years ago. This House, by
an overwhelming vote, only the other day reaffirmed the provisions of
the act of 1868, and extended those provisions to other classes of Goy-
ernment employés.

The simple question to be determined now is, shall the mechanics
and workmen interested in the question brought abount by the conditions
presented be permitted an opportunity to test the validity of their
claims? Abouta year after the passage of the original *‘ eight-hour
law’’ President Grant issued a formal proclamation directing that from
and after that time no reduction should be made in the wages paid by
the Government by the day to such mechanics or workmen on account
of the reduction of the hours of labor.

Four years later the same Executive issued another proclamation
again calling the attention of the officers engaged in the Executive De-

rtments to the provisions of the act of 1868, and to his former proc-

amation upon the same snbject. The appropriation act cf the same
year called attention to the first enactment on the subject and to the
several proclamations of the President, and directed the proper ac-
counting officers to pay for the services of this class of employés with-
out any reduction on acconnt of the decrease of the hours of labor.

This, briefly stated, is the record of legislative and executive action
already had upon the matter now underconsideration. I mayadd that
repeated efforts have been unsuccessfully made from time fo time in
Congress to pass measures similar to the one now under discussion.
The claimants here can scarcely be charged, therefore, with laches or
with sleeping upon their reserved rights.

It occurs to me, Mr. Speaker, that any attempt now to discuss the
meaning and object of this prior legislation would be entirely unnec-
essary. It seems to me that the legislation already had speaks for
itself.

But with exceeding care, with a degree of attention for which full
credit should be extended, the coinmittee reporting this bill have ex-
amined fully into this question. They have reproduced in their report
extracts from the discussion had in the Senate when the original
measure was before that body, and these extracts establish conclusively,
it seems to me, that the effect songht was not by any means to bring
down the rate of wages becanse the time for labor was shortened.

From these premises I submit that the only fair and logical dedue-
tion that can be drawnis that if these employés of the Governmentsince
the passage of the enactment referred to have been coerced to perform
ten hours’ labor per day before they conld receive pay for a full day’s
work, or if their wages have been reduced because they did only eight
hours’ work a day—if either of these conditions have prevailed, they
?re entitled in morals and in law to the remedy they now seek to en-
orce.

The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. KERR] in his argument against this

bill has quoted the case of Martin vs. The United States (4 Otto’s Re-
ports, 400), and has claimed that the decision in that case is absolute
as against the right of these claimants to recover. But in the Martin
case the claimant had acquiesced in the agreement that eight hours
should not make a day’s work. He had received his pay upon a basis
of twelve hours constituting a day’s labor, without the slightest pro-
test, Ile gave a receipt in full for his pay upon this basis. The court
conld have rendered no other decision, it seems to me, but a decision
adverse to the claimant under these circumstances,

But here, as I am instructed, the conditions are entirely dissimilar,
Here there were protests; here there was no understanding or agreement
between the parties such as existed in the Martin case. Here there
was no waiver of the reserved right of the claimants.

It is of course understood that Congress by the enactment of this meas-
ure does not by its affirmative action settle or in any manner determine
any legal proposition that may be involved here. Wesimply by the pas-
sage of this act say that these claimantsshall have their ‘‘ day in court,”?
The Court of Claims will take under careful advisement all the facts
in the case and all the principles of law which may be applicable to
the facts presented.

The gentleman from Towa [Mr. KERR] protests against the passage
of this bill because, as he avers, he has reason to think that some of
these claims have been assigned, and are now in the hands of specu-
lators, I do not know how correct he may be in this assumption, but,
even if it be true, it does not affect the principle involved here. If
any such assignments have heen made, the contracts were perfectly
legal and legitimate. This Congress hasalready passed some measares
the direct effect of which will be to interfere with, to restrain, and
limit legitimate trade. We did that the other day when the majority .
passed the Conger bill. .

We have another measure pending limiting dealings in ** futures.”
But no law has yet found its place on our statute-hook forbidding an
assignment of a legitimate chose in action. If it be true that in iso-
lated instances these assignments have been made, such action should
not affect the princi;lalle involved here, nor can itaffect the cases of those
workmen who still hold in their own right these claims against the
Government.

The gentleman from Iowa says, also:

If there is any class of men in this eountry who ought to pay Rnrtieulu at-

tention to the law upon the subject of the employment of labor, it is the labor-
ers themselves.

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this is worse than begging the question.
Doesnot the gentleman—himselfan astute lawyer—know that as a rule
the class of people aftected by this bill are the very people who, by
reason of the conditions which surround them, are incapableof drawing
nice conclusions and of determining questions of law upon which even
gentlemen on this floor seem, from this discussion, to entertain con-
flicting opinions?

The people affected by this bill are the class of people who rely upon
promises made to them by their employers; they are men who regard
definite statements made by those in authority as to how much they
shall receive for certain stipulated hours of labor as binding and con-
clusive. *‘Their brows are wet with honest sweat.”” They have no
time to read law digests, and no money to pay lawyers for elaborate opin-
ions. They are to a greater extent perhaps than any other class of our
citizens of that number who need all the protection that law and equity
can throw about them.

One of the nunquestioned edicts of the universal moral law is that
‘*the laborer is worthy of his hire.’’

It would seem to me, sir, an act of the grossest injunstice, in the face of
the facts presented, to deny to these claimants the privilege of attempt-
ing at least to substantiate their claims, It would bean act of grossest
wrong to close the doors of our courts in the faces of these men and to
say to them that the strong arm of the law shall prevent them from
seeking that justice which is eqnal and impartial. It wounld be a per-
version of that justice which is for rich and poor alike—alike for the
strongest Republic on earth and for the humblest servitor, who in his
dual character of citizen and workman constitutes a part of the strength
and integrity of the Re;lm‘blic.

[Here the hammer fell].

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey.
tleman from Kansas [Mr. MoRRILL].

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, the time allotted to me is entirely
too brief to allow me to enter into any general discussion of the ques-
tion before the House. But I hold in my hand an appeal made by the
workingmen of Kansas to Congress in 1574. As thisappeal containsa
full but concise statement of the case on behalf of these men, I desire
to have it read, together with a brief in relation to the law of the case,
presented in 1876. .

The Clerk read as follows:

EIGHT-HOUR LAW—AX APPEAL TO THE HONORABLE SENATORS AND HEPRESENT-
ATIVES IN CONGRESS, ASSEMBLED AT WASHINGTOX, D. C.
GESTLEMEN : We respectfully make known to you that we were employed
by the United States Government, under the direction and by authority of the
commander of the Department of the Missouri, and that between June 25, 1868,
and the 15th of August, 1872, we were required to work ten hours per day, in
violation of the act of Congress known as the eight-hour law,

I yield five minutes to the gen-
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It having become known to the exeoutive d,cipuhmt of the Government
fhiat the law was evaded, and on the 19th of May, 1569, l.hE P‘ruli’celani of the

Ex.No. 4. March 24, 1869, General Orders,

from the Headquarters
De“;ﬂl'tment or I;lie ‘M‘l-ouﬂ Fort Immwor&, by Major-

Tnited States mmad his prulnmur.lon directing that there
tion of wag t of th tion of the hours of labor, and tlmt eight

hours was a dny sworlk, n.cmrdmg to Lhu act of Congress, nppwovad uae 23,

Now, we in\’!!a your aucntion to the fsml. that the Preésideni's proelamation
Rave no p fon' to the working inthis, the Department.of the Missouri,
and we had to work ten hours each dl? up to the 1ith of August, 1872, three
monthsaflter the Presid dated May 11,1872, and again
directing nll officers of ths Gowmment htw‘lngz charge of the omp]oymem. and
paympent of workingmen to make no red in the on account of the

uc-.:.jun of the hours of labor,

As Government employés, we !m!lcvc we Imd 4 ri,szht to the benefit of the
eight-hour law, Wﬁh‘gl he into the home of
many a laboring man I.hraughout the land, bnt. we were deprived of its bless-
ings for more than four s, by being compelled to work two hours per day
more than the law of gress required of us; or suffer & reduction of our
w:(a;mn or'the loss of oursituation,

claims are acknowledged to be just and reasonable, and the aceounting
officers of the Treasu ne rtment have, under the provtalnns of an sctof Cone
gem a,ppmvcd May , settled and paid us for a portion of the time, namely,
tween June 23, 1868, nnd the 19th of 3 ¥, 1860; and we now -pay forthe
balance of the time. The honomble Secrelary of War informs us that rolis of
all employés hiredin this Department, entitled to thnbenoﬂtsof the eight-hour
law, with stat of the t due them, were, in May last, forwarded to
the Third Auditor of the Treasury for settlement. But the causs of RON-pay-
ment by the of these claims for services since May 19, 1869, is owing
to want of an appropriation for ithat purpose. And the honorable Secretary of
Wal' says that on the 10th of February, 1574, in a communication to the House
of R ves, ha asked that opmﬁsions the act of May 18, 1872, be
extended so as to cover the period from May 19,1860, {o thetime when full wages:
t‘;:“ paid for efght hours' labor, and that Congress did not take final action in
mntter

From u}l the evidence we furnish, it will be seen that 41l who know the nat-
um ‘of our claims sdmowledgu them to be jusé and honorable; and it is for

I sncl tatives to say that the laborer is worthy
of hi.c hire, and for the Na!imml Government lo prove that justice shall bedone
to the working classes ot this-eountry.

Aund it will be ever remembered that the man who votes n'ﬁinat making an
appropriation te pay our justclaims, votes that an order of commander of
a mililary department of the United States can veto and set aside anact of Con-
gress, especinlly when such an set is made for the benofit of the working

To sum up our statement, it amounts to this:
First. Congress enacted that eight hours should be & day’s work after June
68,

nd. We worked ten hours por day between June 25, 1868, and August 15,
mTlhchL We received extrn pay for the time between June 23, 1888, and May
Fourth. Government owes us for the time between May 19, 1869, and August

1872,
irth. Our claims are audiled and allowed to be correct and just.
Sixth. We appeal to you fnr an a pmprtatmu to 'pn.y us our claims,
Our honorable g'om will attend to the matter for
nl’1. aud we refer to m for ﬁu-t-her inﬁn‘mnﬂm‘.
rusting that you will see that justice is done, we wish to say that Wensk for
no favors, but for puymnb for service rmdm'er.l and onbehaifof the elnimants
wwhn‘\;a the houmih“ Ak -
respect our BOTVAD
e vy PETER O’FARRELL,

FRANK H. OSBORNE,
JAMES WHITLOC
Corresponding Commitiee for the Workingmen of

LeAvENworTH, KANs.,, November 10, 1874,

BRIEF,

Hx. No, 1. January 12, 1876, Mr. William A. Phillips introdueed the following
bill (H.R.1005); which was read. twice, referred to the Commitiee on Appro-
priations, and ordered to be printed-:

A bill to amend the nct entitled *An aet making appropriations for the service
of the Government for the filseal year ending June 30,1872, and for former
years, and for other purposes;’ approved May 1S, 1872,

““Be il enacted by the '!cnale cmrl Hotuc of chmutﬂ“m of the United States of

tion 2 of the not entitled ‘An net making

gpmprlntions for l.hcser\'ice of I.he Government for {hu ﬁmal year ending June
rm. and for former years, and for other purposes,’ approved May 15, 1872,
and the same is hereby, amended so'as to inciude, in the settiement therein
wldﬁd far. all recounts for the servieesof laborers, workmen, and mechanics
or on behalf of the Government of the United States, between the
ay, 1869, and the date when full payments were commenced for
of the reduction of the hours of
r by the act approved on the 15th day of Mu?v 1868, and when it shall be
made to appear that the reduction of the hours o lnbor was the sole cause of
the reduction of wages; and a sufficient sum is hereby appropriated out of any

money in the Treasury not othorwise uPproprintul. i
March 9, 1576, Committes on App L diseh d, and referred to the

Committes on Claims,
Mr. Thomas J. Cason, of Indians, app a to exnming into

the merits of the bill n.nd reportthe snme back to the committee.

PR * Tl

EVIDENCE Pmnt{.xn IN SUPPORT OF BILL.
Ex.No.2. February 29,1868, Genernl Orders No. 6, issued from Headquarters
Department of the Mlssonrt, F‘ortl.e&wnwurth Kans., by Maj. Gen. A.J, Smith
commanding, establish the rate of pay, per dism and monl.h of all clmesui‘

employés in the Qunrlarmuter’s Department, at any station im the military.

t of the Missouri.
+No.8. February 24, 1889, ciroular issned from the office of the depot quar-
tarmm. Fort Leavenworth, Kans., by General Beujamin C. Card, depot quar-
termaster, as follows:

** Ou and after the 1st of Mareh next, until further notice, the workshops and
places of labor at this depot will be open daily, as follows:

“From 7 a.m. to 12 m., and from 1245 p. m.to 5.45 p. m.

“leplcyés choosing to work these hours will receive the same rate of pay
now al Those working only the hours aomrlsing thc legal day’'s ]nbm-
will receive four-fifths of the doy allowed in the

Ex, No. 5. March 26, 1869, Genanl Orders, No, 4, issued ﬁ-am the Headquar-
te!sl‘ tof theli . Fort Lanmwoﬂh Kans., by Major-General

ires all workshops and ) n{ Iabor in tmdev
manl.lohe v’ri uahouﬂ each day, except , on and after A
rlsw.nndﬂld employés who choose to work the ten hours will bopn{dpt’w

overwork at the same rate as for the legal day's work of eight hours,

eﬁnbiinhu the rato per die::::;i month for all lm-
ployés in that d and the pay one-fifth of the followlng
of Iaborers, wt:n-kmm1 nn& mechanies : Master mechanies,

blacksmiths, assist-
ant blacksmiths wheelwrights, mrpenwm. saddlers and harness-makers, paint-
ers, masons and pl.um overseers of Inborers, and laborers, but refains at full
rates of wages the rol]owlna-. **whose time my be mecessary at any and all
hm?rs '; C'::irks. t o trai . pot I;-s. -
assistant train-masters, le.nmalm wit u'aim ot teamsters, depot ost!
chief herders, hcrdmel‘l and eooks. 2 = i
JEx. No.6. May 19, mns ‘the President of the United States issued his proclama-
tion as follows: * ** From and after Lhis date noreduction shall be made
in the wages paid by r.l;e Guvernmen& by the day to such laborers, workmen,
and mechanies on account of such a!‘ the hours of labor,'
Seevolume 18, Statutes at Large dpagu
ix, No. 7. Mly 11,1873, I.he President nf ths TUnited States issued his second
proclamation, and after his tion of May 19, 1809, says: “And
whereas it is now represented to me that the act of Congress and the proclama-
tion aforesaid have not been strictly observed by all officers of the Govern-
ment having charge of such labo workmen, and mechanics: Now, there-
fore, I, Ulysses 8. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby again ecall
attention to the actof Congress aforesaid, and direct all officers of the execu-
tive depariment of the (jmmnl, huviug cha of the empl

oyment and
ﬁasmmt of lnborers, w ies, employed by or on behalf of the
¥

or
ernment of (he United Stales, to make no reduction in the wages pald by
the Government by the day to such Ia , workmen, and mechanies on ac-
aonm;;; 51!0 reduetion of the hours of labor,”  (See-volume 17, Statutes at Large,
pago 995,

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I yield three minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. FLowER].

Mr. FLOWER. Mzr. Chairman, I have carefnlly read the report of .
the committee on this bill, and I assure you that Lam heartily in favor
of the measure. I believe that had members of Congress been inter-
ested in the payment of this money as they werein a question affect-
ing their own pay which arose here a few months ago twenty-two years
would not have elapsed and the claim still remain unpaid. I koow
that the claims of Representatives to their pay went through at this
session very quickly: and I hope that the claims of these workingmen
will be adjudicated by the Court of Claims with the same celerity. I
trust also that the committee will bring up the bill establishing an
eight-hour law for the benefit of post-office clerks. I believe that the
law ought to be applied to that branch of the public service, as those
employés perform more arduous duties than any other class of em-
ployés under the Government of the United States.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iyield five minutesto the gentle-
man from Missouri er Wabg].

[Mr. WADE addressed the House. See Appendix.]

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 1 yteld now to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr REILLY].

Mr, REILLY. Mr. Speaker,in the dmcusslon of this bill those who
oppose its passage seem to entirely ignore the fact that there is a stat-
ute of the United States which preseribes what shall constitute a *‘le-
gal day’s work; "’ and the qunestion is discussed and treated by these
gentlemen as though it were one arising upon a voluntary contract be-
tween individuals standing upon an equal footing and com t to
contract. Of course we all understand that in such cases the agree-
ment—the contract—of the parties constitutes in itself the law by
which the eontracting parties are o be governed, and all that the law
of the land undertakes to de in such cases is to execute the contract
between the parties as they made it.

But, Mr, Speaker, there is no such question he.re. By the exercise
of its sovereign power the Government of the United States has en-
acted a law under which therightsof the parties are to be determined,
We have made the law, and that is the contract now by which we are
beund. We said by solemn act of Congress that eight hours shall con-
stitute a day’s work for all laborers and mechanies employed by or on
behalf of the United States, the effect of which was to say to snch em-
ploy¢s that when they performed eight hours’ work in a calendar day
for the Government that the Government would then compensate
them therefor by payment ot a day’s wages; for a legal day’s work
they were to receive a legal day’s pay.

It is therefore, Mr. Speaker, the fact that snch a law as this appears
on the statnte-books that gives rise to the very controversy now before
us. Again, the argument proceeds upon the assumption”by the op-
ponents of the bill that the eight-hour law is not a wise nor an expe-
dient law. It is not only useless, but foreign perhagps, to the question
now before us to discanss either the wisdom or the propriety of that enact-
ment. It onght to suffice to know that the law-making power of this
land, in the exercise of its wisdom aud sound diseretion, did enactsnch
alaw, and like all other laws, is to be enforced; and if not intended
so to be, onght without delay to be repealed. Dut since that question
has been thrown into the discussion, and if necessary to discuss the
merits of that law, abundant and eonclusive argument is at hand to
justify the passage ‘of that act.,

In the first place, Mr, Speaker, it has stood not only nunrepealed, but
withont any attempt to repeal it for a period now of over twenty-two
years. On the eontrary, repeated efforts on the part of the Chief Ex-
ecutive and of Congress have been had toenforce and carry it into exe-
cution. And, as a matter of fact, the law is to-day strictly observed
by the Government in all its Departments. The wisdom and sound
public poliey of such a law is not only demonstrated by act of Congress,
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but was demanded and approved by the large mass of our working
people throughout the conntry, and they constitute the great mass ot
our citizenship. And so late as the 1st day of May last the working-
men, mechanics and laborers throughont the
land made a united and determined effort to have inangurated the
same system of eight hours for a day’s work thronghout the country,
and the movement met witha measure of success, and in my
humble opinion, Mr. Speaker, the time is not far distant when it will
be universally adopted. As indicative of the sentiment of Congressin
view of this past legislation I had the honor of presenting to the Honse
the following resolution on the 1st day of May last, which was referred
to the Committee on Labor, and which T hope to see favorably reported
by that committee:

‘Whereas a law was enacted by Congress on the 25th day of June, 1368, pro-
viding ** that eight hours shall constitute n day’s work for all laborers, work-
men, and mechanics now employed or who may hereafter be employed Igor
on behalf of the Government of the United States”’ thereby declaring this Gov-
ernment in favor of the system ; and

Whereas the mechanics, workmen, and laborers, coustituting as they do the
great bulk of our patriotic citizens, are on this 1st day of May, A, D. 1890, agitat-
ing and d ding that h forth eight hours shall constitute a legal day’s
work : Therefore,

That it is the sense of this House that the said demand is reasonable
and just, and that it is our belief that the inauguration of said system of eight
hours for a day's work would be conducive to Lthe public weal and tend to pro-
motelzhn"*-‘-hl, ial, intellectusl, and moral advaneement of the
people. }

The arguments in favor of this system have found favor very gener-
ally among our ﬁ:ple, and if time permitted and the occasion war-
ranted I should be glad to enumerate some of them. It tends to the
higher development of the citizen, renders him more capable of per-
forming better service to his employer, and will enable him to con-
tinue it in vigor for a greater number of years. But, as I have said, it
is foreign to the question now before us, and I ought not perhaps to
trespass upon the indulgence of the House by digressing from the direct
issue, especially in view of the action of this House only day before yes-
terday in passing the bill amendatory of the act of 1868, soas to render
it more effectual, and thereby emphasizing our approval of the eight-
hour system. I will therefore leave this branch of the guestion with
a quotation on this theme from that eminent christian statesman, Car-
dinal Manning, which contains a word of philosophy that musi com-
mend itself to all fair-minded people. Itis:

But if the domestle life of the le be vital aboveall ; if the peace, the po-
rity of homes, the education of ¢ ren, the duties of wives and mothers, the
duties of husbands and of fathers, be written in the natural law of mankind,
and if these thin? are sacred, far beyond anything that can be sold in the mar-
ket, then I say, il the hours of labor resulting from the ated sale of
man's stren and skill shall lead to the destruction of domestic life, to the
neglect of children, to turning wives and mothers into living machines, and of
fathers and husbands into—what shall I say, creatures of burden?—I will not
say any other word—who rise up before the sun, and come back when it is set,
wearied and able only to take food and lis down to rest, the domestic life of
imen exists no longer, and we dare not go on in this path,

Let me therefore, as briefly as T can, present the question now before
us. This bill does not ask the adjudication at the hands of Congress
of the rights of the claimants, or of those who will be benefited by its
passage. All they ask is that they may have an opportunity of having
determined by the court, a court of the Government’s own creation,
the legal rights fo which they claim they are entitled. On the 25th of
June, 1868, Congress passed a law commonly known as the eight-hour
law, which reads as follows:

Beil enacled, ele., That eight hours shall constitute a day's work for all la-

borers and mechanics now employed or who nay hereafter be employed by or
in behalf of the United States,

The intention of Congress in passing this act is plain and nnmistak-
able. Idonot know that it has ever been anywhere questioned, ex-
cept by certain snbordinate Government officials, as I shall hereafter
refer to. The debates in both Houses of Congress when said bill was
undyr consideration leaves no room for doubt that it was the clear, un-
equivocal intent of Congress in passing said law that eight hours
should constitute a legal day’s work and entitle the person rendering
it to a legal day’s pay. Some of the Government officials, however,
sought at first to construe this law differently; but the same coming
to the knowledge of President Grant, he issued a proclamation on the
19th of May, 1869, and a second one of the same tenor on the 11th of
May, 1872, both of which I quote as showing the construction placed
upon said act by the President of the United States:

‘Whereas the act of Congress approved June 25, 1863, constituted on and afier
that date eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States, and repealed
all aets and parts of acts inconsistent therewith :

Now, therefore, I, Ulysses 8. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby
direct that from and after this date no reduction shall be made in the wages paid
by the Government biz the day to such workmen, laborers, and mechanies on
account of the reduction of the hours of labor. -

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and cansed the seal of
the United States to be aflixed.

Done at the city of Washington, this 19th day of May, in the vear of our Lord
1869, and of the Independence of the Unjled States the ninety-third,

U. B, GRANT.
By the President:
HAMILTON FISH,
Secretary of State.

and breadth of the

THE PRESIDENT'S SECOND PROCLAMATION. .

Whereas the act nfcungreu appro ved June 235, 1868, constituted on and after
that date eight hours a day’s work for all labo workmen, and mechanics
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States; and

hereas on the 19th day of May, 1868, by Execulive proclamation, it was di-
rected that from and after that date no reduction should be made in the
paid by the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and
on tof the reduetion of the hours of labor; and

Whereas it is now represented to me that the act of Co and the procla-
mation aforesaid have not been strictly observed by all officers of the Govern-
ment having charge of such workmen, laborers, and mechanics:

Now, therefore, 1, Ulysses 8. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby
ﬁfmn enll attention to the act of Congress aforesaid, and direct all officers of
the Executive Departments of the Government ha: charge of the employ-
ment of laborers, workmen, and mechanics, emplo by or on behalf of the
Government of the United States, to make no reduction in the wages
the Government by the day to sueh laborers, workmen, and mechunics on ac-
count of the redoction of the hours of Ilabor, lU.S».Stn}.n.al 7,

ok Large, volume 17
Pa.g:lod ;by 11, 1572,

And later on, President Cleveland’s attention having been called to
alleged violations of this act, he used the following langunage®in refer-
ence to the same:

I believe that the law is a sound one and a good one, and that it should been-
foreed to the letter. I have no information re; ing inst of its violati
or evasion, but if such instances are n to me I will see that the abuse
innmediadsndthsfuﬂnpiritufthcgwh fi d, which I understand to be

t hours' work daily what

[ to pay workmen in the Government employ for
is paid ide of the Gover temploy for a day’'s work. The Govern- -
ment can not afford to set the example of non. t no
of its own enactments.

This elearly demonstrates, better than any words which I conld use,
the construction placed upon this act by the Chief Executives of the
United States. But, Mr. Speaker, if further argument were necessary
to carry conviction to the minds of the members of this body, a con-
clusive answer is to be fonnd in the act of Congress of May 18, 1872,
which provided and appropriated money to pay all laborers, workmen,
and mechanics employed by the Government who were made to work
more than eight-hours for a day’s work and received only a day’s pay
therefor. It wasanactmade necessary by the evasion, or, if you please,
the construction which certain Government officials had placed upon
the eight-hour law, and Congress, entertaining no doubts about the
rights of these men, at once appropriated the necessary amount to pay
them. As bearing npon the question, Mr. Speaker, I will quote this
act of 1872:

[Act of May 18, 1872.]

Hec, 2. That the proper secounting officers be, and are hereby, anthorized
and required, in the settl t of all ts for the services of workmen, la-
borers, and mechanics employed by oron behalf of the Government of the
United States, between the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constitut-
ing eight bours a day's work for all such laborers, workmen, and mechanies,
and the 19th day of May, 1859, the date of the proelamation of the President con-
cerningsuch pay, to settle a.n(lpny for the same without reduction on aceount
of the reduction of the hours of labor by said act, when it shall be made to ap-
?ear that such was Lhe sole canse of the reduction of wages, and a snfficient sum

or said purpose ia hereby appropriated out of any mouney in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated. (Sec Statutes at Large, volume 17, page 134.)

Appropriation act, approved May 18, 1872,

Notwithstanding, however, all this, Mr. Speaker, it seems that in
some Departments of the Government, particularly the Navy Depart-
ment, full force and effect was not given to this law as construed by
the President and by Congress, and the House of Representatives on
the 9th of May, 1878, passed the following joint resolution with the
view and for the purpose, as shown by the debates thereon, of giving’
a constroction to the act of June 25, 1868, which shonld thereafter re-
move all doubt, question, or controversy as to its meaning, and the
language of this joint resolution is in harmony with and clearly ex-
presses the intent that Congress had in view when the eight-hour law
was passed. The resolation was as follows:

[II. Res. 178, Forty-fifth Con v d —Joint 1
for the mmment of the eight-hour law.]

Resolved by the Senate and House of Ropresentatives of the United Klates of America
in Congress assembled, That secording to the true intent and mesning of the
nct of Congress approved June 25, 1868, entitled **An act constituting sight houra
a legnl day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or
on behalf of the Government of the United States,” eight hours constitute a
day’s work for all such laborers, workmen, and mechanics; and while the act
remains upon the statute-book no reduction shall be made in the wages paid by
the Government, by the day, to such laborers, workmen, and mechanies on ac-
count of the reduction of the hours of labor; and ithat all the heads of De
ments, officers, and agents of the Government are hereby directed to enforce
said law as long as the same is unrepealed.

the House of Representatives May 9, 1878,
Altest: 3 GEO. M. ADAMS, Clerk.

So that we see, Mr. Speaker, there is no room left for contention as
to the spirit and meaning of said act of Congress, and consequently. no
force can attach to the argament of those who oppose the passage of
the present bill by the construction they seek to place upon that act, "
and I feel, therefore, that I need not consume further time in consider-
ing that feature of the case. The greatest complaint as to the evasion
of this law arises from the conrse pursued in the Navy Department,
The Secretary of the Navy undertook, by official orders issued in his
Department, to fix the number of hours that should constitute a day's
work, entirely regardless and without considering the =aid act of June

et

to provide

25,1868, Oneof the orders, perhaps the first one, I will read, asshowing ~
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the manner in which the present controversy originated. It is as fol-
lows:
[General Order No. 227,—Extract.]
Navy DerarTMENT, Washiagion, June 30, 1877,

The Department has fixed the rate of labor for mechanies, foremen, leading
men,and lnborers on the basis of ten hours a day. All workmen c!eulinﬁ to
labor only eight hours per day will receive a proportionate reduction of their

W
L R. W. THOMPSON,

Secretary of the Navy.

This order was subsequently modiiied in some respects by other or-
ders, and by the issning of certain form of agreements or contracts,
which the men employed in the different navy-yards were obliged to
sign under penalty of dismissal, and which, when signed by the work-
men, as shown by evidence submitted to the committee, was done un-
der protest. Now, I want tosay, Mr. Speaker, in regard to these orders,
hurriedly passing along, that in my opinion they are clearly illegal.
The Sedretary of the Navy had no power to make or issue any such or-
ders; it was an act clearly wifra vires; he had no more power or right
to ignore, evade, or violate an act of Congress by any order that he counld
make or issue not warranted by law than any other citizen, and from
evidence submitted to the committee it appears to me that this whole
proceeding was an attempt on the part of certain subordinate officials
of the Government to evade a positive law which they should have been
the first to have enforced and upheld.

So that in no aspect of the case, I submit, could there be any seri-
ous question as to the liability of the Government to pay its workmen
for services rendered by them in excess of a legal day’s work and for
which they received onlya legalday’s pay. Reference has been made
to the decision of the Supreme Court in the Martin case, reported in
4 Otto, United States Reports. That decision has been referred to and
commented upon by the gentleman from New Jersey reporting this Lill
[Mr. BucHANAN], and I am sure he has clearly and fairly presented
it when he says that that decision, instead of being against these claim-
ants, must bean anthority in their favor. Inthatdecision the Supreme
Court say:

We regard Lthe statute chiefly as in the nature of a direction from a principal
to his agent that eight hours is d d to be a proper length of time for a day’s
labor, and that his contract shall be based upon that theory.

And if any contract made by these claimants has been made upon
that basis, that is, of eight hours for a day's work, of course there would
be no question here; but that is not the case, and therein arises the
whole controversy. The Government undertook in point of fact to
compel them to work a greater number of hours than eight to consti-
tute a day’s work, and only paid them for a day’s work. In addition
it must be borne in mind that Martin had received an extra compen-
sation for time over and above eight hours, made by the act of 1872
ahove referred to, and had receipted in full for all claims against the
Government; so that the Martin case is not at all analogousand no an-
thority in the questions here presented.

But, asI have said, Mr, Speaker, we are not called upon now and
here to adjndicate these claims; the present bill simply authorizes
these claimants to be heard in a court of justice and have their rights
under the law adjudicated and determined. They can not bring suit
against the Government owing to one of the relics in our institutions
comingdown tous from past ages, that the Government can not be sned.
But in a country like ours I submit that where a citizen asserts a claim
against the Government under and by virtue of one of its own lawsim-
posing a liability on the Government, there is no good reason why such
ecitizens should not be allowed to have such ¢laim adjudicated by the
courts. It the court decides that these men have no claim in law or
equity against the Government, they have their labor for their pains;
no undue advantage is asked or sought. The Government is to be
represented by counsel, shall have a right to appear and be heard and
submit evidence and in every way known to the judicial procedure
protect the interest of the Government.

Why, then, Mr. Speaker, shall we refuse to pass this bill? Bills of
a similar character have been passed by Congress, and only the other
day a contractor who had done work for the Government and alleges
he has a claim against the Government was anthorized by a bill passed
by this House to present his case to the Courtof Claims. These claim-
ants are poor men who have nothing but their daily toil to depend
upon, and they come here through petitions and by representatives
from their own ranks to ask for the passage of this fair measure. The
Government expects of its citizens observance of the law, and we are
all proud to realize a disposition on the part of our people to do so.
The Government itself should be the last to seek to evade liability un-
der its own laws, and if in the construction placed npon this law any
citizen has been deprived of a just right to which he was entitled un-
der the law we should hasten to remedy the wrong done him.

‘We have heard much, especially during the present session of Con-
gress in the discussion of the tariff and other measures, of the dignity
of American labor and elevating the American workingman, senti-
ments in which we all share and results which we all hope to see ac-
complished; but we can illy afford, as representing the Government, in
a measure of this character to ignore or slight the demands of our work-
ing people upon such a case as is now hefore us. I trust, therefore,

Mr. Speaker, that this bill will pass, and that the cases when they go to
the courts shall have a spcedy adjudication.

Mr. CONNELL. Mr, Speaker, if I shonld make any objection to
this bill, it would be that it doesnot go as faras it should and provide
in e:;gress terms that all claims, under its provisions, for labor per-
formed in excess of eight hours per day, should be referred to the Court
of Claims, to be adjudicated upon the basis that eight hours consti-
tuted a day’s work. A bill with an express provision of this nature
was introduced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Gest] during the
early part of the session. The bill to which I refer is known as House
bill 3829, For some reason, probably to overcome objections that
might be made to such a provision, the original bill referred to has
been toned down until it is somewhat doubtful if the claimants for
Evhpse benefit it was intended will obtain the substantial relief they

esire.

However this may be, one thingis certain—the bill in its present
modified form ought to be satisfactory to those who heretofore have
considered it their duty to oppose it. In place of requiring the Court
of Claims to ascertain and determine the amount due these claimants
on the basis of eight hours constituting a day’s work, as I believe it
would be entirely proper to do, this bill (H. R. 1121) merely confers
jarisdiction and provides that if in the opinion of the court the claim-
ant, under the law, was entitled to the full price of a day’s work for
eight hours’ labor, then it shall render judgment accordingly.

I would like to inguire, Mr. Speaker, how any person who approves
of the eight-hour system and who believes that a party ahoulg have
his ““day in court’’ can object to this provision. This bill does not
undertake, as did the one first introduced, to determine that these
claimants, as a matter of right and law, should be paid for each eight
hours he was employed, as fora fullday’s work. This question isleft,
by the provisions of this bill, entirely to the court. If the conrtshall
decide that under the act of June 25, 1868, or other existing law, the
claimants under this bill are not entitled to the full price of a day’s
work for eight hours labor, that ends the whole matter and there is
nothing further left for the court to determine.

If, on the other hand, the court shall decide that under such law the
claimants were entitled to pay which they never received, then, in such
event, it will become the duty of the court to render judgment in favor
of each claimant accordingly. Can any fair-minded person object to
this being done? I submit, Mr. B{eaker, that objections to this bill
are technical in their nature and do not go to the merits of the case.
If the Government of the United States is justly indebted to these
claimants, it onght to make payment to them of any balance remain-
ing due, regardless of technicalities, Thisisa self-evident proposition,
This is all that is contemplated by this bill,

As already stated, I believe it should go one step beyond this, and
declare that these claimants should be paid for each eight hours as for
a day’s work. I believe this to bea correct construction of the law. T
believe it would be just and right. I believe it would be in harmony,
not only with the express terms, but with the purpose and spirit of
the act of June 25, 1868, which reads as follows:

Be it enacted, ele., That eight hours shall constitute a day's work for ail labor-
ers, workmen, and mechanics now cmployed, or who may hereafter be em-
ployed, by or on behalf of the Government of the United States, (U, S. Stalutes
at Large, vol. 15, page 77.)

Now, Mr. Speaker, is it possible that in the enactment of this law
Congress intended to do the laboring man a positive injury? If the
construction contended for hy those who deny the right of these claim-
ants to the pay of a day’s work for eight hours’ labor is correct, then
it was so intended. I deny, however, that such was the purpose of the
act referred to. It was intended as beneficial legislation. It was in-
tended to give to laborers, workmen, and mechanics in the employ of
the Government the price of ten hours’ work for eight honrs’ labor. It
was not intended to reduce their pay aboat one-fourth, as of necessity
would follow if any other construction was given to the act.

This is clearly shown by the proclamation of President Grant to
which reference has been made. It is also shown by all the proceed-
ings of the representatives of the Government relative to the enforce-
ment of the law.

The attempt of certain officials of the Government to overcome and
render nugatory the provisions of the act referred to should not be al-
lowed to succeed. These claimants should reccive the full pay to
which they are entitled under the law. At least they should he al-
lowed to have their claims considered by the proper legal tribunal and
their rights under the law judicially passed on.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I now yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. OsBorNE]L

Mr, OSBORNE. Mr, Speaker, I will say 1 am somewhat surprised
that it should be necessary to consider this bill at all. If we look into
the facts out of which the circumstances arose, which brought this case
before Congress, we must say that there has certainly been a neglect of
duty on the part of those who alléged at least that they represented the
Government of the United States. There was an act of Congress that
fixed the number of hours which each man in the employment of the
Government should work, to constitute a day’s work. It seems to me
that that shounld settle the matter.
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However some wiseacres in the Departments of the Government saw
fit to sit as a court of appeal upon the acts of Congress, and the rules
and regulations were established in the Departments that required the
laboring men to work more than the hours fixed by law. They issned
orders and in some cases required the men who were in the employ of
the Government to sign contracts binding themselves to work ten or
twelve hours a day. Then when they came to settle their accounts
with the Government, these contracts made by the officials of the De-
partment were pleaded against their rights to receive the excess in pay
to which they were entitled. Ont of that arose this controversy. The
man’s place depended upon this acquiescing in the wishes of the De-

ent. Of course he must take what was given to him or he must

ose his place. He remained, and fime has run along now until the
statute of limitations has run against his claim, and the same officials
now stand up and defiantly say that they can not recognize his right.

Now, the force of this bill is simply to allow those people to go to
the Cour} of Claims of the United States, and if they ean show a state
of facts that will entitle them to more than they received for their pay
and their day's wages, that then they may come to Congress and ask
for an appropriation. It is a long way around to get justice; it seems
to me that there must he a desire upon the part ot some officials and
nupon the part of Congress to insist that everybody who works for wages
for the Government shall be required to work their day over again by
going constantly to the courts before they are paid.

Itseems to me, further, that if these people were not poor people, il
they were not laboring men, then the proclamation of President Grant,
if not the act of Congress, would have been listened to; but as they are
poor men, who are bound to work day by day for their bread, there-
fore they can be turned off and compelled to establish in court that
which they earned by the sweat of their brows. I do hope that this
bill may be passed without a dissenting voice.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. CurpMAN addressed the Chair.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I now yield for a minute to the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. .

The SPEAKER pro fempore (Mr. ALLEX, of Michigan, in the chair).
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CairMAN ] addressed the Chair,
and desires {o speak in opposition to the bill. The Chair understands
that the time for debate on the bill was limited.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But there will be debate in the
morning hour on this bill. i

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the gentle-
man from New Jersey to control the time up to a quarter past 12 in
favor of the bill?

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iam occupying the time yielded
to me by the gentleman from New York [Mr, TURNER] out of his

hounr.

Mr. LACEY. Perhaps the gentleman will be willing to hear this
amendment read. I simply desire to offer the amendment and have it

din

Mr. CHIPMAN. Let us hear what the amendment is.

The SPEAKER pio tempore. The amendment will bein order at the
beginning of the morning hour. :

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Let the amendment be read now.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. CareaaN] will be recognized during the morning hour.

Mr. LACEY, I now offer the amendment which I send to the
Clerk’s desk. It was presented the other day, but there have been
some additions and modifications.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be in order at the
beginning of the morning hour. This hour is for discussion only. The
.morning hour begins at quarter past 12.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iunderstood the gentleman from
New York [Mr. TUrRNER] that the amendmeni was to be offered at
this time.

Mr. DINGLEY. It may beread withthe understanding that itisto
be pending.

The Clerk read as foilows:

Add, at end of section 2, the following words:

“And provided further, also, That upon the eommencement of such suit any
claimant in such class may petition to be admitted as a proseculing claimant
therein, and the Department of Justice shiall tmpare a form of petition for such
purpose,and shall furnish the same in blank, with proper instructions for ex-
ecuting and filing thesame, to any applying claimant, tree of cost, and upon the
filing with the clerk of the Court of Claims of such petition, properly executed
and verified under oath,such clerk shall forthwith notify tgs partment of
Justice of such filing, and if no reason to the contrary,such claimant
shall be admitted asa parly tosuchsuit; and unless the Government shall tray-
erse some material allegation in said petition, no attorney or nt shall be
entitled to demand or receive any fee or compensation whatever for any serv-
ices rendered or alleged to have been rendered to said applying clftmant,in
connection with the preparation or filing of said petition, orthe presentation of
said petitioner’s claims,

‘' Provided, That it shall be unlawful for any attorney to demand or receiveany
fees for services in such snit or collecting of such claims, exceeding 5 cent,
of: the amount of any such claims; and payment of such judgment shall only
be made to the claimant in person or to the heirs oradministrat e t
of such claimant if dead, and not to any agent, assignee, or attorney.”

Mr, LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to enter npon a discus-
gion of this amendment. T donot know that it will meet with any op-

position from any source, but if it does I would like to be recognized to
resent my views upon it.
Mr. BLAND, Does the gentleman present that as an additional see-
tion, and where does it come in?
Mr. LACEY. It isa proviso.
Mr. BLAND. I desire to offer an additional section.
The SPEAKER pro fempore. At the proper time an amendment will
be in order.
Mr. BLAND. T would like to have it read now.
Mr. DINGLEY. One amendment is already pending.
Mr. BLAND. I desire to have it read now for information, and will
offer it at the proper time,
The SPEAKER pro fempore. 'The paper will be read for information.
The Clerk read as follows:

That a sum sufficient to carry out the purposes of this act, and to payall claims
as fast as they may be adjudieated, is hereby appropriated outof any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jersey hav-
ing charge of the time will please give his attention. To whom does
the gentleman from New Jersey now yield time?

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Wehave been {:meeding under
the order for debate for one hour until 12 o’clock. I suppose that at
12 o’clock the regular session will commence, and when the morning
hour is reached again I desire to call up this bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was informed that debate
was for one hour this morning, which was entered upon at a quarter

t eleven. : {

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The terms of the provision were
that there should be a session ot one hour from 11 o’clock for debate,
to commence after the reading of the Journal, and the reading of the
Journal fook a part of the time.

Mr. REILLY., That was the understanding, and the reading of the
Journal took a portion of the time. ;

Mr. CHEADLE. I would like to ask a question for information.
Is there any tabulation of these claims by which the House can be in-
formed as to the number of men who are claimants, where they
tested against working the extra hours, and is there any list of those
who voluntarily worked hours in excess of eight?

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. There is nolist. There is adata
in possession of the Government as to certain %‘]nms in which they did
and in other places there is no such protest. For instance, at some of
the arsenals they protested.

Mr. CHEADLE. It seemsto me thatif these men protested against
working more than eight hours at the time they performed the labor and
were compelled to do so, it would be erunel to send them to the court.
We should appropriate the money to pay them.

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The gentleman will at once see
that that is a matter that will take some time for somebody to sift
out; and the court can do it better than we can.

The SPEAKER profempore. The morning hour begins at 12 o’clock
and 5 minutes.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I now call up the unfinished
business, :ind yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr.
CHIPMAN].

Mr. MORGAN. Before he begins 1 would like to ask unanimous °

consent——

Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr. Speaker, this bill is very similar to, almost
identical with, the bill which was introduced here and failed to passat
the last session of Congress. It is subject to the same criticisms that
that bill was then, and I regref very much that I am obliged to eriti-
cise it, for I am in favor of the payment of these claims, believing as
I do that they are valid claims and that the persons who own them
v;er? debarred from receiving them by a wrong construction put upon
the law.

1 do not know, Mr. Speaker, whether anything I will say or any sug-
gestion I may make upon thissubject will be of any use, for I observed
the treatment of the eight-hour bill yesterday, when the House emas-
culated it in response to the cry of ‘ personal liberty,”” which was

raised by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] and the gen- .
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CoTcHEON], a ery which was utterly un-

founded, utterly inapplicable to that bill, because we were not enaet-
ing a law for the whole country, but we were determining what the
relations of the Government should be towards its own employés and
what law it should establish for doing its own business, ans therefore
Isay that when that word ** permit "’ wasstricken out of the bill yester-
day allits virile power was taken from it; the grand principle which we
sought to assert was abandoned, and the bill was entirely and thor-
oughly emasculated and made helpless to achieve the results we hoped
to achieve. I shall probably vote for this biil because it is the only
measure I will have the opportunity to vote for but it is about as

feeblea remedy as could possibly be proposed for the grievance weseek -

to redress,

The language, it seems to me, is very carefully drawn to prevent it
from being efficient. We all know the attitnde assumed by the Su-
preme Court upon this question, and while I think—TI say it with all
respect to that great tribnnal—while I think they escaped the entire
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* meaning and intent of theeight-hour law, still their decision as itstands
is the law, and I find nothing in this bill which will prevent the Court
of Claims from being governed by it and from giving an adverse decis-
ion to these claims under it. ;

- If that is so, then this bill is a mere makeshift, as the bill in the last
Congress was a mere makeshifl. It holds out a promise to the claim-
ants under it which in the end will prove to be a mere delusion and
a snare, and which will never result in any actual benefit to them:
What rule of law will govern the Court of Claims in examining this
question? The case which is put to the court by the bill is expressed
in these words:

And if, in the opinion of the court, he was, under the act of June 25, 1864, or
any other existing law, entitled to the full price of s day’s work for eight hours'
labor or service, ndjud‘wto them upon the basis, ete.,

‘We remit the whole question of the interpretation of the law to the
Court of Claims. We leave it exactly where the Supreme Court has
left it, and we leave the decision of that court (a hostile decision to the
claimants) paramount over the judges of the Court of Claims, which
they will be bound to follow in adjudicating these cases. Is that the
intention of this House? Is thatthe way weare to relieve these claim-
ants? Is that the way that we are to declare our honest conviction
thatthe eight-hour law meuntaom.et.hi.ngh. and that when a man wascom-
?nllod to work ten hours under an eight-hour law he wasentitled to pay
for the two additional hours?

I wish I bad time to enter more fully into this question, but I un-
derstand that an amendment has been offered by my friend from
Missouri [Mr. BnaND] which grapples with the difficulty and pro-
vides a remedy for the very casé itself. 1t does not remit these work-
ing people to the Court of Claims, but it calls npon this House to man-
fully instruet the Departments to pass upon their elaims, and provides
for the appropriation of a sum of money safficient to pay them. That
is the relief which should be given to these working people. That is
the relief which it is in our power to give them. If we do not believe
that the eight-hour law meant eight hours’ work, then let us not pass
this bill. If we do believe it, let us amend the bill; let us appropriate
the money; let us stand by our convictions; let us give the working-
men a measare of relief which will actually relieve them. As I have
said, Mr. Speaker, I shall probably vote for this bill, but, I repeat, it
is a mere delosion. The men who claim under it may live and will
live, perhaps, for years and years—

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit a question ?

Mr. CHIPMAN. Please do not interrupt me. I say, Mr. Speaker,
these men may live for a century and not one dollar will they receive
under this bill. Look at the reports from the Court of Claims upon
the Calendar of this House. Lookat the claimants who come here and
spend year in and year ont, from youth to old age, upon the faith that
some respect will be paid to the decisions of a court instituted by the
Government itself, but who go away session after session disappointed.
And this is the Barmecide feast to which we are inviting these work-
ingmen! Thisis the balm which we offer for their wounds! Thisis
the remedy which we provide for their grievance ! I say, Mr. Speaker,
this bill is a mere make-shift, *‘a good enough ‘Morgan until after elec-
tion.”” It means nothing; it will do nothing; and, in my judgment,
it is meant to do nothing.

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire tooccupy the attention of the
House for a short time in giving the reasons why I can not consistently
vote for this bill. I agree with my honored colleague who has just
taken his geat [ Mr. Curpmax] that if the position which is assnmed
here by the {riends of the bill is correct, the manly and honorable way
for this Honse to act is not to refer these cases to the Court of Claims
to adjudicate them, becanse, according to that view, there is nothing
to adjudiente, but to pass a bill referring these claims to the several
De s to compute the amounts claimed to be due, and then to
appropriate the money to pay the amounts so found.

ut I do not take the position which is assnmed here by the friends
of this bill. In 1883 the Congress of the United States passed a law
viding that eight hours shonld be a day’s work, and there it stopped.
ter, a gentleman by the name of Martin, who was employed by the
Government at that time and continued in its employ at the same rate
of wages that he had been receiving, brought a suit to recover pay for
the difference between the time that he had worked and eight hours
per day. The case went to the Supreme Court of the United States
and was decided by that tribunal. That decision seftled two ques-
tions conclusively. What were the two propositions thab were thus
settled by the Supreme Court? The first was that this eight-hour law
in no way affected or referred to the question of wages.

The second was that it in no way interfered with the Departments,
or the heads of De ents, or, in other words, the Government
and those who desired to work for the Government, entering into con-
tinots for as many hours’ work per day as they saw fit, and for such pay
as might be agreed upon. These two propositions, I say, were settled
beyond controversy. Now, after this, or even before this—it has been
referred to several times bere—the President of the United States is-
an order asking the Departments, or commanding them, if you
to enforee the eight-hour law in their dealings with their em-

s

This was before the decision of the Supreme Counrt in 1876, and the
court in the decision which it rendered alludes to the order which was
made by the President. I desire to call attention to what the court
says. I will not refer to the volume of reports, but will simply read
so much of the decision as is set forth in the report of the committee
as submitted by my friend from Missouri [Mr. WADE]. The court, in
construing that case (the eight-hour law), says:

This was a direction by Congress to the officers of the United States establish-
ing the principle to be observed in the labor of those engaged in its service. IL
prescribed the length of time which should amount to a day’s work when no
special agreement was made upon the -

Again, referring to the proclamation of the President, the court
8ays: 5

We regard the statute chiefly as in the nature of a direction from a principal
to his agent. that eight hours {’.; deemed to bea proper length of time fora day's
lzbor, and that his contracts shall be based upon that theory.

The proclamation of the President and the act of 1572 are in harmony with
this view of the statute.

Yet gentlemen take the floor here and argue asif the Supreme Court
of the United States was not the appropriate constitutional tribunal to
say what the law isand how thestotutesshould be construed, but asif
this function belonged to the executive branch of the Government or
to Congress; and upon this theory they seek to rest their case.

Now I have stated what the law is. I have sfated the decision of the
Supreme Court; and following out that line let us see where it leads
us. The Secretary of the Navy in 1878, being familiar with thisstatute,
being familiar with the decision of the court, says to the men at the
head of the various bureaus of his Department that laborers shall be em-
ployed for certain hours and receive a certain rate of wages therefor.
I cug!l attention again to this order, which is set forth in the report it-
self :

Navy DeranTMEST, Washinglon, March 21, 1578,
The following is hereby substituted, to take effect from this date, for the eir-
cular of Oetober 25, 1577, in relation to the working hours at the several navy-
vards and shore stations:
The working hours will be, from March 2L to September 21,from 7a. m. to 6
f et e e toaaes ey R

Now, hereis the gist of this whole order:

The Department will contract for the labor of mechanics, foremen, leading
men, and laborers on the basis of eight hours a day. All workmen electing to
labor ten hours a day will receive a proportionate inerease of their wages.

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is not Secretary Thompson’s own order, I
believe, if the gentleman reads it correctly. His order related to work-
men electing to work eight hours.

Mr. BREWER. Well, Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will not
occupy my time. Iam reading what the committee itself has set forth
in the report. In this order the Secretary of the Navy prescribes that
eight hours shall be considered a day’s work; but he says to the men,
**If yon work ten hours you shall receive pay for ten hours.”’

Mr. WADE. Now, then, they did not receive it.

Mr. BREWER. My friend says they did not receive it, and there is
where he is mistaken. My friend from New York [ Mr. TURNER] made
that statement the other day to gentlemen sitting here in their places;
he declared that these men who contracted to work for ten hours per
day did not receive their pay for ten hours,

Mr. TURNER, of New York. That is a fact.

Mr. BEREWER, My friend from New Jersey [Mr. BucaANAX], 1
am sure, will not say that.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, I dosay that the terms of that
order never were fulfilled by the Department. :

Mr. BREWER. That is deceptive, just like your report.

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Iftheydidgettheir pay for ten hours,
they can not get any more when they gn to court.

Mr. BREWER. I will offer an amendment to that effect; will the
gentleman vote for it?

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I will see, first, what the amend-
ment is.

Mr. BREWER. Now, what are the fucts? T assert here that these
men did get pay for working ten hours n day. Now, what is claimed
on the part of these workmen? Tt is thi-—and thisis a fair statement
of their proposition, as it ought to be st ted by the members of this
committee, who should not undertake to cover it up——

Mr, TURNER, of New York. There is no attempt to cover up any-
thing.

M%. BREWER. Itis claimed on the part of these workmen that
they were compelled to work ten hours per day, and that they did so
 under protest,”’ as stated by my friend from Maine [Mr. DINGELY].
There is no pretense that they did not receive what the Government
agreed to pay them, but they say: *‘ Under the law of 1868 eight hours
were madea legal day’s work; and we were entitled to receive for eight
hours’ work what we in fact received for ten hours.”

Mr. WADE. The gentleman from Michigan is misstating the prop-
osition,

Mr. BREWER. That is what the facts are.

Mr. WADE. No, sir.

Mr. BREWER. Now, it is the mos% preposterous and ridiculous
proposition ever asserted on the floor of Congress to say that thousands




|

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

9419

of men were employed in the navy-yards under a contract with the Gov-
ernment to work ten hours aday for a certain sum, and yet they never
have been to the Navy Department to ask that they shall be paid the
difference between what the contract said they should receive and what
they actually did receive—the difference between pay for ten honrs’
daily work and the pay for eight hours’ daily work. Of course they
never have presented any claim at the Department except upon the the-
ory 1 have stated.

Mr, FARQUHAR. I would like to ask the gentleman from Michi-
gan this question: Whether it was the duty of the employés them-
selves to execute the law or the officers of the Government ?

Mr. BREWER. Oh, that is simply undertaking to befog the ques-
tion I am discussing.

Mr. FARQUHAR. No, sir; it is not befogging the guestion.
the plain gnestion of fact that this case presents.

Mr. BREWER. Becanse the Departments enforced the law accord-
ing to the decision of the Supreme Court.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Do you mean to say that Secretary Thompson,
in issuing within thirty days one order revoking a preceding one and
then issuing a third revoking both the others, was carrying ont the
law according to the decision of the Supreme Court?

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, the last suggestion made by my friend
from New York, to the effect that becanse the Secretary of the Navy
within the space of a few months’ time issued three different and con-
flicting orders, he was not therefore carrying out the law on the statute-
books, is not a strong legal question. Now, I have stated what the
law was, and no man, in my judgment, except one who undertakes to
say that the Supreme Court did not know what the law was and did
notunderstand the law they were undertaking to construe, would con-
trovert that suggestion.

But let us follow it up a little farther and see what it resultsin. I
say in the first place that the law was so and so, and the Supreme Court
of the United States say that it was so and so, and the Secretary of the
Navy, carrying out that statute, issued an order and these men went to
work under that order, upon an express, or at least an implied, under-
standing that they were to be paid ten hours a day for ten hours’ work;
and I assert here that the order was carried out to the extent of paying
them in full, and I challenge contradiction of the statement, and there
is not a single scintilla of evidence in the Department of the Secretary
of the Navy to controvert the idea that they did not receive the sum
which was agreed upon under their contract.

But now we go on a little farther, and what is the pending proposi-
tion ? It is this: That notwithstanding the fact that these men have
been paid—and nothing is shown to the contrary—for every single
hour’s work they performed, in accordance with the provisions of the
contract made, it is now sought to repay them or allow them to be
paid again, because, forsooth, as stated by my honored friend from
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ], these men were compelled to do it; that is,
compelled to enter into this contract and to undertake the labor for
which this bill seeks to make this new or additional payment. What
nonsense, Mr., Speaker!

Mr. BUCHANAN, of* New Jersey. Why is it nonsense to ask only
that to which they are entitled under the law ?

Mr. BREWER. Well, it would be nonsense for any man to go to my
friend, farmer as he is—and I use this as an illustration of the posi-
tion—and ask if he wanted to employ a man on his farm. You respond,
““Yes, sir; I wantone. Howmuchperdaydoyou want for yourlabor? !’
““Iwant $1.50."7 **Well, I cannot pay that; I will give you$1 perday
and you can work for me ten hours.”’ He replies; ‘* I can not do that;
I bave a family to support, and I can not support them on that pay.’’
Yonu respond, *‘That is all I can afford to give you; it is all the labor
is worth, and it is all I shall pay.”” But yet notwithstanding this the
man goes to work under a protest, saying that the amount offered for
the labor is not sufficient.

Doyou think thathe would thereafter have aclaim against you for the
difference in what he thought he should have and what you were will-
ing to give? These men employed by the Government are presenting
a claim that is based on a similar principle. They are now employed
by the Government, or if not, they were at that time; they knew ex-
actly what the proposition was that the executive officers of the Gov-
ernment held out to them, that they were to receive so much per day
for ten hours’ labor and so much per day for eight hours’ labor; and
who can gainsay the fact that the officers of the Government were not
authorized to contract with the men under thestatutes on these terms?

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman allow a question there ?

Mr. BREWER. XNot now; I have not the time.

They knew what the proposition was; they knew what the pay was
to be; they knew what they weuld be entitled to under the law for
eight hours’ work; but they claim, *“ We are entitled to the difference
between eight hours and ten hours for all the time that we worked over
eight hours,’”

Mr. TURNER, of New York. And that is the law.

Mr, BREWER. Well, that is jnst where my honored and elogueni
g'ti:nd from New York differs with the Supreme Court of the United

tes.

Itis

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Oh, no. y

Mr. BREWER. And it is not strange that he should, because I
have seen him often differ with some of the ablest men on this floor
during the present session on plain propositions.

Now, Mr. Speaker, these men upon these terms went to work; and
to say that because they went to work under a protest—in other words,
because they did nob get what they were entitled to, according to their
belief—they ought to be paid again, in my judgment is too ridicnlous
an argument to be presented to an intelligent body of men.

Thisis the condition in which the matter rests. It is said that these
men here who worked ten hours only received the amount they were
entitled to for eight hours’ work, and that they have a claim for the
balance. I turn again to the decision of the Supreme Court, or a:fpor-
tion of it, recited in thereport of the committee, and let us see if the
Government did not make a clear distinciion. 1 find in this case of
Martin the court held: :

In the case before usthe claimant continued his work after understanding
that eight hours would not be accepted as a day's labor—

And these men entered upon the work when they knew they would
not receive ten hours’ pay for eight hours’ work—
but that he must work twelve hours, as he had done before. He received his
pay of $250 per day for the work of twelve hours a day as a calendar day's
work doring the period in question without protest or agjeﬂion. At that time
ordinary laborers under the same government received but $1.75 per day at the
same place; and those engaged in the same department with the claimant, in
a private establishment,at the same place, received but §2 for a day’s work of
twelve hours.

There was a distinction or a difference between the time which was
employed by these men and a difference in the payments; and the same
policy was continued under the order of Secretary Thompson in 1878,

Now, I want to call the attention of the House to this bill that is
presented here, How specious is this argnment made by gentlemen
favoring this bill. Why, look at it for a moment. Theysay, “‘All we
ask of the Government is to permit us to go into court, and if there is
nothing our due, then of course we will abide the result.’””

‘Why, Mr. Speaker, here are a few thousand men interested in this
bill; but they are not the only people in this country who are inter-
ested in legislation. Itisin my judgmentunfortunate for the Congress
of the United States and unfortunate for this great country of ours
that to-day, and day after day, week in and week out, during these
latter years, we are sitting here, not legislating for the great masses of
our citizens, but in the effort to pass bills for the special benefit of
the few as against the many.

Too true is it, Mr. Speaker, that the great body of our people to-day
have seemingly come to the conclusion that the Government of the
United States in some way has a duty to perform in supporting the
people, instead of the people supporting the Government. And it is
true also that they seem to think that somewhere, covered up here in
this city, the capital city of the nation, is a store of wealth in ecountless
millions; that there is a fountain here that pours forth greenbacks,
gold, and silver in untold quantities,’and that it is the duty of the
Congress of the United States to =o legislate that this money shall be
divided among the people from day to day. Hence we see these organi-
zations, these professions and business interests of the country, com
here and demanding special legislation in their interest. I say thab
there are a few thousand people interested in the passage of this bill,fa
few thousand that will receive its benefits; bat, Mr. Speaker, it is bad
policy for this conntry, bad poliey for this Government, bad poliey for
this Congress, to say that none but the beneficiaries shall be consulted
in the passage of legislation. It is, in my judgment, our duty to con-
sult the wishes and wants of all the people; and while we deal justl
with the few, let us see to it that we do not thereby deal anjunstly wi
the many.

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us look a little further. We owe the same
duty to these individunals, standing here as the representatives of the
Government, that I as an individnal owe to the man whom I take into
my employ. We owe no higher duty to them than we oweasindivid-
uals to the men we employ, and that is, to deal justly with them, to
always feel assured that they shall have all that they earn, and that
they should be paid not only in accordance with the letter of the con-
tract, but the spirit of the contract as well. Andletussee if that has
not been done by the Government of the United States, - They con-
tracted with these men; they paid them according to contract. Why,
let us see what wonld be the anomalous condition in which we would
find ourselves. Some of the men in the employ of the Government
said, ** We will work but eight hours a day and take eight hours’ pay.'””
Others said, ** We will work ten hours and receive ten hours! pay.”’

Mr. TURNER, of New York. And they all got the same pay.

Mr. BREWER. Now my friend states that which I must say there
is not a particle of evidence in the Department to warrant his stating,
and I hope he will not repeat itagain so as to interfere with me. Now,
Mr. Speaker, I say, supposing, as these men got paid for ten hours’
work, that we should pay them now for two hours extra. We are not
asked to pay the men who worked but eight hours and got but eight
hours’ pay anything more than they got. We donot pay them anything
extra. Now, let us look at this bill. Ifitisnot the mostanomalous
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production that ever was printed in the English language, then I do
not understand that language. Let us see :

That whenever any laborer, workman, or mechanic has been emplo; by
?r on behalf of the Government of the United States since the 25th day of June,

Why, they told us they had settled these matters up to 1872, but of
course they go back to 1868—
the date of the act constituting eight hours a day’s work—

Now, let us see—
and has not been paid the full price of aday's work for each eight liours he has
been so employed—

Here is where the milk isin the cocoanut. Eight hounrs being a day's
work, as they claim, they were entitled to all that they were paid for ten
hours. Now, that is the theory ; and if my friend from New York [ Mr.
TurNER] knew as much about the views of these workingmen as I do he
would know that wasit, and not the theory that he is advancing here—
shall have the right to bring suit in the United States Court of Claims to re-
cover such deficiency; and the said court is hereby authorized to take juris-
diction of all such cases without regard to the lapse of time, and if, in the opin-
ion of the court—

Now this is thrown in, and I call your attention to it, and then I will
. call your attention when we get along a little further to where they,
as the boys wonld say, ‘‘knock the stuffing’’ entirely out of that sen-
tence which they put in there, giving the court some power.

And if, in the opinion of the court, he was under the said act of June 23, 1868,
or any other existing law—

It does not make any difference whether that law was passed years
after they performed this work; if they are entitled to it under the
present law, why of course the court must so adjudicate—

entitled to the full price of a day's work for eight hours’ labor or service, ad-
" judicate them upon the basis that eight hours constitute a day’s work.

Now you see they are adjndicated, but upon the principle that eight
honrs constitute a day’s work. Now, I cannotread the whole hill for
1 have not the time.

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Go on; you are making a good speech.

Mr. BREWER. ButI want to call your attention to another pro-
vision here, because theyseem to have lelt in section 1some little thing
for the enurt to determine, but here it takes it all away. I want to
call the attention of the House to section 2 of this bill—

That no payment heretofore made of a less sum per day than the full price of
a day’'s work— y

Now, as to the argument that they are to have a full price fora day’s
work. That is what theygot. It does not matter whether a day was
eight hours, or ten, or more. Section 2 reads:

That no payment heretofore made of a less sum per day than the full price of
a day’s work, as provided in the first section of this act, shall affect the right of
TeCoOvery— .

Do you not see it does not affect the right ?—
nor shall any terms submitted to by any such laborer, workman, or mechanie,
whether for piece-work, stint-work, task-work, or any other kind of work, af-
fect such right : Provided, That the said court shall find that such terms, either
in the number of hours required to be performed in & calendar day or in the
rate established for such piece-wook, stint-work, task-work, or any other kind

of work, required the performance of more than eight hours' labor in each eal-
endar day to earn the full price of a day’s work— -

Now, in all cases where they had to perform more than eight hours’
work, what they received is not to be considered; but if they worked
more than eight hours they are to receive pay, under the construction
of _tdh;‘s act, for the time they worked over eight hours that they were
paid for.

Mr. MUTCHLER. Read on a little more, for the next provision is
entirely inconsistent with what you have said.

Mr. BREWER, Well, I am going to read it—
as sel forth in the first séction of this act, and that such terms were made since
the Bmzs of the act of Zith of June, 1868, constituting cight hours a day’s
work, and are inconsistent with the first section of this act, and exacted by any
officer of the Government as a condition of employment or retention in the
publie service.

Mr, MUTCHLER. You see, in the Martin case, the Supreme Court
gay it is not inconsistent with the act of 1868,

Mr, BREWER. I understand, Mr. Speaker, they say that, but our
friends are trying to enact something to get around that decision.

Mr. MUTCHLER. They take it all back. )

Mr. BREWER. Again:

Provided, That all suits under this act shall be commenced within two years
g‘:ﬁn and after its passage, and any number of claimants may join in the same

Now, let us see how liberal our friends are towards the Government.
Of course, the Government ought to have some rights. If you give
them the right to bring snit the Government onght to be permitted to
go into the court nupon equal terms. It provides that claimants hav-
ing claims aggregating in amount $5,000 may go to the Supreme Court
if the decision of the Court of Claims is adverse to them; but they do
not give the Government that privilege. The Government can not
take an appeal, but this bill wounld give that right fo the claimants.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to take up further time in present-
ing reasons why I can not vote for this bill. It is claimed here, and
you will remember very well, yon gentlemen who are doing me the

honor to listen to me to-day, that in all the speeches made by our
friends in favor of this bill, all they asked was the privilege of going
into the court. Why do yon not go into court? ‘‘Because,’’ they
say, '*we expected that Congress would grant us relief, but we can not
go into the courts now, becaunse the statute of limitation prohibits us
from entering the court.””

Then, I say to you, my friends who are in favor of this bill, why
not simply prepare a measure and present it here allowing these claim-
ants to go into the court and present their claims and have them ad-
judicated, and that alone, and not seemingly attempt to tie the hands
of the court and say how it shall render its verdict? If that is the
only object you desire to accomplish, then I say why not in a bill of
ten lines, or of five lines, authorize these claimants to go into the courts
notwithstanding the statute of limitation? But, my friends, this law
was framed here after consulting, not with the men who are interested,
but with men who are ‘* walking delegates,’’ and are paid for it by these
poor men who toil for §1.50 or $2 a day—delezates who get their bread
by the sweat of other men’s brows. They get their food and drink from
those whom they are attempting to deceive by their supposed influence
and work. I, Mr. Speaker, would be glad and I am perfectly willing
to vote for the strongest kind of eight-hour law, and I am perfectly

willing that the rate of wages should be fixed in such law. Iam not
here to condemn those who are engaged in honest toil.
Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa pointof order. I think

gentlemen ought not to be engaged in conversation right near toa gen-
tleman who is addressing the Chair.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will cease conversation.

Mr. BREWER. It does nof interfere with me, but it may with
those who desire to hear me.

I say, Mr. Speaker, that I am not here to eriticise or to take one
farthing from those who have to earn it by honest toil. Far from it.
We come here and talk about labor, aud that this legislation is in the
interest of the laboring men of the conntry. Why, Mr. Bpeaker, Irep- .
resent a district where there are two hundred thousand working
ple or more, I know but very few who do not live by their toil. It
is true they do notall live by the wages they earn by the day or month,
but they are laboring people; and I may say in this connection that I
know what it is to toil myself, and while these men are complaining
because they do not get more wages than $2.50 for ten hours’ work, I
can say to you that I myself have toiled on the farm day alter day, in-
stead of ten hours, fourteen hours, and instead of $2.50 a day I re-
ceived the meager pay of 50 cents a day.

Mr. WADE. It was not enongh, was it?’

Mr, BREWER. No, it was not enough. I get all I can, justas I
advise all the people of this counfry to get all they can honorably; but
I would not encourage them to repudiateany honest contract that they
have entered into with the Government.

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are two amendments that I desire to pro-
pose to this bill, and if my friends who support the bill are correct in
what they state, and are stating what they mean, they can not do oth-
erwise than support these amendments. My friend from New York
says that these men did not get what they contracted to receive. If
they did get what they contracted to receive then they ought not to
be paid again, but if they did not they ought to be paid whatever is
due them. If they contracted to work ten hours per day and did not
receive the pay which they agreed to take and the Government to pay
for ten hours’ work, the Government ought to pay them, and the Gov-
ernment wounld have paid them long ago if that was the case; but the
statement is not true that they failed to get the amount agreed upon.

Now, in order to carry out that theory, I desire, if I can get an op-
portunity, to propose this amendment:

Provided further, That this act shall not be operalive whenever the courtshall
find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor or service

under any eontract, express or implied, and has been paid therefor the amount
agreed upon,

Can anybody object to that? Can any man who has a claimagainst
the Government object to the proposition that if he has not been paid
what he contracted to receive he shall have a right to recover, but that
if he has been paid he shall not have the right to recover?

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman permit a question ?

Mr. BREWER. Yes, if it will tend to elucidate this matter.

Mr. WADE. Suppose John Smith had been hired by the Navy De-
partment and worked thirty days, and received, under protest, pay at
the rate allowed by the Department, would not the fact that he con-
tinued to work the next month and accepted the same pay be an im-
plied contract, and would not he be barred under your amendment?

Mr. HEARD. And ought he not to be ?

Mr. WADE. No, sir.

Mr. HEARD. If he works the second month, after having received
notice the first month, is not that a voluntary service, and ought he
not to be bound by its terms?

Mr. WADE., No, sir.

Mr. BREWER. Mr, Speaker, it is wonderful what charity we have,
and it is very wonderful how liberal we are when we come to pay
money out of the Treasmri and not out of our own pockets! I have
another amendment which I desire to present. I can see no reason
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why these claimants, if they do not get $5,000 of their claimstogether,
should not be permitted toappeal to the Supreme Court. Even if one
man has a claim, and desires to have a test case made in the Supreme
Court, I do not know why he should not be permitted to take his case
there. The parties interested can contribute among them the money
to pay the expenses, and, if they desire to have the law tested, the;
should be permitted to carry it to the Supreme Court. Therefore,
shall move to strike out the last proviso of the bill, which provides
that they can not go to the Supreme Court without having an aggre-
gate sum of these claims amounting to $5,000, and I shall ask to have
substitated for it the following:

nd any such parties, as well as the United Stales, shall have the right of ap.
peal to the Supreme Court of the United States.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. We will accept that.

Mr. BREWER., My friend from New Jersey suggests that this
amendment will be accepted by the committee. If the first amend-
ment to which I called the attention of the House, providing that it
these men have not been paid they shall be paid, and that if they have
been paid they shall not be paid again—if that amendment is adopted
1 shall vote for the bill, although I think it ought to have beensimply
a bill removing the bar of the statute of limitation and permitting
these men to go into court and test the validity of their claims,

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I desire to ask my friend a question.
If there was a contract in any case between the Government and the
Iaborer that he should work for a specified sum, has Congress any power
to pass an act impairing the obligation of that contract?

Mr. BREWER. Well, that is a constitutional question, and this
bill, I imagine, is largely a matter of sentiment. [Laughter. ]

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre-
vious question npon the pending amendment and upon the engross-
ment, third reading, and passage of the bill.

Mr. BREWER. Before the previons question is ordered I desire to
submit the two amendmenis which I have read.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey., The latter amendment the com-
mittee are willing to accept.

Mr. BREWER. I desire to offer those two amendments and to have
them pending.

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I wish to know whether it is
the intention of the committee to compel us to vote on this bill with-
ont allowing any amendments except such as are proposed by the com-

mittee.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is the intention of the com-
mittee to get this bill out of the wayin the morning hour. It has
already occupied more time than is necessary, and I insist on my mo-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are two amendments pending.
The gentleman from New Jersey moves the previouns question——

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I offered my amendments before I
yielded the floor.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are two amendments now pend-
ing.

IiIr. BREWER. Then I ask unanimous consent that the amend-
ments I have read may be considered as pending under the previous
question, if it be ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was misinformed. The
motion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] is in order.

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend from New Jersey will pardon a sug-
westion, why not call the previous question on the pending amend-
ments and let them be disposed of, so as to allow farther amendments
to the bill?

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey.
Speaker; I ask that it be put.

The SPEAKER pro fempore.
mands the previous question.

Mr. BREWER. I desire to ask a parliamentary guestion. Are the
two amendments which I have sent up pending, so that I can have a
vote npon them?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One amendment, as the Chair under-
stands, was assented to by the committee.

Mr. BREWER. The amendment striking ont the second proviso
and inserting what I propose has been accepted. I desire a vote on the
other.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s amendment can not
be accepted by the committee; it must be voted upon by the House.

Mr. BLAND. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry, I wish to know
whether the amendment which I submitted, to make an appropriation,
is pending.

The SPEAKER pro fempore.
the previous gquestion.

The previous question was ordered.

Mr. BLAND. 1 renew my parliamentary inquiry, whether the
amendment which I offered is pending, the amendment proposing to
make an appropriation of money ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment is not pending. It
was not received asanamendmentatthetimeé the gentleman proposed it.

I have made my motion, Mr.

The gentleman from New Jersey de-

The gentleman from New Jersey moves

Mr. BLAND. Then I desire to offer the amendment now. I gave
notice at the proper time that I should offer it.
The SPEAKER pro It can not be pending except by unan-

imousconsent. The gentleman from Missouri[ Mr. BLAND] asks unan-
imous consent to offer an amendment, Is there objection

Mr. DINGLEY. I object

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made.

Mr, BLAND. Iam not in favor of this bill; but I ask gentlemen
who claim that it is a good bill why they are not willing to appropriate
money to carry it into effect, Why do you undertake to perpetrate a
fraud upon these people?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The question is npon the amendment
of the gentleman from Towa [Mr. LACEY], which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Add at the end of section 2 the following :

" dnd provided further, also, That upon the commencement of auch suit any
claimant in such class may petition to be admitted ap ting claj t
therein; and the Department of Justice shall p aformof p for such
pu and shall furnish the same in blank with proper instructions for exe-
cuting and ﬂling the same to any applying claimant free of cost. And uponthe
filing with the Clerk of the Court of Claims of such petiti roperly ex ted
and verified under oath such clerk shall forthwith notify the rtinent of
Justice of snch filing; and if no reason appears to the contrary such claimant
shall be admitted as a party to such suit. ' And unless the Government shall
traverse ané material allegation in such petition, no auom:{ or nt shall be
entitled to demand or receive any fee or compensation whatever ADY SErv-
ices rendered or alleged to have been rendered to such applying claimant in

tion with the pr tion or filing of said petition or the p tation of
eaid petitioner’s elaim: ided, That it shall be unlawful for any attorney to
demand or receive any fees for services in such suils or collection of such ¢l
exceeding 5 per cent. of the amount of any such claims; and payment of such
judgments shall only be made to the elaimant in person or to the heirs or ad-
ministrators or executors of such claimant if dead, and not to any agent, as-
signee, or attorney.”

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr.
LAcEY, it was adopted.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the amend-
ments which were sent to the desk by the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. BREWER].

The Clerk read as follows:

Add as an additional proviso the following :

*“Provided further, That this act shall not be operative whenever Lthe court
shall find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor or
service under a contract, express or implied, and lias been paid therefor the
amount agreed upon.” N

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Michigan
offer this as a new section? s

Mr. BREWER. The other amendment was accepted.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tt can not be accepted.

Mr. BREWER. I desire the other amendment to be taken up first.

Mr. HEARD. I ask the Chair to take the sense of the House by
unanimous consent upon approving the amendment which the gentle-
man from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] is willing to accept.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That, I understand, is just what
the Chair was going to do.

Mr. BREWER. I want my other amendment taken up first—the
one which the committee agreed to accept.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike outall after ** further,” inline 21 of scetion 2, aud insert, " and any such
parties, as well as the United States, shall have the right of appeal to the Sn-
preme Court of the United States.”

The SPEAKER pro fempore. Is there objection to entertaining this
amendment ? The Chair hears none. °

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BREWER. Now I ask that the question be taken ou my other
amendment.

Mr. DINGLEY. Let itbe reported, .
The SPEAKER pro fempore. The morning hour having expired,
the House nunder the special order—— :

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Inasmuch as the remainder of
this day belongs under the order of the Hounse to the Committee on
Labor, I ask unanimons consent that the pending bill be now disposed of.

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope that may be done.

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
BrcHANAN] asks unanimous consent that the special order be post-
poned until such time as the pending bill is disposed of. TIs there ob-
jection? The Chair hears none. The question is on the amendment
of the gentleman from Michigan. X

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey.

The Clerk read as follows:

Add as anadditional provise the following :

“And proviéded further, 'That thisact shall not be operalive whenever thie court
| shall find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such laber or
| service under any contract, express or implied, and has been paid thervefor the
| amount agreed upon.” \

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question on agreeing to
the amendment}). The ayes appear to have it.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Icall fora division.

The question being again taken, the amendment was agreed to; there
being—ayes 57, noes 53.

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. The
the bill as amended to be engrossed a

144

Let it be read.

q.lueetion is now upon ordering
nd read the third time.
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Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, I understood my friend from New
Jersey [Mr. BUCHAN AXN] to say that he would give me one minute be-
fore this matter was disposed of to make a suggestion. -

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question has been or-

red.

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I ask unanimous consent——

The SPEAKER pro tempore.  The gentleman can proceed if there is
unanimons consent.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I did make the promise which
the gentleman states, but I have had to yield to the exigencies which
surrounded m

Mr, BTEWART of Vermont. My object, Mr. Speaker, I will state,
because objection may be made, and I do not wish the House to thmk
that o trap has been prepared, is to offer an amendment which will be
in effect a substitute forthebill. After describing the supposed claims
of these laborers it provides that—

They shall iave the right to present their claims to the ting officers of
the Treasury, who shall ndjnst the same withoul prejodice, and re-port. sach de-
and a sufMelent sum of money is hereby appropriated to pay all de-
m s0 nscertained, and the Treasurer is directed to pay the same,
Mr. DINGLEY. Thatleavesthelaw without having been constroed.
Mr., STEWART, of Vermont. But the law has been already con-

* gtrued by the courts.

" that an investigation

i

The SPEAKER pro fempore. Is there objection to the proposed

amendment?

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Ishall have to object, asit makes
an appropriation long before the judgment is rendered.

The SPEAKER pro rempore Objection is made.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be-
ing en d, it was accordingly read the third time, and

%l gUCHANAN of New Jersey, moved to reconsic :r the vote by
which the bill was pmsed; and also moved that the motion to recon-
gider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

ALLEGED FRAUDS UPON THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT.

Mr. MORRGAN. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding with the regular or-
der I ask unanimous consent to present a matter to be printed in the
RECORD, a-communication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting
faets and papers in answer to House resolution of Augnst 16, 1890.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ohjection ?

There being no objection, the papers were ordered to be printed.

They are as follows:

[Letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting facls and papers in nmwer

to House resolution of August 16, 1 reciting that frauds were el
have been practiced upon the Pwa'),hue Department by one Alexander J

rhurn.
bodaras : OrFicE oF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL,
Washington, D, C., August 28, 1593,

Sme: On the 16th instant a resolution was adopted in the House of ut-
atives reciting that it had been in the columns of responsib
that gross frands had been iced on the Post-Office Depnrlmmt by one
Alexander J, Wedderburn, in connection with the tansmission thro
mails of & large number of newspa entitled The National Farm Fire-
gide at one-eighth of the rates establi by law; that said ne T8, printed
in Alexandria, Va., were mailed at a post-office called Grange Camp, estab-
lished at the request of Wedderburn, one of whose employés was master;

n of these had been made by Lhe Post-O Depart-
ment, with the result of discontinuing the said ; that it had been as-
serted that eriminal proceedings were not instituted mm Wedderburn, the
])epnrl.ment of 'tg'rloullum having integoeed in his behall; and requesting the

1to it to all the facts in poaaudon of the
Post-omoa Departmenl. in this matter, including the reports of the pest-office
in.k:&wto:-s. together with any correspondence had with the Department of Ag-
4 ture.

A copy of this resolution, signed by the Clerk of the House, reached this De-
partment on Monday the 15th instant. I had left the city for & few days on the
preceding Friday, the 15th instant, and the Third Assistant Postmaster-Gen-
eral, who, in addition to myself, alone had full knowledge of all the facts in this
mn, was absent at the death-bed of his mother, having left Washington on the
9th instant. Immediately upon my return I caused the papers to be prepured,
and have the honor to submit them to you herewith ln answer to the call of
tha l{ome of Representatives,

is Depariment has had no correspondence in this matier with the Depart-

. mau of Agriculture.

The facts in this case may be briefly summarized as follows : Grange Camp is
nota city,town, or village, nor a place of resort, except that onee a year an agri-

eultural fair is held there for a of about two weeks. Itiss flag station
on the railroad, distant in one direction a mile from the next t-oflice, and in
another direction a mile and a balf. There is no ecommercial or private busi-

ness transacted at that place. There were but two families permanently ac-
commodated by the t-oaioe, in addition to the proprietor of a weekly paper
nominally {ssued l.hure but, in reality, published at Alexandria, Va., and one o
these families vos pnrt of its mnil thmugh arented box at = nei hboring
post-office. The only the continuance of the office
“was Mr. A, J. Weddar'bu ed]:ar:u:ﬂ' etor ‘of The "\lﬂonal Farm and Fireside,
the editions of which, print t Alexandria, he has been regularly sending by
to Grange Camp, to be mailed through that
e Department’s investigntion discloses that the post-office was originally
ed.nhlinhed through the exertions of Mr. Wedderburn, April 22, 1887; that an
order for itz discontinuance was made April 16,1888, which order was rescinded
April 24, 1883 and that the person appointed to be pmhmnstor, a.ud who served
as such until the office was discontinued, was not a resident of ge
formed noneor the duties of the office, and was postmaster in nune nnly he
f the post-office was performed one of Mr. Wedderburn's em-

ta, “hu pmluad Wedderburn to obtain his su lieaofp-ust pson
aﬁ malil issues of his paper without rm yment of
postage, both of thesa beingacts in violullnn of pl vhiom of statutes,
and is alleged to have received all the emoluments of the office,
Mr, Wedderburn, therefo n.ll no& an emp}oyé of the 1 servize,
was absolute director of the post-office at Grange Camp, mailed his papers there

in unlimited quantities, and brought or sent there other ‘mail matter from Alex-
andria and from Washington, thus nrellimz the of his st
exercising all the power of the pustmaster, realizing all Iubmoﬂh nnd
being almost its sole patron. Itthus resulted that while the recei the office
during the time it was in axiut.enea smounted to §1 405.81.. il IH. ot 81 per

cent. of the whole, went to the
m other business than that ol‘ Mr, Wedderburn avern a lil.tlc mom than
of the post-offices at Washington, D 0. and

2cents a day. Because the
Alexandria, Va., are fixed by law, and the compensation of the

masters is not a variable s um, dependent upon the cancellations o ntnm'ps. the
whole, or nearly the whole amount of these commissions, §1,215, 5‘]‘ paid on can-
cellations of mail matter diverted from the two offices mention WS A com~
plete loss to the Government.

Upon these facts, developed by post-office inspectors, the post-ofiice at Grange
Camp was discontinued.

The psﬁgr above mentioned has not yet been denied admission at second-class
rales, That matter is still under eonsideration and the Department is await-
ing further proofs.

The question as to the prosecullon of Mr, Wedderburn has been submitted to
the Attorney-G nl fﬂr his

l-orfmh:r hr.ih £ a lis . bfc 1 res is given below. o

ve the honor to very respectfully, your ol en urvnn
T espectiilY: YOUNO, WANAMAKKR,

Puhnadmﬁ'cmml.

Hon.Tmomas B. REED,
Bpeaker of the House of Represenlalives,

LIET OF INCLOSURES.
dence in Office of Third &uhhnt Puhnmarhﬂentml.
ter Gran

June 17,1890,
irst Assistant, ?

Assistant to postmaster Grange Ollmp.Jullﬂm 1890.
Third Assistant to chi.er inspector, June 20, 1590,
Third Assistant to Mr. Wedderburn, June 27, 1860,
Mr Wedderburn to Postmaster-General, Augunst 18. 1860,
d a8 to tion of post at Grange Camp and
amount of postage paid on National Farm and Fireside.
Hpecimens of National Farm and Fireside,
B.—Plgeﬁ in office of First Assistant Postmaster-General.
riginal jacket and inclosure in matier of first establishment of office
at Grange Camp, April 22, 1887,
Jackel and 1uolosum iu rd to the discontinuance of office at Grange
F 1 16, 1888, a the subsequent rescinding of that order,
April 24, 1883.

Jacket and inclosures in regard to discontinuance of post-office at
Grange Camp, June 25, 1890,
Jacket and inclosures (not acted upon)i.n regard to the re-establish-
ment of the post-oflice al Grange July 8, 1890,
Postmaster Dunn Loring to Firﬂ A.sn!stm:t Postmaster-General, re-
portin clos]ngof(xmngu Oam%oﬂice June 25, 1890,
Letters from Hon. E. H. Coxeg L. C.; Hon. E. H. Fussrox,M. C.; Hon.
. P, ALLEN, M C.: Hon. AL B. Weicir, M. C.; aster Alexandria,
‘n.hTrRR , Fairfax C, H., Va.; Mr. Albert Peacock, Lewins-
vlllc. Va.; and r!.'ply of Third Assistant Postmaster- Gauarui July 16,

Bapclrt of Inspector Arrin, July 9, giving reasons wh flice nt
Camp should notmm&myahlgg:edg yphete
8, Iﬂller?’ rom Hon, A. S, PADDOCK, United States Senate, to Postmast
Gieneral, July 16, 1890,
—Pn rs in Ol!ioa ur Chief Post-Office Inspeetor,
tor Arrin,

"Rpcm. Ilnspect A imgu‘llyafillﬂg}
& o or Arr n, July
3. Statement of A,J. Wedde:

i B e SR = .m:".ﬂ'.‘":'

arn, June Qb 1890,

4. Statement of A. J. Wedderburn, June 24, 1890, *®

5. Statement of A, J. Wedderburn, to editor Star.

6. Third Assistant Postmaster-General to Chief Inspector, June 20, 1800,

7. Chief Inspector to Inspector King. July 8, 1500,

8, Inspector Arrington to Inspector I\ing July 1.’.. 1590,

9% A%].Ilieatinn for admission of Farm and Fireside at second-class rates

Alexandria post-office,

10, Chief Inspeetor to Inspector King, June 21,1800,

11, Chief Inspector to Inspector King, Jul lﬁ, 1800,

12, A.Freeman to Posimaster-General, July 15.1300.

13, ;Iogm..-l 8. Pappock, United States S 4 ster-Gi al, July

14. Reply of Postmaster-General to Senator PAppock, July 15, 1800,
D.—1, Copy of resolution of the House of Representatives, August 16, 1890,

A.—CORRESPONDENCE IN OFFICE OF THIRD ASSISTANT POST-
MASTER-GENERAL,

PosT-O¥ricE DEPARTMENT,
OrricE oF THE THIRD AssisTANT POSTMASTER-G Al‘}m
Washingten, D, C., May 22,

Bre: The National Farm and Fireside was aceepted for entry md mailing as
second-class matter at Grange Camp, Va., November 8, 1857,

It has recently been ted to this office—

That it ia pnnled. at Alexandria, Va., and sent to Grange Camp by express,
and there mailed at the pound rate of postage.

That much of the bu.simn of the publication is transacted throngh post-office
box 33 (?), Washington, D. C.

T‘llml the legitimate ciroulation of the paper does not exceed from 300 to 500

at from 10,000 to 15,000 copies of each issue are being mailed and that the

so-called umple copies are paid for at the rate of 2 cents aplece John P,
Squire & Co., of Boston, Mass., who are advertisers and are circulating it for
the purpose of influencing legislation on a bill now pending belore Congress.

That each issue contains a blank petition, which each reader is requested to _

sign and return,
at Mr, W, W, Kimball, of Boston, Mass,, now in this city, is the agent of
Sc,r nire & Co., and that samp‘le copies are mailed nnder his direction.
hat the publisher of The National Farm and Fireside mails his cor a

ence at Grange Camp, Va., having an arrangement with the postmaster by
which he receivesall the emoluments of the office in l:xoess oflu:l amount agreed
upon, which is paid the daughter of the post £ !

That the Department is being de[‘raudlcﬁ by the imptoper diversion to that
place of business properly belonging to Washington and Alexandria.
: “?111 thank you to cause an early and thorough investigation of all the facls

n the case.

Yours, very respectfully,

A. D, HAZEN,
Third Assistan! Posimaster-General,
E. G. RATHBOXE,
ﬁf.rnmc! -O_glu.— Deporiment,
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PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT,
OrrFice oF THE THIRD ASSISTANT ENERAL,
Washington, D. C., June 17, 1890,

Sir: The National Farm and Fireuld:fpnbushul at your place, has been de-
cided by this office, after consi the application nl;:ln})ﬂpem submitted
the publishers; to be not enlmed to admission into the i3 at the second-
ols;msrate of uml.cr the provisions of paragraph 4, section 328, Postal
Laws and Regul
You are directed bninrorm the publishers of the actlon of the Department
and to require postage at the third-class rate on all copies of the publication
presented for malling at your office.
Yours, very respectfully,
A. D. HAZEN,
Third Assistant Postmaster-General,

PoSTMASTER, Grange Camp, Va.

Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERA
Washington, D, €., June 17, 1800
Deax Sie: I beg leave to submit herewith a ""l};’ of a report of Post-Office
Inspector T. M. Arrington, in case of The National Farm and Fireside,a weekly
newspaper that purpuml.o be &ubiuhed at Grange Camp, Va. In sccordance

the post-office at Grange Camp has been discontinued your right to mail the
paper Y“ another post-office l.?;g be decided only l.hroush a new application.
8, very respectfu
oy g A. D, HAZEN,

Third Assistant Postmaster-General.

A, J. WEDDERBURN, &2
Alevandria, Vo,

WasnixeToN, D, C., dugust 13, 1890,

Dean 8ir: The letter sent by General Hazen to various nmmbeu of Congress
and others who have recommended the re-establishment of the post-office at
Grange Camp, Va., based doubtless upon the information received from the
” intell: t ln.upeebot of the Department,” to whom the ease waas intrusted, is
8o full of erroneons stalements, and naturally so misleading in consequence,
that I fnei constrained to direct attention thereto,

Presuming from the prompt and just manner in which you acled in ordering
the revoeation of eral Hazen's order to aupprun paper that you desire
to nct without prsjudlca and with entire justice Iulj ask your attention to
the fullowing facts

The Latin motio Falsus in uno, falsus in omeribus would certainly elaﬁy dil-
credit the report of your “intelligent Inupnctor " were only one of his stat,
ments ca e of contradiction ; but of the fifteen reasons given for dbmnﬂnu—
ing the office it appears to me that mﬂ{ one is of sufficient importance to need
consideration, excapt thosa which ean ily beshown to be erroneous or mis-

with the tor the privil of the d-class
rates of postage have been wlthdmwu from the publication.

As this appears to bea case where the post-office has been run in the interest
cd'thla publisher of the paper, I respectfully recommend that the office be dis-
continued,

Very respectiully,

A. D. HAZEN,
Third Assistant Postmasler-General.

Hon, J, 8. CLARKSOX,
Tirst Assistant Postmaster-General,

PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL,
Washington, D. C., June 20, 1800,
Sir: The order sent . withdra the privilege of entry as
second-class maltter at your office of National and Fireside is hereby
modified so far (and no farther) as to permit the publisher to mail the editionof
the paper for this week.
{purs, very m;)eclfull}',

A. D. HAZEN,

Third Assistant Pestmaster-General,

"us‘raus‘rlz:n. Grange Camp, Va.

PosT-OFFICE Dﬂm‘r
OFFICE OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT PosSTMASTER-G
Washéington, D, €., J’m !i, 1590,
Si: In compliance with your verbal mquut of yesterday I return herewith
the report of Post-Office Inspector Arrington relative to the statos of The Na-
tional Farm and Fireside, published at Grange Camp, Va., and of the post-office
nl.that.plxcu. 1 send yo unlweogzl nnportma& [gruh
by Post-Office [ F fonl-hanﬂnlmotthemo
Grange Camp, which exhibits a state of things at that time somewhat llmilar
to what is shown by the re| l.of Inzpector Arringlon, It seems that shortly
after the receipt by this o of Ins Ruignl}' ] mport. mmﬂy. on Hanm
m]mumpyu“twnmmj to the First

leading. Allow me to take up and dispose of them vt seriatim.

The given for the action of the Depart in number, and
I shall tnke them up and reply thereto seriatim :

Charge 1. Grange Camp is neither a eity nor town; is without commercial or
manu uring interests; and it is unly used Once a year for " In[r.

Beply L. Whﬁa not o city. town, ter, Grange
Camp is a pleasure-ground, used ol

Charge 2, 1% is & flag station on a Virginia railroad.

Rrplya. Neitimrmiubejnxn. flag station on o Virginia railroad affect this

are frequently established of cities, towns, com-

momhi and mannhctuﬂns centers, and they are also often established at flag
stations evenon Virg'lnhmihmdn If the truth muost be told, the Iarge majority
of fourth-glass o are located at some lonely cross-road mrulu the back-
woods, or, Worse sﬂll in the home of some country gen : therefore these
reasons amoum to nothmg. in n.rg'uinﬁ case, xa?t to show th that probably
the writer had fully and carefully studied the art of **how nob to do it" wl'mn
it wna desired that he should not. And the assertion that a truth half told
leads to incorrect conclusions holds good in this ense as in others,

Charge 3. 1t is situated within a mile of Dunn Loring and 14 miles of Vienna,
both post-office villages. :

Reply 3. The distance is incorrectly stated. To Dunn Loring it is 1 llas
and to Vienua over 2} miles by county road. liat constitutes a post-o
lage in the eyes of the writer I am at a loss to understand. Let us oompm
Grange Camp with the “ manufact and commercial " conter of the post-
office village of Dunn Loring, and mark the result. Dunn-Loring consistsof
one de {:.t. one store and dwalling oceupied, two other dwellin, r.me of whtch

never been ouughd and one other family a few hund E:
thel?opnhtlou of Grange Camp, as given below, any 1n-

When compared wit
telligent person can sec where the advantage Mlong;‘

Charges 4 and 5. That, besides myself, only two ilies were beneofited by
the mail facilities, ete.; that the mail from Grange Camp, besides my own,
would not exceed 2 oents perday.

Replies 4 and 5. These sutnmuum incorrect, and must have been known
to the “intelligent inspector,”” as is easily proven. The Willlams families, Kr
Johnston, Mr. Swayze, and my own, | all white, live immediately nn

nnd.sotouthefnrms In Alr. Johnston's and m
are emg:yed five colored perlcms, all ol' whom write and receive elters far
above the ordinary average for colored persons, Mr. A. C. Williams, as seere-
tary of the Grange (amg Association, paid in for that associntion last year on
one voucher over 24, which alone exceeds hy over 300 per cont. the amount
stated by your inmotor. As secretary ofthe t Grange of Northern Vir-
gig'u my mail has exceeded §7.50 per year (which n dbprovu it).

with a recommendation for the discontinuance of the oﬂ!e&. and that an omw
1o discontinue was made on the 16th of April, 1338, but rescinded ten daysafter-
avards,

Tinclose also mgies of two applications made by Alexander J, Wedderburn,
publisher of The National Farm and Fireside, for the lmtry of that pnpcr at
Grange Camp, Va,, and for the entry at Alexandria, Va., of what is ealled the
Virginia edition of The National Farm and Fireside : and although this office is
not aware of any fraud in connection with thnse ngp‘llestiom it may be that upon
special investigation fraud will be disco should be to have you

Ily invastig'nta the status of thevtrginiaediuon of The l\nl.ional Farm and
F‘; th the view of discovery w advisable to exclude it from
the mlﬂl as second-class matter.

There ia still another paper, it seems—The Progress— published at Alexan-
;’I’Lﬂ, Va., by Mr, Wedderburn, the status of which it might be well to inquire

nto.

1 send also paper showing sales, Alati and issi of the post-
master at Grange Camp (rom the second qunrwr of 1887 to the fourth quarter
of 1559, inclusive, and suggest that inquiry be made to ascertain hat u' the

‘Emstmnater or his nssistants or agents have been guilty of mlkint ise re-
urns in order to increase the mmpemﬂon of the office,
In transmitting to you thn above-mentioned I beg leave to call your

attention to the fact that

Camp, a Mr, Swayze and hin daughter, !mm
report, been habitually violating the act o Gonm ofJnno 17 1578, in selling
stamps to the pablisher of The National Farm and Fireside, A J. Wed-

he 1 mail of Mr. Williams is not inconsi I am confident
that, leaving out my individual and hmaﬁo mail, thc mulﬂom of Lthe office
would compare favorably with those of ourth-class oflices,

if it would not rank very hlgh in ﬂta uwm Male. Your soems Lo
have ignored entirely the exist s family, alsothat of Mr.
Swayze (the assistant postmaster), who, er w‘i:h his family of five, have

resided onthe ground for over eightedgn mon That the inspector knew of their
existence can be easily shown. He not only conversed with Mr, Swayze, hut
was in his house, and certainly saw and conversed with Miss Swayze, his
daughter, and the clerk in the post-office, Was it possible, under such circum-
stances, for to have fo ten their existence in his enumeration of the popu-
lation of Gmngs Camp? eould it have been an intentional omission, made
by a man sent to see only what he wanted?

Charge 6. That of the l.went_','—cight signers Io the petition, six bulon to Lthe
two Willinms families and five to mine, a ﬂm remainder ave said to be re-
siding within the delivery of other

y 6. It may be true that six o theslmmtatlm petition belonged to the
Williams families and five to mine, but if ail of these persons write and receive
letters is there any reason why they should be denied proper postal facilities
under an administration which announces its avowad polioy to be to accommo-
dal.e the publie and increase the postal facilities? mit, for argument’s sake,

pnasixuf that some of your other charges ate enﬂlc:tent to warrant my pun-
ishmcns 5 the entire community to be made to suffer for my misdeeds, real or

supposed
s to the petition thus
that

derburn, without requiring payment therefor in eash, an offense which is pun-
ishable by fine or imprisonment and which would seem to be in this case of
suflicient gravity to warrant a eriminal meeutkm of the offenders.

Havin, dhm:wd cleven of tha twenty-elght si

% writer asserts, with his usual incol the balance
the dunerl reside within the limits of other post-offives. The facts are that of
the other seventeen seven reside on the unds, as follows: M. Diggs, J. Wil-
som, a\ Wihon,E. Hawkins, R. Pullen, R, E Jolmeton, and U. M. Johnston. 'The

After the inves tion is completed, 1 should be glad to bave you i
cate theesult to this office. it e 4
Yours, very respectfully,
D. HAZEN,
Third .!-Nuﬁlﬂlmﬂ General,
E. G. RatnsoxE, Esq.,
iof Palt-t)mu Iiupnmr Washington, D, C.

PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT,
OFrFICE OF THE THIRD AsstsTANT PosTy ENERAL,
Washington, D, 0., June 27,1890,
S : Pending a further investigation, which has been directed, into the status
of your paper (The National Farm and Fireside), heretofore entered and mailed
second-clnss matter, the order recently issued excluding it from the privileges
nd-class matter has been suspended until further notice. Blm\ns.mwmr.

z ten all live nearer to G Camp than to any other

unless one or two may be nearer to the rmntly established poﬂ-oﬂ! of Merri
field, namely : Messrs, Durant, Charles Taylor, T. Brent and wife, M. Brown,
H. '\nckens,H Brown,and Jerry Smith. Thisleaves only oneoutof the twenly-
eight not accounted t‘or, all of whom reside within from one-quarter of a mi
to 1 mile nearer Grange Camp than any other office,

Upon a cursory examination of the looality I find that there reside nearer to
Grange Camp than to any other other offlce tweni{‘twa families, and had
inspector taken the pains he should have done, if he desired informa
would have been no trouble in his ascertaining the correctness of this state-
ment. Of these families, ten ave white and twelve are colored, not includin tlae
colored families on the grounds, That there may be no mistake as to th
append their names,as follows: The white familles are those of A, C. Wiltiama
l’mk Willinma, Mr. Durant, Oscar Moore, Mr, Terrett, Mrs. Hunter, Mr, Piek-
ett, Mr. Johnston, Mr, Bwayze, A. J.Wedderhnrn. in all tén. The colored fami-
liesare those of Mrs. Harney, Marlow Brown, H. Nick: H. Brown,
H. Bnll, JerrySmith, T. Bell, M. Bell, Dobble, T. ant Ch.la Tnﬂar,in all twelve,

"he last-named person resides on the Dunn few exceptions.
all of these persons reside within the mile ltmit tor lMul-ddiwry letters,
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Charge 7. The only person benefited b{ this office was myself, as the editor of
The National Farm and Fireside, which I regularly sent by express to mail from

Gwo Camp.
¥ 7. As to being the only person served by the office, and consequentl
benefited thereby, the preceding paragraphs show the incorrectness of th

ment.

Regarding the National Farm and Fireside being sent from Alexandria to
Grange Camp, I have to say:

First. I know no law to forbid the gtrinl.inz of a newspaper in one place and
and malling it in another. So far as I know, the postal laws have been faithfully
observed in its publication.

Second. For seventeen years the paper ran on in the even tenor of its w
without hinderance ( t on one ion, when the Department thought
was advertising my fertilizer business too heavily; but they receded from that
position on investigation), until I presumed toadvocate the passage of the Con-
ger lard bill; when suddenly the postal authorities pounced upon my paper
without o word of warning, and issued an illegal and unwarranted order deny-
ing it the United States mails at newspaper rates,

en the office was established at Grange Campand The National Farm and
Fireside entered there as second-class matter—and for many months thereafter,
however, it was printed there, as well as mailed from that place—owing to rea-
sons perf'ed‘ly legitimate, it was deemed best to remove the printing to Alexan-
d The greater portion of the editorfal work was and is still done at Grange
Camp, as | reside there from April to November (which again disproves the in-
r's statement that I reside most of the time in Alexandria). Iwouldlike

to know as to the objections to printing a paper in oné place and mailing it at

- another. And, further, has the De ment ruled that a paper can not be
printed in whole or in part in one p! and mailed from another as second-
class matter? If such rule exists, how does it coincide with the law, which says
that agents and dealers can mail tosubscribers at offices other than that of pub-
lication ? If there is no such regulation, what has that to do with the matter ?

Charge 8. The office was originally established upon my exertions, and the

n appointed postmaster,and who continued as such until the office was
iscontinued, was not o resident of the place, ete.

Reply 8. It is an undisputed fact that the office was created at my request and
for my benefit principally, as my written application and papers in the case will
show, wherein are set forth the kind, quantity, and character of the mail to be
sent ; and this, after a protest from the nearest (DPunn-Loring) office
and an investigation by the ent,

The idea intended to be conveyed regarding the postmaster, Mr. Luckett, is
calculated to deceive if not so intended, Mr. Luckett, at the time of his nppoint-
ment,was a resident of Grange Camp.

Charge 9. Theduties of the office were performed by an employé of mine, who
allowed me to get my stamps on credit,

rk;l‘m 9. There has been no nu,nm?l. to deny that an employé of mine per-
T the duties of postmaster. If it wasillegal to have sold me stamps on
credit I was unaware of it, and presumed the Government only desired to get
the amounts due at the end of ench quarter, which the Treasurer's reeeipts will
show have been pald.

Charge 10, That I received the emoluments of the office.

Reply 10, This nmato me to be of no concern t tothe posi t
m but as the was suspended & few months after it was started on pre-

cisely the same und (that I was it chief patron and chief beneficiary), and
as the whole autigieet wes then fully discussed, and the authorities decided that
the question of the disposition of the profits of the office was one for the consid-
eration of the postmaster, and not of the Post-Office Department, and the office
was at once re-established, I am at a loss to see what blame attaches either to
Mr. Luckett or myself,

Charge 11. 1 was the absolute director of the office, and mailed my paper in
unlimited quantities,** without liability of being questioned as to its legiti b

Reply 11. For years I have mailed each year several large editions of The
National Farm and Fireside, and intend to do so in the future, uniess a general
rule is made to the contrary, applicable to other papers as well as mine. I re-
member eight years ago sending into Pennsylvania an edition of twenty-five
thousand, advocating the election of that friend of the farmer, Governor Pat-
tison, as my contribution to his sucecessful canvass, and its “ legitimacy " was

not even then questio S !
Charge 12. That I brought * other mail matter” from Alexandria and Wash-
i 80 as to swell the cancellations at Grnnfa Cama.
v 12. The insi tion that I d mail from Washington and Alexan-

dria other than my own and that on which I paid the postage isabsolutely faise.

Charge 13. The receipts of the office are shown to be large enough to pay the
Government during its conlinuance $280.79,

Reply 13, The gest of all given for the suppression of the office
is the one that it wasa pnging fourth-class office.

The figures presented show that the Government received something every

uarter. That, so far from balmf an expense, like 75 per cent. of alljthe fourth-
glm t-offices of the country, it actually paid 19 per cent. profit.

In the thirty-eight months of its existenceit paid .79 into the United Stales

Treasury.

When millions have to be ﬂﬁpm%l:nted every year for the su];gurt of fourth-
class offices, it seems remarkable that one of the few paying offices should be
discontinued, while non-paying offices are allowed to continue and are con-
stantly being established under the rule alluded to. :

*  Charge 14. That the receipts from1 mall other than mine did not average 2 cents

per day.

Reply 14. This charge has been disposed of above.

15. That the whole, or nearly the whole, of the commissions paid were
a d loss to the Government.
y 15, This charge I also dua!y‘ for lwo reasons :

First. Had the large majority of the mail not been sent from Grange Cam 1‘1,
it would have had to be mailed from some other fourth-class post-office in this
neighborhood, in which event the Government would not have received any
more than it did in this case. _

. Becond. The commissions enabled me lo eirculate very much more mail (whiclh
madl, by the way, was in connection with my Grange work, and not for my in-
dividual benefit) than T otherwise could have done.

Taken logether, I believe the Government is a gainer ralher than a loser by
the transaction,as the writer tries so hard to show.

These being the fucts, it hardly seems that this injustice should be permitted,
as there was no intention to discontinue the office (asshown by the uest for
a new bond dated June 14, 1890) until the attempt was made tostop The National
Farm and Fireside. And if you examine the conversation between Inspector
Rathbone and mgself. on June 20, 1800, you can not but see that I have strong
presumptive evidence for believing that that attempt to suppress my paper was
due to its advocacy of the Conger lard bill and inst by the o nents
of that measure. The Department having found itself in the awkwa ition
of having violated the Litnti 1 right of the freedom of the press, in fts at-
tempt to shield itselidescends to the small ex ient of trying to suppress a
fou#h-l:lnu_r post-officd, which not only inconvenien

ces myself, but many others,
ours, 1y,
ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN.

Hon. Joux WANAMAKER,
Postmaster@eneral.

Comp tion of the post ter at G Ca Va., and amount a aid
on National Farm and Fireside, madled ot thal ofice’ from Moy 14.%@.“:«”%
31, 1890, by quarters.
- 3
< l Postage on
Compensa-
Quarter ending— Sales, ti m“_“' tion of Fl'i‘rlﬁ?::zi
postmaster. | “pu o iaa
T g © W S SO $62. 96 465,83 §59.50 0.
4.2 82,38 69. . 10,49
170.98 165. 43 117.71 16.15
31,1888 . 163.02 217,68 143.84 17,98
June 30, 1888 ...... Sl 87.09 72.55 .42
Sant 90,1008 - ] - 100 A 189. 66 129.83 17.01
105,30 118.10 90, 36 21.10
58, 46 60, 64 56, 38 8.48
63.12 63,28 57.97 8.09
56.12 58. 56 045, 14 9.79
95,90 97,98 78.79 3,33
77.91 82.24 69.34 11.18
R e s 1,178.48 | 1,288.87 l 1,001.04 153, 65

Mem.—Swayze, asst. p. m., Says thnl’r‘ﬁa.per has about 500 subscribers, which
would make the ave legitimale mailing a quarfer about 400 Iba. or less, It
would thus seem tham: test part of the papers mailed nearly every quar-
ter have been sent as sample copies.

(Here follow five copies of the National Farm and Fireside.)

B.—PAPERS IN OFFICE OF F%LASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GEN-

[No. 1012,]
PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMEXNT,
OFFICE OF THE FigsT AssisTANT P. M. GENERAL,
; April 7, 1887,
New oftice in the State of Virginia, county of Fairfax, to be named Grange

Far P. M., Ludwell H. Luckett.

Applied for by 40 citizens. ¥

Queries sent April 7, 1887, to Ludwell H. Luckelt, care of the postmaster at
Fairfax C. H.

Queries returned April 10, 1887,

1t will be situated in the
range . Route No.
increase the digtance s i

Between the'offices of Dunn Loring, 1 mile east, and Vienna, 5 miles west,

Nearest office not on rout. -

Its distance is miles in a direction.

Population to be supplied, 20 families.

Number of inhabitants within village, summer resort.

Or not on any established route, but to receive special supply trom
distant miles, and anp?lied by —for ——,
giﬂlndgrndm :) No. 1012, April 7, 1887, Grange Camp office, Fairfax County, Vir

ta

in

Papers to Fairfax C. H. £500 bond.

Referred to contract office, April 1% 1887. Contract office returns case April
12, 1887, and reports can be supplied from R. R. route No. 11004, provided the
mails are taken to and from the post-office without expense to the Depart-
ment.—Sweney.

Establish Grange Camp on Route 11004, and appoint Ludwell II. Luckett, P,
A.—A. Leo Knott, Acting P. M. General.

April 22, 1887,
Hon, W, 1L F. LEE,

and answered as follows:
quart i , township :
, from Washington to Leesburgh, and will

GRAXGE Oamr, VA., April 4, 1887,
Dear Sik: In asking for a post-office at Grange Camp il was un?astod that
such reasons should be given for its establishment as may seem to justify it, in
view of the proximity to the offices at Vienna and Dunn Loring. 1will therefore

state:

First, The wagon-road to Dunn Loring s about 1} miles; to Vienna between
24 and 3 miles. That they are almost impassable at times, and I understand
neither are public

Second. There are to be published at Giange Cam
with nearly 2,600 regular nrrculntion, and one mont!
tion. E

Third. Grange Camp Hotel will be opened on May 1, as a regular summer re-
sort and excursion grounds, and in addition to the neighborhood mail there will
be a large transit mail from the office,

Fou 1 find upon investi on, as shown by the petition annexed hereto,
that over twegéy families will be tly convenien by the office.

Fifth. The office shall not cost the Government onedollar more than the pres-
ent offices would, and will add considerably to its revenue and aid in develop-
ing and improving this on,

Sixth. If it be found necessary to erect a crane or Lo go to any other expense
for the purpose of establishing the office, it will be.done at the expemse of the
management of Grange Camp.

Seventh. There is held by the association, annually, an exhibition lasting one
week, at which time thousands of people gather on the grounds, and the office
would be a source of great convenience to the members of the Grange Camp
Association and their exhibitors and visitors.

Eighth. The District Grange of Northern Virginia have recently organized a
Mutual Insurance Co. and are preparing to organize a life association, The
headquarters of both of these will be established at Grange Camp pro-
vided this office is established. - -

As the varlous enterprises hereinbefore mentioned will necessilate consider-
able outlay and will add greatly to material Emcperity of the neighborhood,
it is carnestly requested that the office be established at the earliest praeticabls
moment,

Yours, respectfully,

two papers; one weekly
¥ wllE about 500 circula-

ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN.
Seerelary Grange Camp Associaliom
To the POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 49
Washimgton, D, C.
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RIcHMOND AXD DANVILLE RAILEOAD COMPANY,
Dusy LorRING STATION, April 8, iss7,
DeAr Sie: Iam informed that Mr. A. J. Wedderburn is trying to establish a
ffice at the * Grange Camp.” I therefore write you to not allow the office
lor that place, as the Dunn Lorinf office is but a little over three-fourths of a
mile to ll‘:u Grange Camp, and will answer all purposes for mail matter for the
Grange Camp, and would not be of any benefit to any others.
I hope you will not establish any new post-offices inside of 2 milea to my office.
remain, yours respectiully,
F. BRENIZER,

Postinaster, Dunn Loring.
FimsT ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL,

[Loeal. (1010.) Grange Camp Office, Fairfax County, State of Virginia.]
PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT,
OFFIcE OF FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL,
Washington, D. C,, April 12, 1887.
Respectlully referred to the Superintendent of the Railway Mail Service for
s opinion as to the name proposed.
Respectfully,

Chief Clerk.
OFFICE OF THE GENERAL SUPERINTEXDENT
RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE,
Washington, D. C., April 12, 1887,

T. E. NABH,
General Superintendent,

Respectfully relurned approved.

To the POSTMASTER-GENERAL,
Washington, D. C.:
We, the undersigned, most res, lly solicit the opening of a post-office at
Grange Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia, with Ludwell Henry Luckett as post-

master,

Alex. J. Wedderburn, Grange Camp Association of Northern Vir-
nin; Liberty Publishing Com ¥ (monthly), Patrons Mutual
ire Insurance Association, National Farm and Fireside Publish-

ing Oompan{v(wuklﬂ. Mrs. 1. 8. Wedderburn, Thos, B. Criten-
den, Alex. J. Wedderburn, tary Distriet Grange of Northern
Virginia; Jno. M. Fletcher, L. H. Luckett, Mrs. Dr. Wedderburn,
Gus. Wec[derburn. Franklin Williams, F. Williams, jr., Mrs. H.
Williams, A. O, Williams, F. A. Williams, Mrs. M. F. Williams,
William bumukjﬂl’m. A. Denison, Mrs. C. A. Denison, Fannie
Williams, T. A. ';-P Mary Haney, Lizy Bell, Harriet Bell, Reial
Mabre, Margaret Harrison, Jos. Frey, Harriet Brown, Francis
Williams, Andrew Williams, Frank Williams, George Brandt,
John E, Carter, Oacar A.Hudson, Henry Hudson, Susin Jack-
son, Katie West, Mrs. Hannah Hudson, Miss Missouri Hudson,»
Henry Vickens, Maria Vickens, Austin Cramp, George Burley.

[No. 1015.]

TTH APRIL, 1888,
Grange C. %&)ﬂ.’u}e Fairfax County, Virginia State, Ludwell H. Luckett, P.
M., appointed Aprl], 1887,
R : P. 0. inspector r ds office not needed.
Referred to contract office, 7th April 1888, Contract office returns case 12th

Apr., 1883, and reports no objection. Route 11004, rty.
ntinue, to take effect April 20, 1888, —A, E.8,, First Assistant P, M. Gen-

eral.
Apr. 16,1888, papers to Dunn Loring. o
The order of April 16, 1888, discontinuing the post-office at Grange Camp, Fair-

fax County, Virginia, to take effect April 20, 1833, is hereby rescinded,—A. E.
Htevenson, F: : A_mis;.nnt P.M. General.
- R tions.— ot

's report recom ds disconti

PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL,
Washington, D. C., March 20, 1588,

Sk : 1 have the honor to transmit herewith the report of Ins lor Ridgely
in the case against L, H. Luckelt, postmaster at Grange Camp, Fairfax County,
Virginia, from which it will be seen that large quantilies of matter are being
diverted from a Presidential office to Grange Camp for a consideration and in
wrder to increase the post s comp ti

I beg leave to state that the best interest of the postal revenue demands that
the Department should take prompt and earnest steps to have the practice, re-

fairs which is discreditable. 'The pretense of wmm name of Ludwell H.,
Luckett for A. J.Wedderburn's benefitisa fraund wh ouﬁlnoﬂobe tted.
1t appears from this statement, “'C,"” that Mr, Wedderburn's ca
1887 amounted to $246.64, and that the Post-Office Department carried mail-mat-
ter for him to that amount during three quarters of that year without cost to
said Wedderburn. In addition to this amount of stamps ly furnished to
Wedderburn without cost, the epxense of keeping upa al GMS
Campisincurred by the Department chiefly for the benefit of Alexander J. Wed-
derburn, Anexamination of the third answer of Thomas B, Crittenden’ssworn
statement (marked Exhibit B), shows that besides the mailing of Alexander J.
Wedderborn's mail ter the busi of the office will not average more than
two stamps per day, or about §3.96 perquarter. This beingthe and the fur-
ther fact that post-offices are located at convenient distances on either side of
Grange Camp, one at Vienna and the other at Dunn Loring, I believe that the

interests of the Post-Office Department will be subserved by the discontinuance |

of the post-office at Grange Camp, and therefore recommend that it be discon-

tinued.
WAL 8. RIDGELY,
Post-Office Inspecior.

WasmxeTox, D, C., March 1, 1888,
DEAR SIR: Answering your inquiry as to how some of our calendars ad-
dressed * City ' came to be mailed from * Grange Camp, Va.,"” we desire to say
that Mr. A. J. Wedderburn requested us to let him mail them and to give him
credit for the stamps on his account.
The amount ited was §5.25.
Yours respectfully,

RIDER & ADDISON.
Mr. RIDGELY.

(No. 1015.}
JUxE 20, 1890,

Grange Camp office, Fairfax County, Virginia State, Ludwell H, Luckett, P.
M. Appointed April 22, 1887,

R : P, O, inspector's report recom'ds, office not needed.

Referred to contract office June 20, 1890. Contract office returns case June
20, 1890, and reports no objection to its discontinuance from R. R. route No.
11044—Wm. J. Pollock.

Discontinue to take effect June 23, 1800.—J, W, P. M, General.

June 23, 1890,

Papers to Dunn Loring.

EL PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF THIERD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL,
Washington, D. C., June 17, 1890,

DEeAR SiR: 1 beg leave to submit herewith a copy of a report of P. 0. Inspector
T. M. Arrington, in ease of The National Farm and Fireside,a weekly ne
per that purports to be published at Grange Camp, Va. In accordance h
the dation of the i tor, the privileges of the second-class ratesof
post. have been withdrawn the publication.

As this appears to be a case where the -office has been run in the interest
of the publisher of the paper, I respecifully recommend that the office be dis-
continued.

Yery respectfully,

A. D, HAZEN,
Third Assistan! Postmaster-General,
Hen, J. 8. CLARKSON,
First Assistant Postmaster-General,
PosT-OrFICE DEPARTMEST,
OFFICE oF CHIEF PosT-OFFICE INSPECTOR,

Washinglon, D, C., June 14, 1590,
DEAR Sin: This case was made up with a view of ascertaining the fact
whether or not The National Farm and Fireside, a weekly newspaper entered
at the post-office at Grange Camp, Va.,as second-clnss malter should be con-
tinued as matter entitled to such rates. Inthe investigntion of this case a state
of facts are found to exist mnkin% it necessary to treat of the m, ent of
the post-office at Grange Cunr. 4., in connection with the publication of the
newspaper, as the two are so interwoven that it would seem hard to separate

e,

The National Farm aud Fireside is owned and published by Alexander J.
Wedderburn, esq.; he rents box 33 in the Washington, D. C., post-office, and box
16 in the Alexandria. Va., post-office, and he receives mail at both places; he
lives at Alexandria, Va.,during the winter, and at Grange Camp, Va., during
the summer, The National Farm and Fireside is printed at Alexandria, Va.,

ferred to by Inspector Ridgely, discontinued.
Respectiully, ete.,
H. B. HARRIS,
Third Assislant Postmaster-General.
Hon. A. E. STEVENS0X,
First Assistant Postmasler-General.
PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMEST, OFFICE OF PosT-OFFICE INSPECTOR,
¥ Grange Camp, Va., March 2, 1883,
W. P. RyAx, Inspector in Charge:

I visited Gnmﬂu‘up this date. I find the following condition of facts re-
lating to this o : The postmaster, Ludwell H. Luckett, is only nominally
postmaster. He does not reside at Grange Camp and rarely visits it.. At the
time of his appointment he was a traveling agent to sell phosphate for Alex, J,
Wedderburn, and his name was used by Mr. Wedderburn for purpose of ob-
taining an office at Grange Camp, the benefits of which have chiefly inured to
Mr, Wedderburn., The name of Luckett has been retained, but t{lo office is
conducted by a young man who, though nominally assistant to Luckett, is act-
ually the general agent of Alex. J. Wedderburn, The latter gets all the can-
eellations and profits of the post-office. While not nominally postmaster the
post-office is conducted in his interests and for his benefit. In this connection
see paper filed herewith marked Exhibit B

This being the case, the solicitation of matter within the delivery of Wash-
ington post-office (D.C.), as shown by a letter filed herewith (marked Exhibit
No. A) of Rider & Addison, of Washington, D. (., and the statement marked
fourtly, inanswer of Thomas B. Crittenden, in Exhibit B, wasin violation ofthe
spirit of postal laws, section 615, Mr. Wedderburn, while conducting this post-

ce at Grange Campin the name of another Farscm and getting sole benefit
from its cancellations, has been soliciting mail-matter in Washington City to
be deposited for mailing at Grange (hmg‘ and has actually received and de-
posited the same at Grange Camp post-office and reaped the benefit of all can-
cellations upon said mail-matter so solicited and obtained,

This fact, in connection with the further fact that the Grange Camp post-of-
fice appears to be merely asubterfuge by means of which Mr. Wedderburn
gets his mail-matter through the mails at the expense of the United States and
with little cost to himself, and this in large qlnntlliaa. as shown by state-
ment of the sales and cancellations marked "' C,” establishes a condition of af-

XXT——590

and mailed at Grange Camp, Va.. to which office it is sent in boxes by freight,

Gmn)i:a Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia, is a small station on the Washington
and Ohio Railroad, though it can hardly be called a station, as thereis no station
agent there and the trains do not stop unless signaled, There is a post-office,
and Ludwell H. Luckett is postmaster. He lives at Unison, I.ondoun County,
Virginia, 51 miles from Grange Camp. He was a nted April 22, 18%7, He
has never lived at Grange Camp, never performed any of the duties as post-
master, and receives none of its revenues. Mr. Alex. J. Wedderburn virtually
owns, controls, and runs the post-office in his interest, as his individual prop-
erty, having agreed with Mr, Luckett that he would pay the expenses of the
office and the revenues were to be his. Mr. Wedderburn has been paying Miss
Minnie Swayze, a daulghl.er of Mr. W. 8. Swayze, §10 per month to attend to the
post-office. This he did up to the 1st of January, 18%0; since then he has paid
nothing, sim; Ii‘mrm!tting Mr. Swayze to live in a house at Grange Camp free
of rent. Bot Minnie and Mr, W, S. Swayze have been sworn in as assist-
ant postmasters. -

Mr, Wedderburn has stamps, ete., ordered when he desires, takes them away
without paying for them, and in every way runs the o as his private prop-
erty. He sends large quantities of papers, letters, and circulars from Alexan-
dria to Grange Camp !g freight, in boxes; there they are stamped and mailed.

To give you some idea of the business transacted at Grange Camp: From
April 1 to and including June 5 (the date of my visit) the sales of stamps
amounted to $234.26 and the cancellations to $244.55; and [ will staie that
during this time not £l worth of stamps have been sold other than those
taken by Mr. Wedderburn, and there haye been no cancellations of slamps other
than his. Besides Mr. Wedderburn, I learn there are only two regular pa-
irons of the Grange Camp post-office ; these are Mr. A, C. Williams and Mn
Frank Williams, two brothers. Dunn Loring post-office is only about three-
quarters of a mile from Grange Camp and Vienna only 1§ miles, Grange Camp
being between the two.

As to the mailing of The National Farm and Fireside: From April 1 to May
30, 1590 (nine izsues), he mailed 2,994 pounds. I learned from Mr. Swayze, who
helps his daughter to attend to the duties of the post-office and who seems to
be very familiar with Mr. Wedderburn's mode of business, that it takes about
60 pounds per week to supply the regular subseribers, or for the nine weeks,

pounds; the others, 2,454 pounds, were sent out as sample copies. Mr.
Swayze says these papers average eight to the pound, so that 4,320 were sent to
regular augecrlhem and 19,632 as sample copies,
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AvausT 30,

On June 7 Mr. Weddert ar my st, called to
it was true that he ran the office at Grange Camp; that he paid the expenses
and took the revenue. He stated that The Farm and Fireside was run in the
interest of agrionlture. I ealled hisattention to the fact that the last two issues,
herewith inclosed, contained almost identieally the same matter and that they
the of some land bill I‘rly Oongress almost exclusively. He
-ld.yeaiwhon hepmin what he sid ding matter for the farmers
he kept it in his paper for some time: and that he was advocating Lhe passage
of a bill in the int: t of the Agricultural Department, and if it became o lnw

holwiod to get a place, an Appointment.
I asked him about the druu.miou of The National Farm and Fireside, and he
stated that his regular weekly edition was 5,000; that sometimes he issued as
many ns 15,000 copies; that he has about 2,000 paying subscribers, the rest of
the issues he sent out as sample copies; that he usually sent them in Congres-
slonal districts at the request of members of Congress; sometimes they paid
them, and sometimes he nothing.
Under all the circumstances, I deem it my duty to recommend, first, that the
t-office at Grange Camp, Va., be discontinued and, second, that The National
m'm and Fireside be not allowed the privileges of second-class rates of postage.

Very respectfully,
e - T. M. ARRINGTON,
Pogt-Office Inspeolor,

2

g
&

J. D. Kz, %
Bapenior v Dz, Trasingten b O
(No. 1012,)
PosT-OrFIcE DEPARTMEST,
OFFICE OF FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL,

Reé-est—in the State of Virginia, county of Fairfax, to bg named Grange

For P, M., ——.
Applied for by 28 citizens.
eries so;t a{hJ uly, 1890, to A. C. Williams, sec'y, ete., care of the posimaster
at Dunn Loring.

uneries returned . 18—, ——and answered as follows:
willbe situated in the —— quarter of section ,township mg
—_ Route No. 'y m-—-—-w—-,mdwﬂjlnmamd
Between the offices of ) miles and ——, —— miiles
Nearest office not on route, .
Tts distance is milesina direction.
Population to be jod, ———
XNumber of inhabitants within vill

Or not on any established route, but to receive supplies from , distant
—— miles, and supplied by tor ——,
dorsed :) (No. 1012.) 8th July, 1890, Grange Camp office, Fairfax County,
Yirginia X
Papers to Dunn Loring.
Wrote Hon. Park Agnew July 81, 1580, for name of some one fo serve as P. M.
during jion of Grange Camp A atl

Wasmixerow, D. C., July 1, 1890,

DeAr Sie: T write to most res, fully urge the re-establishment of the post-
office at Grange Camp for the following reasons :

First. The office accommodates between twenty-five and thirty-five patrons;
not two, as stated.

B d. Itisof i conveni to the many visitors who meet from
varions States during the aunual exhibition,

Third. The Grange Camp Association has a mail of between £30 and $i0a
year, which is about as much as ordinary cancellations at fourth-class offices.

Fourth, One patron (Mr. Williams) mails between $20 and §30 a year at the

office,

Fifl. All of the subscribers to the accompanying petition (twenty-eight in
number) mail more or less matter atthe office.

Sixth, The office isa mileand aquarter from the nearest post-officeby a road
in a bee-line over marshes, branches,and through bushes or down the railroad
track, it is about nine-tenths of a mile.

Seventh. During t.heaummer.tprlui. and fall months I resideat the camp and
my mail is important and large, and I should be accorded the same privileges
asany other patron of the e, es; v as my mail, which is notof

personal but general character, consists of more than that ofany ordinary fourth-
class office in the State,

ghth, The Grange Camp Association is a chartered organization for the
benelit of promoting agricnlture,and is in no sense speculative or profitable,
To do :‘;my with the nm:e‘hwm seriously inconvenience and injure the associa-
tion sad thersby-d s e

Ninth. The summary disconti of the oflice, together with the semi-of-
ficial publieation connected therewith, which certainly casts undue reflection
upon me, and seems to demand, if I am not gunilty of the crimes charged, that
the office should be re-established.

Hon. Park Agnew, of Alexandria, will recommend a suitable posimaster, I
have no doubt, and I most sincerely hope you will kindly revoke the order for
its disestablishment,

Yours, respectfully, ALEX. 8. WEDDERBURN.

Hon, JOENX WANAMAKER,

Postmaster-General,

CoxMITTER OF COMMERCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washinglon, D. C., June 23,1890,
Sir: I beg to call your attention to the case of the post-office at G 3
Fairfax County, Virg and urge that no change in the location of that of
be made.

Yours, very respectiully,

TH. H. BAYLY BROWNE,
Hon, FIRsT ASSISTAST POSTMASTER-GENERAL,
Post-Office Department, Cily.

" LewessvILLE, FAlrpAx CousTy, VIRGINLA, June 30, 1890,

ResPECTED Sin: Referring to the discontinuance of the post-office at Grange
Camp, Va., allow me, as president of the Gnn? Camp Association, tosay that
the closing of said office will, in my belief, work a great injury to said associa-
tion and through that to the people of the county.

The a t of regular busi done at the office may be small, but when
you consider that you have, in addition to that, that of the le attending the
annual fair and pienic and the mail of Grange Camp Associal all taken to-
gether ma.kfhup a M:'cu?a“ large as is done by very many small fourth-class

t-offices throughou! country.
Pt is hoped, therofore. that he matter of the re-establishment of said oftice
may belookeil upon vor by you.
. Very respectfully, WA, B. DODGE,
Presideni Grange Camp Association.
Hon. JoaNX WANAMAKER,
Postmast,

er-General of the Uniled Stales.

Graxce Caxr, VA, June 23, 1500,
Sir: Understanding thatthe post-office at this place is to be discontinued upon
the grounds that it is used only for the benefit of Mr, Wedderburn and two fam-
ilies, 1 desire to say that as the secretary of the Grange Camp iation, I re-
ceive considerable mail and mall & number of letters, circulars, and catalogues,
The postage is considerable. During cur annual exhibition, which continues a
week every year, the office Is of great conveni to the visit who come
here from several States to exhibit theirgoods. To discontinue the office would

be a serious inconvenience to the association.
Trusting that the matter may be reopened and the office continued, T remain
Yours, respectiully,
A, C. WILLIAMS,
Eecrelary Grange Camp Association,

FinsT ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GESERAL,
Weashington, D, C.

Graxce Cane, Jine 30, 1890,
FI\B‘F tA]fsmnn PosTuMASTER-GEXERAL, Washington, D. C.:

e, the undersigned citizens of Grange Camp and vicinity, respectfully ask
that the t-office at this place be re-established, It is a convenience to the
neighborhood, Its discontinuance will be of great detriment to the Grange
Camp Association.

A, C.Williams, Alex. J. Wedderburn, jr., Jerry 8mith, F. Williams,

Wm. Dorant, Oscar Morse, Henry Nickens, Gem&'?m!?.mnl. Bell

Brent, Frank Williams, jr., Charles Taylor, jr., les Henry

Tn%;or Gus Wedderburn, Alice Wilson, Wellon Williams, Mrs,

F. Willlams, Mrs. F. Connor, M. F, 8. Willlams, R. Le Grand John-

ston, Mary V. Johnston, Mrs. Millie D , 1.8, Wedderburn,Alex,

J.Wedderburn, Richard Pullem, Jerry Wilson, Mrs. Emma Haw-
kins, Miss M. Addison, M. B, Wedderburn, ;

RICHMOKD AND DASXVILLE RAILROAD COMPAXY, June 30, 1800,
DEAR Srr: As per your letter of June 23, in regard to elosing the Grange Cam
office, IRI::eve done as instructed. Ofllce was closed June 25, ?B‘D o 8

ully,
F. L. BRENIZER,
Pastmasier Dunn Loring, Fairfax Counly, Virginia.
J. 8. CLARKSON,

First Assistant Postmaster-General, Washington, D, .
Roox or ComMITTEE 0¥ CoIXAGE, WEIGHTS, AND MEASURES,
Houss oF ATIVES,
Washingion, D. C., July 5, 1890,
Bin: I have known Mr. A. J. Wedderburn, of Virginia, for past three years,

and have found him an u ht, relinble gentleman. He isanenthusiast onthe
subject of agriculture and has been doing marnest and effective work in the in-

terest of the farmers of the eountry.

Very respectfull; :
2 A E. H. CONGER.
Hon, Joux WANAMAKER,
Postmaster-General, |
(Indorsed :) July 15, 18%0.—Wrote Hon, E, H. CoxcERr, House of Representa-
tives, giving statement of facts in case of post-office, Grange Camp, Va. By di-
rection of Postmaster-General.
COMMITTEE OX AGRICULTURE,
HovsE 0F REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES,
Washinglon, D. C., July 7,180,
Diar Sie: I do not believe the post-office at Grange. Camp, Va., should be
discontinued. Please give the matter careful attention,
E. H, FUNSTON.

I concur.
A, L. BLISS,

JNO. H. GEAR.

- (Indorsed :) July 15, 1890.—Wrote Hon. E. H. FuxsTox, House of Hepresenta-
tives, z!vrinlgc stntemeug‘ of tnctla in case of post-oftice, Grange Camp, Va. By di-
rectian ol Pe .

I concur in the request of Hon: E. H. Fuxsrox.

Jdovse oF BREPRESENTATIVES, USITED STATES,
; Washington, D, C., July 7, 1880,
Sim: I have been at some pains Lo ascertain the status of the Grange Camp
pust-office, Va., and while entirely out of my personal interests, yet 1 am satis-
tied the office is needed there and hope the way may be clear to re-establish it.

Very respectfully,
EDWARD P. ALLEN,
Hon, POSTHASTER-GENERAL.
We coneur in the foregoing recommendation. .
M. BROSIUS.
JOHN H. WILSON,
ROBERT M. LA FOLLETTE.

(Indorsed :) July 15, 1890.—Wrote Hon. E. P. ArLex, House of Representatives,
giving statement of facts in case of post-office, Grange Camp, Va. By direction
of Postmaster-General,

. Hovse o REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, July 1, 1890,

Dear Sir: 1 respeetfully request that a post-office be re-eslablished at Gran
Camp, Va. 1 care not who may be postmaster, but for benefit of my fi ]
whoblwi:;\t | facilities at that point I desire very much that this oflice be re-
esta a

This request is personal.

Yours, truly,
M. B. WRIGHT, M. C.

Mon, Joux WANAMAKER,

(Indorsed;) July 15, 1800.—Wrote Hon. M. B. Wrienr, House of Representa-
tives, giving statement of facts in case of Grange Camp, Va. By direction of
Postmaster-General,

UXTTED STATES PosT-OFFICE,
Alexandria County, Virginia, July 3, 1890.

Dear Sie: The Iepablican county chairman (Ilon. R.R.Farr) of Fairfax
County a s with me that the post-office at Grange Camp should be contin-
ued and E:fu serves about as many patrons as most offices of like character
in this State.

Yours, truly, ete.,

Hon. Jouxs WANSAMAKER,
Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. d
ndorsed :) July 15, 1690.—Wrote postmaster at Alexandria, Va., giving state-
m&t of Ma)tn m’;e of Grange Camp, Va, By direction of Postmaster-General,

PARK AGKEW,

T
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Famrax Cornr-Housg, VA., July 2, 1590,
Desx 8ie: I have heard with regret that the post-office ntGmgu Camp,
Fairiex County, Va., has been discoutinued
I am a member of bhe association and feel a dee LEamterenttnlhe success of the
It is a farmers’ en! , and we meet omnymmdmmﬂn
&ya or Lwo weeks for pl easure as well as profit, and you can readily
?;l.:.ab a great convenience the office is to the general public as well as the nsizh-

¢ rusmclrully ask that the action of the aut be reconsidered and that
the po‘? at Gtr:ltlagv Camp be re-establis:
ery respect , ¥ OUrs,
{ o R. R, FARR,
Jon, Jouxy WANAMAKER,
Postmaster-General.

(Indorsed:) July 15, 1800,—Wrote Mr, R. B. Farr, Fairfax Court-House, Va.,
ing statement of facts

ving in ease of Grange Camp, Va. By direction of Postmaster-
eneral.

LEWINSYVILLE, VA., July 7, 1590,
‘The PosTMASTER-GENERAL :

As a citizen of Fn.lrfux County, 8 member of the Ch-n.ni_e Assoclation,
I heartily Park Agnew
that the office at

G-mng u—uhhliah
I am cognizant of thﬂfmt (.Exl.lhisomoe inofg-mtmlue to the association
and its visitors, and as such is valuable to all the farmers of this section.
ALBERT PEAOUCK.

{l‘ndorud ) July 15, 1800.—Wrote Albert Pmnock Lewinwﬂh Vn. giving
ent of facts in case of Grange Camp, Va. d

-

- PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GEXERAL,
Washington, July 16, 1800,
Beapectfully referred to the First Assistant Pmtmmtu-Gmsl'a Oﬁé;e
Shiod dosiiias Pttt

Post-OrFICcE Dmnmmx

OFFicE oF THE THID ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GEN
Washington, D. (., Jalg 15, 1890,

Smg: I transmit hurewith for your infmu A(‘opy ofa 'lztf.m- this day sent
from this b by dir of the P to Hon. E. H. COXGER,
relative to the discontinuance of the pott»-oﬂioe Grange Camp, ¥a. A similar
letier has been sent to each of the following-named gentlemen: Hon. E. H.
rc;s;_ox. Hoo. E. P, Avies, Hon. M. B. WeiGHT, Albert Peacock, Park Agnew,
R.R. Farr.

Yours, very respectfully,

A.D.HAZEN,
Third Assistant Postmaster-General.
Hon. J. 8, CLARKSOX,
Pirst Assistant Postmaster-Geaeral,

PosT-OprFicE DEPARTMENT,
OrrFice oF THE THIRD ASSISTANT POSTHMASTER-GENERAL,
Washington, D, C., July 16, 1890, ,

Bk : By direction of the Postmaster-General I have the honor to acknowl-

od ronaip&n{'yonr letter of the Tth instant, asking the re-establishment of post-
at Grange Camp, Va.,and, in reply, to give you the faets in conneption
wil.h the recent discontinunnce of that office, which are as follows:

The place known asGrange Camp is not a city, town, or villnge, nor a resorf
for pleasure, health, or any other purpose known to the Department, exnepl.
that once & year an al.l.ampt is made to hold there an agricultural fair; it is
merely a* station’ on one of the Virginia railroads, distant but a mile in
one direction {rom Dunn Loring and a miie and half in another from Vienna,
both of which are post-office villages.

No commercial, manufacturing, or other private business is iransacted at
Grange Camp, and go ineomidenhla is the population in the vicinity of the
station that upon a recent thomush investigation of the matier it was ascer-
tained by an ‘lntall.imt inspector of the Department that, besides the proprie-
tor of a weekly paper nominally qued them (but whiah in rea.l.ity is published
at Alexandria, Va., where the , there were
only two fumilies permanenuyamommoduud by the poat-oﬁeu. and these to
quite alimited exten}, oue of thew, in fact, getting part of its mail through a
rented box at the post-office at V. ienna. A petitu!on. it is true, has been recently
submitted to the Department, signed by wgnl.yeightporsons, but it appears
that six of the of this petition are members of the two families above
alluded to five are of the Wedderburn famil aud the remainder are said to be
residing within the delivery of other post-o

The only person who was really benefited by l.ho eatabl’.shmenl. and the con-
tinuance of the post-oftice at Camp is Mr, A.J. W ie
of The National Farm and e, the paper above referred tq, edited and

ted at Alexandria, Va., but tlm 1uueu of which for years, it scems, Mr. Wed-

er um has been mgulur]y sending t?)i E: ress to Grange Camp, to bemailed
that post-office, the object of wh ptosentiy appear.

r ¢t was further

ii‘rnm the investigation made by the D
fiice at Grange Camp m orhginaily mnbllshed

al it from f.he Um.e of its establishment, April 23, 1887, to the dale of iis discontin-
uance, June 25,

Commis-
Date. Receipts. ‘ slons.
From April 22 to December 81, 1857 .vecnsrsmssssnssiensmnens]  §308.17 i $246.04
Year ending December 31, 1888, 517.78 436.78
Year ending December 31, 1889 - 273.80 248, 30
January 1 to June 25, 1890 890, 26 253,30
DOLAY oo rivesiitiss 1,495. 81 I 1,215,02

By this it will be seen that the total receipts of ihe office during the time it
wsa in nxiﬂnnoe amounted to Sl m 81, of which $1,216.02, or 81 per cent., went
0 pay Lo the The ipts from other business than
that of Mr, Wedderburn, according to the report , of the post-office inspector,
average a little more than 2 centa s
The post-ofiices at Washington and Alexandria, Va., from which the matter
at Grange Camp was diverted are salaried offices, and the whole or
nearly the whn‘.e amount of $1,215.02 pdd for comp tion to the Grange Camp
oftice was therefore & dead loss to the Government.,
. Up Wisihc fmndemhpad by{.ha !mped.loa the post-office was discontinoed
y the
Yours, very mmotruny.

A. D, HAZEN,
Third Assistant Postmaster-General,
Hon. E. H, CoNGER
House of Reprmnfahtu
PosT-OFFICE DEFPARTMEST,
OrFicE OF THE THIRD AsSSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL,
Washington, D. €., July 15,1800,
: 1 have the hmmr to send you herewith co of a report, dated the Bth'

1n.t. made fice Inspector T. M Arri ving reasons why the
post-oftice ab ”Em Olmlys.. should not s o
Yours, very respe

MADISON DAVIS,
Acting Third Assistant Postmaster-Gengral,

Hon. J. B. CLARKSON,
Firet dssistant Post L

PosT-OFFICE Dxrmm:r.

ﬂrﬂcwa FFICE IX&P]
bwton,.ﬂ . Jm‘yﬁ.m
mulnby mundu-dueal‘smu. the post-

DEAR BiR: Lpannra
(h»unt{-\"mﬁm wudlnnn nued on June 20, .
mdidoem

oflice at Grange
I learn that an eﬂ’m% being made
it my duty to give to the

the reasons why t.hiaomu

ve this oftice re-established
more fully than I did inm
uld have been discontinued and it lhould
not be again

On April 17, 1847, utionwithfod names was filed with the Department
Mumﬁanr E{' W nﬁ&::m, esq., uilnz that :.heAngﬂem lwutkl'hhnd. and
t Lad w Luckett ap) postmaster, office waa
e S e e e St
¥ mp 0.
under that date submitted a ‘rm . Bpon w. an issued Apr'll m
gﬁ tlli.::nnlml.dng the office ; thisorder, however, wasre.e.ind.ul April 2§, alxhl.
ater,
Camp is situated onthe Washington and Ohio R. B., between the
offices at Dunn Loring and Vieana. The distance, as measured {otbe i
from Dunn Loring to Grange Camp, is 1 mile; from Vienna it is
Grange Camp there is held once a year an l.g:rlmulluml. lhir. from whieh fld- R
derlves ite name. ‘These fair grounds coniain 40 acrés. The trains do not stop
xeept uwn signals, and there is no railroad t
Mr A.C. Williams and his brother, Mr Frank lllumu:
same yard. These two brothers and their familles were and willbe the enly
permanent patrons of the post-office. True, Mr. Bwayze and his family are at
greamt livlns on the grounds and Mr, Wedderburn and his family live near by,
ut they are not permanent. Mr. Wedderburn lives in Alexandria, 'Vs.,iu the
winter, and keeps a box in the Alexandria post-office and one in the W; ashing-
ton ,and Mr. Bwayze is only theretemporarily. These four families,
and no mm-e. would be the patrons of the office.

On July 2, at Grange Camp, I had an interview with Mr, A. C. Williams, who
was one of the patrons of the Grange Camp office. I asked him wmnypw-
trons there would be provided the office was
Ithen asked him if he could tell me an
beis of the four families I mentioned (

one. Hestated that he had bunamﬂonoflhmeoﬂlw.towm Dunn Lor-
ing, Grmga Cahag and Vienna: that he had received mail matter from all
three; that a box in the Vienna ﬂiuthathehndkeﬂfurthepnst
fifteen years, Iuakedhimwhyhahnl this box if he co!

a patron of the Grange Camp d forthn reason that ho

did not know whether the omoe at’
ides, hie was a correspondent for seve e and Vi
as his post-office, and he did not care te change 22:

Itold hlmhwuxummzwuabuunhaﬂmngmrhad heard showing there
was no neceasity for the office. I then asked him, in the event the Department
saw fit to re-eatablish the post-office, who was there that could be a nhd

r. Hereplicd that hisname had been mentioned. I asked

ascertained that the

through the exertions of Mr. Wedderburn, and that the o be
postmaster, and who continued as such undil the office was discontinued, isuot.
a resident of the place, never rendered any returns or performed wyof the
other duties of the office, never even visited it, and indeed in nothing but the
name was an oficer of the Government.

The entire duties of the office were performed by one of Mr. Wedderburn's
employés, who, with his daughter, was sworn in as assistant postmaster, and
who, under an arrangement between them, allowed Wedderburn to gel all his
prhel of postage-stamps on eredit, to mail all the issues of his paper without
mulﬂn&m payment of postage thereon, both of which acts were in viola-
tion of t lain letter of the law, and to receive all the emoluments of the of-

, one ts being grauted by Wed.derblxrn asalary of $l0a month,
able upon l.ha private settl t of the fiice busi every quarter.
p‘l' short, Mr. Wedderburn, although not an employé of the postal service,was

ihe absolute director of the office al Grange Camp and of the assistant s
ters therd malling his papers in uulimttad quantities without the liability of
any question being raised as to their legitimaey so lnuxuhiadimﬂtoruhi con-
tinued, bringing or sending there other mail matter from Alexandria and Wash-
mwuwmllwammuutufMpmmuou. exercising all the power
the postmaster, realizing all the benefits of the office, and being, as ore
intimated, almost ils sole
“The following statemer monmmmdunmmmw
allowed by the Departinent on the cancellat

id have the plaee; henidhewuldnot lndaouuianlymwarb inf:
ok uI:"§ Sow 'm:oi ted Jived at Grange Oampig."

Juckett, when he was ap v tle
soon thereafter, and has not resided m 1 suhmm-ed to him the origi-
nal petition npon which the office was established and he appointed postmaster,
and he stated that he knew ve know where they
got their mail. In astatement filed by Mr. A. J. Wedderburn during this in-
vestigation he frankly states that * it was known by eyery one that the office
was created, after careful investigation, for my benefit.”

1 am unable to say, but it seems entirely true that the ofliee was used for his
benefit. Asto the receipts of the nﬂ‘lus, I will say that for the year 1887 thnmleu
were $308.17, the canceliations §303.64, and the commissions were $246.64; fo
the vear 1888, sales $517.78, caneellations §508.53, and the aommhaim Inlm.
for 1889, sales 8273.60, cancellations tzm 46, s.nd
to June 25, sales $380.26, cancellati
it will be seen ﬁ-mnthemhluhmgonhe Apnlﬂ 1887, tothadnteoﬂ!a
discontinuanece, June 25, 1890, the d to §1,215.02, All
of this time Ludwell H. Luclkett has been poqs.mm and has never reccived
one cent as such, :hl; ortha psy going to A, J. Wedderburn. The receiptsof the

few of them and did n

ve tirely from Mr, Wedderburn’s mail, shipped there for

by him from Akmdﬂ;andmzmmwmm
In the rt made by ahwom[enedm.hemhmiﬂ.eﬂs
sworn statement, made by “Thomas B, Criltenden, who was at that time in




9428

CONGRESSIONAT, RECORD—HOUSE.

Avcusr 30, -

m of the office and in the employ of Wedderburn, in which he stated that
es Wedderburn's mail the business of the office would not amouni to more
than two stamps per dnhy. January 29, 1887, Mr, Wedderburn ea:&)loyed Miss
Minnie 8 ze to run the office for him, ing to pay her per month
with the understanding that all she received at the office other than his mai
was to be in part of her salary; so that she kept an accurate account of the re-
ipts, and from J y 29 to December 31, 1889, the receipts were §11.97; from
January 1 to June 25, 1890, they were §2.59. In my opinion the public interest
dloes not demand an office at Grange Camp, and it should not be re-established.

Very respectful
nd T. M. ARRINGTON,
Post-Office Inspeclor,

J. D, Kixg,
Peost-0ffice Inspeclor in Charge, Washinglon, D, (',

CONMITTER 0¥ AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY,
UNITED STATES SENATE,
Washington, D. C., July 16, 1890,

Sik: 1beg to acknowledge the reoel;l)l. of your communieation of the 15th
instant relative to the discontinuance of the post-office at Grange Camp, Va.,
and to which matter I called your official attention on the 7th instant, specific-
ally stating that on the basis of certain other letters presented by Mr., Wed-
derburn I trusted that you counld see your way clear to continue that office,

I have no desire to receive further information of the investigation which
youstate is still in progress, The reasons furnished for the discontinuance of
the oflice seem to me ample for your decision in the matter,

Very respectfully,
A. S, PADDOCK,

United Stafes Senalte,
Hon. Jous WANAMAKER,
Postmaster-General, Washington, D, (.

C.—PAPERS IN OFFICE OF CHIEF POST-OFFICE INSPECTOR.
PosT-OFFICE DEPARTHMEST, OFFICE OF PosT-OFFICE INSPECTOR,
Washington, D, C., July 12,1800,
DEAR Sir:; This case was made up for the purpose of investigating the status
of The National Farm and Fireside, a paper claiming to have its publication of-
floe at Grange Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia, with a view of ascertaining the
legitimate subscription list to said paper, and also to report upon the fact
whether it should be mailed as second-class malter at the pound rates of post-
ge. This investigalion has developed a state of facts in connection with the
range %I:J:dpmt{omm. the publication of The National Farm Fireside, and

Alex. J. erburn that seems to be without a parallel in the history of the
Dad:.ﬂment-.
the 9th fnstant I reported upon the post-office at Grange Camp, and in this

Ishall, as closely as possible, contine myselfto The National Farm and Fireside,
and later I will submit a report upon Mr. Wedderburn,

The National Farm and Fireside, published by Alex.J. Wedderburn, is a
weekly newspaper that has been printed and published at Alexandria, Va.,en-
tered ne second-class matter, and mailed at Grange Camp, Va., and bearing the
name of Washington, D, ., on the front page, seemingly for the purpose of cre-
ating the impression that it was a Washington paper, As to the subscribers to
the paper, Mr. W, 8 Swayze, who has been familiar with the mlilinf of the
paper, having been attending to the post-office at Grange Camp weighing and
mailing the informed me on June 5 that about 60 pounds of each issue
were sent to sul bers, or those supposed to be, and a much larger number
mailed every week as ‘ sample copies; ™ for illustration, from April 1, 1890, to
May 30, 1890, there were sent out nine issues, aggregating 2,994 pounds; for the
nine issues it would take 540 pounds for the subscribers, and the balance, or
2,454 pounds, were sent out as "' sample copies.”

I weighed some of these papers, and it takes about sixteen to make a pound,
so that while 960 copies were sent to subseribers, 4,862 copies were mailed as
‘“*sample copies " each week. Mr. Wedderburn stated to Major Rathbone inan
interview on June 20, tothe question, * How many subscribers have you? ” that
““There are some 2,000 on the books;. I will say over 500," Question* * How
many sample copies do you send out permonth? ” Answer: ** When Congress
is not in session we send very few; when it is in session we send as many as
we can dispose of ; '’ and stated that of one issue he had sent out as many as 25,-
000 copies. He further stated that ** it (the paper) bﬁlong:‘r.o John J. Nicholson
& Sons,of Baltimore; I run it for them; " and that he had never printed less
than 2,000 copies.

In a statement filed by Mr. Wedderburn in this office on July 7, 1800, he says
his regular subscribers are 304; to exchan advertisers, mmphmen.tar}',and

similar statement to g;.nu in the presence of Colonel Helm, This would show
that, while he claims Nicholson & Sons as his financial backers,the Post-Oflice
Department, innocently, has been in reality ing him the means to run
his paper. ly it can not be the policy of the Department to establish post-
oftices for the sole benefitof one man, and thereby enable him to publish a news-
paper, in effect offering a subsidy for that purpose. Should this be so, there is
no telling how far it may be abused, and it would be setting a proeetiant that

would in all probabilit; taken advantage of by other publishers who are un-
able finanecially to runtheir papers,
Very respectfully,
2 M}%ﬂ.oﬁ(}}m oty
¢ Inspeclor,
J. D. K156, Esq., =

Inspector in Charge, Washington, D, C.
PosT-0FFICE DEPARTMENT,
OFFI1CE oF PosT-OFFICE INSPECTOR,
Washington, D, C., July 31, 1890,

DEAR S1R: Grange Camp post-office, Fairfax County, Virginia, was esta
lished April 22, 1857, upon a petition signed by forty Y v:fi.oh | fth
inclosed, This petition was filed with the De, ent April 17, 1887, by Alex.
J. Wedderburn., Ludwell H, Luckett, & man in the employ of the said Wedder-
burn, was appointed postmaster. Since this office was established to the date
of its disconlinuance, June 23, 1890, it has been in charge of the following per-
sons: Ludwell H. Luckett, John M. Fletcher, Thomas B, Crittenden, Graham
z‘i:i: W. B, Swayze, and Miss Minnie Swayze, all in the employ of the said Wed-

erburn.

Ludwell H. Luckett, the post ter, r ined at Grange Camp about four
months in the early part of 1887, He then moved to Union, Loudoun County,
Virginia, where he has since resided, retaining all the time the position of 4
master at Grange Camp in name, permitting Mr. Wedderburn tos t whom
he wanted to act as assistant postmaster and to run the office. Of the above-
uamed parties who have at different times had charge of the post-oftice, Lud-
well H. Luckett, John M. Fletcher, Thomas C. Crittenden, and Graham Hill were
regularly in the employ of the said Wedderburn, and attended tothe t-office
as a part of their regular duties, and receive no extra compensation for attend-
ing to the duties of the post-office or any of the revenues of the said office,

January 20, 1889, W. S, Bwayze and his daughter, Miss Minnie Swayze, as-
sumed charge of the office, and Wedderburn agreed to pay Miss Minnie Swayze
the sum of §10 per month to run the office. Thissum he paid to October 29,
1889 (nine months); from this time to June 25, 1890, he paid nothing, except to
allow Swayze and hisfamily toliveina house on the Grange Camp Etir grounds
free of rent. From April 22, 1857, to June 25, 1890, Alex.J. Wedderburn has re-
ceived the entire revenue of the office, amounting to the sum of $1,215.02,

Iathe agreement between Mr. Wedderburn and Miss Swayze she wasto keep
an account of all matter mailed at the Grange Camp office other than that
mailed by Mr, Wedderburn, and it was to bea part of hersalary goingtowards
making up the §10 per month that he was to pay her. In her afMidavit she
swears the amount she received from January 29, 1889, to December 3], 1889,
was §11.97, and from January 1, 1890, to June 25, 1890, it was $£2.50, or for the
seventeen months she was in charge $14.56 about 86 cents per month. This
would make the legitimate revenues of the office from the date of its establish-
ment, .'\{Al‘ﬂ 22, 1887, to its discontinuance, June 23, 15800, over three years, about
£32.30, 1 feel sure from the surroundings and the patrons (which will be shown
later) that this is a liberal estimate, Mr. Wedderburn received $1,215.02; the
legitimate reoeirts would have been $32.30 ; showing thal he has received the
sum of §1,182.72 illegitimately.

Grange Camp is situated on the Washington and Ohio Railroad, between
Dunn Loring and Vienna. The distance from Grange Camp to Vienna post-
office is 1.6 miles, from Dunn Loring post-office L mile, and from Maryfield post-
office 2} miles. (See Diagram, Exhibit A.) At Grange Camp there is held once
a year an agricultural fair, from which it derives its name. These grounds con-
tain 40 acres. Grange Camp can hardly be called a railroad station, for the
reason that thereisnoagent and no trainsstop unless they are signaled. There
is no business of any kind earried on exceptfor one week in the year when the
fairisbeing held. In aboutone-fourth of a mile live two brothers, A, C. Will-
iams and Franklin Williams, They are farmers and live in the same yard.

The two Williams brothers and their families were the only regular patrons
of the Grlmlgc Camp post-office. This is not only shown by a personal obser-
vation (for I walked over the ground from Dunn Loring to Vieuna), but is
sworn to by both W.8. Swayze and Miss Minnie Swayze. (Exhibits Band C.)
This does not include Swayze and his family, as they are not permanent, or
Wedderburn and his family, as thoir only reside at Grange Camp during the
su their resid being in Alexandria, Va, Mr A, O, Williams, who is

to officers of the State Granges, 297; and Lo Congressmen and S 8, '
making a total of 1,005. . These 404 to members of Congress and Senators he
states are all l);ld for, but when asked who paid for them he declined to say,
So that from his own statement he sends out from 2,000 to 25,000 coples each is-
sue, and his actual, bona fAide subscribers, who themselves take his paperand pay
!or’i&, amount to just 34 ; now adding to these the 404 that are sent to members
of Congress and Senators, we have 708, all that he claims are paid for. On June
25 the flice at Grange Camp was discontinued, but ugﬂn the order issued
June 28, 1890, signed by Hon. A. D, H , Third Assistant Postmaster-General,
Mr. Wedderburn has been permitted to mail his paper at Alexandria, Va. July
5, IEI&. he mailed 70 pounds, pul])orl.lng to be to the regular subscribers,and on
July 8, 1890, he mailed 253 as 1 pies," all addressed to parties
living in the State of Louisiana.

The subseription price of this paper is §1 per year, and the number gent to
subseribers is so small as 1 to the number sent as ** sample copies ' that
it would seem that the paper is being published at nominal rates, and is there-
fore not entitled to the privileges of second-class rates under the rulings that
have heretofore been governing the Department. Psr&?th 4 of section 328,
Postal Laws and Regulations, requires a paper to have a legitimate list of sub-
seribers, and that it must not be “ designed primarily for ndvertising purposes,
or for free circulation, or for circulation at nominal rates.”” (Act of March 38,1879,
sec. 14, 20 Stats., 359.)

Following paragraph 4 of section 331, Postal Laws and Regulations, in defin-
ing the mmi:& of section 328, *'The question whether a pablication iscrrl-
marily designed for advertising purposes is one of fact, to be determined in
each case from the evidence" (16 Opins, Atty, Gen.3038), and in doubtful cases
the Department will judge from the amnmce and matter in the publication,
the price and amount derived from subscription, * the number of subscribers
in proportion tothe issue, * * * or if the eirculation be principally gratu-
itous, and the list of subscribers so small as to appear only a nominal list, se-
cured memlz to bring the publication within the pound rates, * %= & ji
MAY T ‘g be d dto lesigned primarily foradvertising purposes™
(Paragraph 4 of section 340, Postal Laws and Regulations). * After a publica-
tion hias been admitted to d-class rates, the continuous mailing of sampie
copies in numbers exceeding the issue to regular subscribers # #* # will be
deemed evidence that the publication is primarily designed for advertising or
free cirenlation.”

Mr. Wedderburn stated that the only interest John J. Nieholson & Sons had
in his paper was that they were his financial backers. Still he hasst ted to me
fhat be could not have published his paper bad he not been allowed the privi-
leges and revennes of the post-office at Grange Camp, Va. He also madea

mentioned as having been one of the patrons of the Grange Camp post-ofice,
is in fact and has been all the time a regular patron of the Vienna office,

He informed me that he had a box in that office and had kept it for the past
fifteen years. He had not changed it to Grange Camp fof two reasons; the first
was that he did not know that the office at Grange p would be permanent
and the second was that both his wife and himself were correspondents for sev-
eral newspapers, and Vienna was known as their office, and he did not care to

change it. 1 told him his argument was very strong, showing that there was
;ml g;ﬁ:aslty for the office at Grange Camp. (Special report under date of July

Of the forty names signed to the petition upon which the post-office wns es-
tablished only fourteen were ever patrons. These were members of the fam-
Eigg‘olgt]he two Willinmses and Wedderburn and those employed by them. (Ex-

it D.

Ludwell H, Luckett, who was the only postmaster ever appointed at Grange
Camp, swears thut he never received one cent of the emoluments of the office,
and that he took the appointment simg{l; through the request of Mr, Wedder-
burn,who had been very kind tohim. ( Exhibit E.) The post-office at Gran,
Camp has been controlled by and run almost uxc]uai\'alg in the interest of the
said Alex. J. Wedderburn; in faet, in a statement filed by him, which is here-
with inclosed, he states that * it was known by every one that the office was
created afler carefnl investigation for my henefit,”” Nearly all the matter mailed
at Grau;fe Camp has been carried or shipped there by the said Wedderburn:
stamps have been put upon his mail without any payment therefor. He has

ublished The National Farm and Fireside, a weekly newspaper, at Alexandria,

‘., and shipped it there by freight, from which office il was sent as second-
class matter at the pound rates, « i

He sent large quantities of letters and circulars there to be mailed. Upon all
of these the postage would be put at Grange Camp, and he paid for none of the
stamps, thereby causing (I think innocently) the officials who were acting for
hini and in charge of the office to violate the act of Congress of June 17, 1574 (sec,
174 P. L. and R ), and violating, himself, section 5451 of the Revised Statutes o1
the United States, in that he was pnlzinz a Government official (Miss Swayze)
to commit a crime, or fraud, against the laws of the United States, Wedderburn
would at the end of each quarter deposit a sum due the United States, as shown
b‘\;;hc quarterly statement. This isall he ever paid. He has, in my opinion,
also violated section 5475 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in that ha
has used this pogt-office and the property of the Post-Office Department (stamps)
for his convenience, and has appropriated the same to hisown use to the detrie
ment of the Government and of the public service,
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Mr. Wedderburn has also solicited matter in the city of Washington to be
mailed at Grangé Camp, stating that he received 60 cent, for so-doing. (See
statement made by Mrs. Charlotte Smith, Exhibit F.) This she s to me,
afler reading it over to her several times, was absolutely correct, but refused to
sign it and swear toit, saying she did not wish to get Mr. Wedderburn into any
trouble. (Mrs. Charlotte Smith is the editor of a paper published in the city of
Wmhinﬁton. known as The Working Woman.)

The National Farm and Fireside, t &Jnﬁ:: published by Mr. Wedderburn, to
which reference has already been made, been printed at Alexandria, ‘fﬂ..
entered as second-class matter and mailed at Grange Camp, Va.,and bearing the
name of Washington, D, C,, on the front page, seemingly for the purpose of creat-
ing the impression that it was a Washington paper.

As to the subseribers to The National Farm and Fireside in a statement filed
by Mr, Wedderburn (Exhibit G}, he says his regular subscribers are 304. He
sends to exchanges, advertisers, complimentary, and to the officers of State
Granges 297, and to Congresamen and Senators 404, making a total of 1,005,
These 404 to the members and Senators he claims are all paid for, but refused to
say who paid forthem. It will therefore be seen from his own statement that
he has just 394 actual, bona fide subscribers who take his paper and pay for it
themselves. In an interview with Major Rathbone, Chief Inspector,on June
20, Mr, Wedderburn stated that he never !)rtnted less than 2,000 mpie- of his

per,and sometimes as many as25,000 copies. All of the copies of The Nutional
rmy and Fireside over and above those sent to subscribers, and the ones men-

tioned above, are sent out as sample copies, and this is done every week, the
sample copies always exceeding the subscription list.

Since the discontinuance of the Grange Oamp post-office, the National Farm
and Fireside has been mailed at Alexandria, Va.,under an order dated June 28,
1890, signed by Hon. A, D, Hazen, Third Assistant r-General, OnJ
5 he mailed 70 pounds purporting to belo subseribers, and on July 8 he maile:
253 pounds as sample copies,all addressed to parties in the State of Louisians,
80 it will be seen that of this issue he mailed three and a half times as many as
sample copies as he did to hissubseribers, In sending out his raper as he
it would seem to me that Mr. Wedderburn has clearly vio wn,rrn?h 4
section 328, P. 1. and R,, the clause following I;mm.s'l'a;m 4 of section 331 P. L.
n?:'Ti Ilt..lai!?ljiagal:;ngrnph 1 of section 40 P.L.and R. (Special report under date
of July .

My conclusions are that Grange Camp post-office should not be re-estab-
lished: The National Farm and Fireside should not be permitted to be sent
through the mails at second-class rates, and that Alex. J. Wedderburn should
be prosecuted for the violation of sections 5451 and 5475 of the Revised Statutes
of the United States,

Iam, very respectfully,
T, M. ARRTNG}ON.
Post-Office Inspeclor.
J. D. Kix6, Esq., .
Imspector in Charge, Washington, D. C.,

Exmierrs Iv Case No, 121527, C, GrAxXGE Camp, Va.
A.

A, GRANGE CAMPE
B. DUNN LORING, £ O.

C. VIENNA, P O.

D. MARYFIELD, P 0.

E. OAKTON, P.0.

F. FAIRFAX C.H.,P.0.

G. WEDDERBURN'S HOUSE,

H A.C.& F. WILLIAM S HOUSES.
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.vamhﬂhmmﬂéwm-ﬂﬁﬂm.? gind

“That she came to Oamp, Va., with her father, W. 8. Bwayze, in De-
; , 1588 ‘that her fa eame 0t the and req ar. A,
Wedderbnrn to take charge of the fnir grounds ; that on Janu-
m.'M,-hawnmb’ﬂ by Mr. :

ata of §10 per month, Mr, Wedderburn ‘to pay her that

: it was understood that what money was

“was to be a part of the §10, and that Mr, Wedderburn was to pay the balance;
that from Janunary 29, 1880, to December 31, 1889,
office amounting to §11.97; that Mr. Wedderburn paid the balanee, makin,
$10 per montb to some time in October, 1859, since which time he hns paid noth-

January 18,1800, to June 25,1890, she took in cash in the post-office £2.59;
‘that My, Wedderburn would send his mail matter, isting of newsy

and circulars, to the flice by freight and individuals coming from
Alexandria, Va., weekly, to be mailed at Grange Camp; that she ed her-
self as in the employ of Mr. Wedderburn and did what he di her to do
with the mail matter; that the postage was all put on at Grange Camp from
stamps furnished by the Department; that Mr. Wedderburn never paid for any
of them ; that he had entire control of the post-office, and at the end of each
quarter, when the quarterly statementwas rendered the Department, e would
usually t the balance due,and that was all he ever ﬂl d.

He never, in fact, paid for any of the stamps, either for his newspapers or for
his letters or circulars; that soon after she took charge of the office she thought
she ought not to let him have the stamps without his paying for them, and sent
him word that he must pay for them, and he stated lﬂ;t it was all right ; that
the Department understood it; that an inspector had been to Grange Camp and
they (meaning the Department) knew all about it; that since she took charge
of the Mice, January 29, 1830, to June 23, 1890, the date it was discontinued,
the only regular patrons of the Grange Camp gommt.\e were Mr. Franklin
Willinms and Mr. A. C, Willinms (iwo brothers living in the same yard) and
their families, besides, of course, her father's family and Mr, Wedderburn,

; MINNIE SWAYZE.

4

Witness:
AL M, Swavze,

Sworn to and subscribed before me, at Grange Camp, Va., Jaly 17, 1890,
¢ T. M. ARRINGTOX, |

AvcUsT 30,
Names to the petition jiled in the Depariment April 17, 1887, ele.—~Continned.
Names. \Present post-office, Remntlks.
F. A. WilLams ...ouusineisens| Vienns, V& ... other of Franklin Williams.
Mra. M. F. Williams Wie of A. C. Williams,
Willinm D t o been time, -
Charles A, Deni: o
Mrs. Oharles A. Deni ..flo Do.
Fannie Willinms.........ccoeeees| Washington,D.C..!| Daughter of Franklin Will-
T.A. King cenes| Not known.
Mary Haney (eol.)......cernssns | Vienna, Va...........| Has been all the time.
Lizzie Bell l{’m!.} do il Do.
Harriet Bell (col.) do Do,
Reial Marier (col.)...... ‘Dead ; post-oftice was Vienna.
; ret Harrison........ weee| Vienns, V..., Has been all the time,
James Frey (eol.), do Do.
Ha Brown (eol.)...... < do = g
unn VA, A
no Loring, Va o
AELART. T e S T Do.
Pittsburgh, Pa.
o] Vienna, Vi ..o Has been all the time,
.| Not known.
Henry Hudson (col, | Dead; did live with A.C. Will-
Susin Jackson {col) ... i Vienna, Va...........| Has been all the time.
Katie West (col.)......... =) Aeny . P e = Do.
Mrs. Hannah Hudson (eol.).| Dunn Loring,Va. Do,
Miss Missoura Hudson (col.) Somew here in
Massachusetts,
Henry Nickens (col.)..........., Lewinsville, Va ...| Has been all the time,
Maria Nickens (col.) ... S Do.
Austin Crump AFLh 244 veseena| NOb KnOWN.
George Beverly (col.) ........ I Somewhere in | Wasat Grange Camp a short

time.

| _ Pennsylvania.

Post-Office Insp

C.

W. 8, SwavzE, being first duly sworn, makes the following statement, to wit :
That he now resi at Grange Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia; that he
moved there from Prince Willinm County, Virginia, December 14, 1 at the
earnest solicitations of Mr, A, J. Wedderburn, to assume charge of the Grange
Camp fair grounds; that when he first came to Grange Camp & young man in
the employ of Mr. Wedderhurn, by the name of Graham Hill, was in charge of
the post-office; that on Jnnua.rg 21{ 1889, his daughter, Miss Minnie Swayze, and
imself assumed charge of the post-office nuﬁ were in gha of the same
until the office was discontinued June 25, 1800; that Mr. Wedderburn agreed
ttaray Miss Minnie Swoyze $10 per month for her services in running the post-
office ; that the post-office was run under the direction of Mr. Wedderburn;
that he had entire control of it; that he sent his mail matter to the post-office
ma-nhrlﬁ to be mailed by freight from Al dria, Va., 1 ¥ persons
coming from Alexandria to Grange Camp; that this mail matter consisted of
letters, cireulars, and newspapers, sometlimes in very large quantities; thatthe
necessary postage was put on thismail matter at Grange Campfrom stamps fur-
nished by the Department; that his daughter objected to thisunless the stamps
were paid for, and Mr, Wedderburn stated to himthat it was all right; thattbe
Department understood all about it; that doring this time Ludwell H. Luckett
was postmaster, he resided at Unison, Londoun County, Virginia,and gave no
attention to the office, having nothing whatever to do with it; that his daugh-
ter and himselfl took charge of the office at the requestof Mr. Wedderburn,
That on October 29, 1889, a settlement was had with Mr. Wedderburn, and he
id #90 for nine months’ service for Miss Minnie in attending to the post-office.
nce that date he has paid nothing. That Mr. Wedderburn never paid for any
of the stamps, the postage on his mail ; that at the end oleach quarter he would
deposit the amount due the United States, and that was all he ever paid; that
upon one oceasion Mr. Wedderburn remarked that we ought to have the Gov-
ernment owing us sometimes; that the t-office at Grange Camp was on the
Wnshing)u and Ohio Railroad, about three-fourths of a mile from the post-
office at Dunn Loring, and 1} miles from the flice at 'Vienna, and about 2
miles from the post-office at Maryfleld, That there iano station tat Grange
“Camp and trains do not stop.except upon being signaled; that the roz.-ulnt pa-
trons of the Grange Cnmp post-office were A, U, Williams, Franklin Williawms,
A.J. Wedderburn, and himsglf and their families, and these would be all if the

office was again established,

W. 8. 8WAYZE,

Witness: ~
War, J. MAXWELL.,

Sworn to and subseribed before me in Washington, D. C., July 21, 1850,
T. M. ARRINGTON,
Posi-Office Inspecior.

D.

Names o the petition filed in the Department April 17, 1887, uponwhich the posi-ofiice
at Grange Camp was cslablished.

Present post-office.

Names. Remarlks,

Alexander J. Wedderburn... Washington and

Alexandria.
Mrs. 1. 8. Wedderburn ....... A3 pr i) | e L iy «| Wife of AL J. Wedderburn.
Tk B. Crittend West Point, Va.... W];a; printer for A.J, Wedder-
.
John M, Fletcher.. Baltimore, Md Do. :

Was at Grange Camp four
months in the em ploy of
W edderburn.

Afother of A, J. Wedderbur.

L. 0. Luckett....... .| Unison, Va.

Mrs. Dr. Wedderburn...........| Alexandria, Va....

Gus Wedderburn,,.........cones] Washington and | Bon of A. J. Wedderburn, 16
. I Alexandria, yenir:;! old when he signed
tion.
Franklin Willinms........... .| Vienna, Va..........| Lives near Gmnge Camp.
F. Willhmaljr do Son of Franklin Willlams.
Mrs. H. Willinms do Wife of Franklin Williams.
A. C, Williams do.... Brother of Franklin Williamas,

The only signers to this ‘Eotiﬁun that received their mail at the Grange Camp
post-office were those of the two Williams families and Mr, Wedderburn and
those in his employ, in all fourteen.

This information was obtained from F.I,. Brenizer, postmaster at Dunn Lor-
ing, A. C. Staats, postmaster at Vienna, and Miss Minnie Swayze, assistant post-
master at Grange Camp,

Of the 40 petitioners, just one-half are colored people.

E.

In connection with the post-office at Grange Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia,
Mr. Ludwell H. Luckett, the late postmaster, makes the following statement:
That at the time of his appointment as postmaster he was living at Grange
Camp, This was in the spring or early in the summer of 1887, That he con-
tinued to reside at Grange p for a few months thereafter, He then moved
to Unison, Lovdoun County, Virginia, where he has since resided. Unison is
about 25 or 30 miles from Grange Camp. When he left Grange Camp in 1887
John M, Fletcher, an employé of Mr, A, J. Wedderburn, was in charge of the

st-oftice,
m:\!‘l.el' Mr, Fletcherleft Grange Camp Mr, Graham Hill had charge of the office.
Hill was also in the employ of Mr, A, J. Wedderburn, After Hill, Mr, W, 8.
Swayze and his daoghter, Miss Minnie Swayze, have had of the post-
office. That he has never had any direct benefit from the post-oftice ; hasnever
received any of its revenue; that he took the ngepolntmant at the request of Mr,
A.J. Wedderburn, who had for several years been a friend of his,and he was

lad to be of service to him ; that it was understoed between h If and Mr,

Vedderburn that Mr. Wedderburn was to have charge of the post-office, pay the
expeuses, and have what the office paid ; that Mr, Wedderburn always su, ed
whom he wanted tobein charge of the offi d he had appointed them. That he
has given the office no personal supervision since he left Grange Camp in 1857,
That he knew Mr, Wedderburn was printing his paper in Alexandria and mail-
ing it at Grange Carop, but he thought it was all right; in fact, had givenitvery
little thought, That he does not know how many patrons the office has had, *

Afteretamining the petition upon which he was appointed postmaster Mr.
Luckett states that he does not know very many of them and does not know
where they get theirmail. Not having attended to the post-office in person, he
is unable to say just when they get their mail or how ml::g of them that were
patrons of the Grange Camp office. After Mr. Fletcher charge of the oflice
and before Mr. Hill took charge Mr. Thomas B, Crittenden had charge of the
office for a short time; he was also in the employ of Mr, Wedderburn, That
when he was appointed postmaster he was in the employ of Mr, Wedderburn.

Q. Now, Mr. Luckett, I desire to ask you plainly whether or not you and
Mr. Wedderburn ever entered intoany agreement by which you were to take
the-appointment as postmaster and he was to look after the mailing of his
matter and that of others, witha view of increasing the revenue for his benefit.

A. No, I never entered into any such agreement,

Q. Why did you take the sgpo‘intment as postmaster ?

A. Itook it simply throngh the request of Mr. Wedderburn, who had been
very kind to me, and I was glad to do anything I could for him in return,

Q. Do you know how much money Mr. Wedderburn has made out of the
post-office?

A. Ido not; have no idea.

Q. How long did you reside at Grange Camp?

A. About four months, I think in 1857,

. Did you and Mr. Wedderburn ever make any agreement by which he
was to pay the expenses of running the office and he to have the revenue?

A. No, we made no such an agreement; but I supposed if there was any
revenue he was receiving it. I never gave the matter a thought, ‘

Q. Did you know that the office was being used by Mr, Wedderburn soiely in
his own interest, and that by bringing his mail from Alexandria to mail in the
Grange Camp office he was defrauding the Government?

A. No; 1 did not have any knowledge of this, and if I had known of it I
sliould have at once reported it. If I had known anything was wrong I should
have at once let the Department know it.

Q. Did you know that Mr, Wedderburn was using the stamps from the post-
oﬁmfg;ldnotlpuyinz for them ?

- not.

L.H.LUCKETT.

Sworn and subseribed to before me, at Grange ()am,F. Vu..Julldr 2, 1890,
. AL ARRINGTON, =
Post-Office Tnspector.
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owm
printing, ete.; that
dmtcruelotbymﬂ thnwhan
presen bill to edd he seemed to get mad nn& refused to
the 210 that she hnd pulﬁfw l'i as his reason that he desired
that he g e gotte 60 per toftha “‘ﬁ zh‘:‘"
t e conl ve n T Ccen
that he did not want her to nf:ﬂ anr more, but to thm!m that after
this she did give him one lot to mail and he took away with him—about
two hund letters.

July 16 I ealled upon Mrs. Charlotle Emlﬂ: md mommemtm
with attached, to me. I called again on requested her to and
swear to the same, I read itover va enmf‘ ly to her and made one nge,
that of buying the stamps at the Senale post-office, at her suggestion, and then
read it over again to her, and she stated that it was mc& in e
but refused to sign it, my'ing that she dld not want to get Mr. Wedderburn in
any trouble; that Colonel Dudley was her friend, and she would talk to him

out it. She stated that Wedderburn called upon her elhrday and paid her

bi:l-.urc;ehe&wgihu Shomqﬂt(:&&tai:emm about the postal
offlc! om Lhe Postmaster-General rWOoImen.
a T. M. ARRINGTOXN.

JuLy 19, 1800,

LT
Wasmixaroxw, D. C., July 7, 1500,
An securate count of my mail-book shows as follows:

Regnlar subscribers a4
Exchanges 45
ABVOTHIIOTS . i o i 5 fbessaareesd idabrarsises sasasasasssisns oy 14
Compli 3 s L et e e Ve Rk RPN s e b SRR | ]
441

ngressmen and Senators (all paid for) 404

160

1,005
ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN,
Publisher National Farm and Fireside.

flicers of State granges ......

Statement made by Aler. J. Wedderburn, June 20, 1890, in chicf inspeclor's office.

Alex.J, Wedderburn, editor and publisher of The National Farm and Fireside,
called at my office to-day and made the following statement :

Mr. WEpDEREURY, The trouble I had was this, There was no reason for in-
vestigation. 1 am perfectly willing to go into all that. I had at least one thou-
sand or fiteen hundred subscribers on my book, and quite & number of sub-
geribers all over the United States. It puts me in an awful fix,

Mr, RaTuBoxE. There is one thing I do not understand, and I would like to
have you explain it to me, and 1 am ghﬂ that you h have called,

The Pn!‘lrxgﬁ*.oe Department- pp down there some Lwo or

years ago, who resides 51 miles swm_r 7 from Grange Camp; he hasno con-
trol over the o whatever; and you employ some lady down there—a Miss
Swayze, I believe—to take charge of the office. You mwhurﬂﬂn month (or
have been until January, sinee which time ycm have her house-
rent in lieu of her services). This postmaster has no more eontrol over that of-
fice than a men in China: and you seem to be mnmujng it and running it,
and, as I understand, you get the profits. Am Iright?

Mr. WEDDERBURYS, Yes,sir. Let metell you the whole thing: I camehereto
this Deparimentabout three years ngn 1 went to see Mr. Hayuie, who was chief
elerk. 1 waaintroduced to hlm 1 made a statement to him. Isaw the First
Assistant Postmaster-General T had letters of introduction to him, and told
himvaphtnlytm I was go out there in the country and wunted to run

post-office, and that I wn.n Mr. L—, wbommpoﬂnmdmtoftho
grounds and who was in my employ, to ba a pointed postmaster. He asked
me to get recommendations, and 1 did so. tlutl about making the ap-
pointment, and asked me to write a letter, nnd Isat down and wrote a letter lnd
stated stated to Mr. Hnynie—eury&hing_ They then made the ap-
ntment, and hestaid thcmahout ﬂm orsix montbs and when he went away
E’r B.C He ran the post-office as his
mhunt and Mr, H asa clerk. I made armugements with Mr.S——to
and take charge ofthe &munds and runthe hotel. Idid notdividethe profits,
fu tied that out of the post-office he should get §10 s month. Igave him
up to the 1st of January—

. RaTEBosE. | understand, further, that there are but two patmusuﬂ.hunr-
fice outside of yourself—two brothers—and that on one sidea pnwm‘noe s only
three-quarters of a mile from your offiee, and on the other side a mﬂamdn
q

uarter.

Mr, WenpERBURK. That is a mistake.

Mr. RaTHBONE, What is the nearest post-office ?

Mr. WeppERBURN. It i3 nine-tenths of a mile, Dunn Loring. Itisabouta
mile and nquaﬂerwzou walk it, and by the railroad it isnine-tenths of a mile,
Mr. RATHBONE, at is the nearest post-oftice on the side?

Mr. WeppERBURY, Vienna; about 2 miles by going around the road.

Mr Bataeose. How many patrons are there of the Grange Camp post-of-

M.r WeppEReUES. I ean not answer that, sir ; T do not know, because I never
had anything—, When I that I went tin the neighbor-
hood, and yon will find herean a plw&t on for that ce signed by over
thirty (I started to say over forty, I am positive it was over thirt; le)

to have a summer resort there if the association had not got into trou-

and prevented us from doing it.

B.umm ‘What Is your arrangement with Mr, Luckett?
ll: nt was that Iwuto n!ltha

ll:ka him his ‘ani.he , I
you thuthlngll? tatm Ihlvenotun.do

o not Why should you control this post-

uﬁmyoumlf.nudmhwumappo postmaster who lives 51 miles

away ?

Mr. WEDDEREUEN. He was not 5l miles away when he was 1gpu

Mr. RaTaroNe., Why did you not take the post-office yourse Whydjd you
R s I perfectly willing to tmastershi

EDDEERBURY. I am now ¥ W b

unless Mr. W would take it. Thsmmwel:unnﬂtmﬁeuy
I will be perfectly frank in telling you, Bim ghﬂm“mhw
to work and makea change in postmaster an J’ angethe bond, and that
3‘?? some trouble, and I have been so busy that I have not been able to attend

Mr. RaTneosE. You make all the requisitions for sl;am]i:. as I understand ?

Mr, WepDERBURK. Ihave neverdone anything of thatkind, Mr, Swayze,the
assistant postmaster, makes all that.

Mr, RATHRONE, You are the prineipal patron of that office?

Mr. WEDDEREURN, Yes, sir.

. RBaTEBONE. Don’t you know as a fact that there are but two other people
who getthnir mail at that office ?

Mr, WEpDERBURY. Indeed I don'tsir. I think you are mistaken about that,
sir, to the best of my knowledge and belief,

Mr. Ratruose. How do yousend out this publication, The National Farm and
Fireside; do you send it at second-class rates?

Mr. WEDDERBURSN, Yes, sir; certainly, sir.

r. RATHEONF. How many subscribers have Lgm

Mr. WEDDERBURYN. There are some 2,000 on books; T will say over 500.

Mr. Raraeoxe, How many sample copies do you send out fu month ?

Mr. Wepnereury, When Congress is not in session we send very few; when

t is in session we send as many as we can

Mr, RaATHeOoSE. How many do you think you bhave sent out {n the past five
or six months?

Mr. WepDERBURS. I could give you that exnctly, sir. One issue was 25,000,
including our regular edition, as an extra edition,

Mr. RATHBOXNE. I understand that you publish this paper in Alexandria, You
live in Alexandria’

Mr. benrsscxx Yes, sir; I live in Alexandria about five months and in
Grange Camp aboat seven months; and I have an office in Alexandria.

Mr, RaTapoxe, Where do you print your paper- in Alexandria?

AMr. WepDERBURS. I print my plg:tx

Mr. Rarapowe. You have a lock-) in the post-office at Alexandria?

Mr. WepDERBUER. I have a loek-box there.

Mr, RaTapoxe, Also in Washington?

Mr. WEDDERBUEN. Yes.

Mr, RaraeoxE. Have you an oflice in Washington?

Mr. WEDDERBURY. I have no business office in Washington. The idea is to
get an agricultural paper. We put the place on ** Washilﬁhn " and that was
taken up by the Attorney-General hmhand they decided is is—

Mr. RaTanoxE, Are all of the copies this?

Mr., Ws:nnmmt'a\' They are all exactly alike, sir.

Mr. RaTasoxz, The post-office has been abolished,

Mr. WeppeaevRN. I ho that that could be chan

. because wemodn

post-office there, and I do not think it wonld be a muatter to do that,
Mr. Rarasoxe, My information is based on an in , 88 that there are only
two patronsof the office outside of yourself. Ifthat true, there is no occasion

for a post-office
itMi;"i‘t: EDDERBURY. Suppose, for instance, I have got mail there; I am sending
off there—

Mr. Rarasoxe. You pﬂhliahs%nper in Alexandria; now why not mail it
tgere? Why do you send them express down to Grnnge p to mail
them?
uiMr‘ WEDDERBURS. hF;or the sl.?lple rmoa- on want to knTl;w that—the last

ighteen months we have had a lit Camp, pr!ul my ' 4
there in the winter-time requires a u.i.ldlnx that {'hsvn not Rot t req pe

building with plaster. You can not run o press in cold weather w!umui ml
and that was the only reason the printing office was mpoved to Alexandria, and
as soon as this litigation has—

Mr. RaTasoxe, Did I?mt ever print this paper in oﬁ

Mr. WEDDERBURN. six months, from March until the following Febru-
ary.

Mr. RaTEBOXE. You have to pay the same amount of postage at Grange
Caanp that you would in Ale: 2

R inenare, The sddithan is the transportation of the

THRONE, The a nal expense ® Lranspo on T

from Alexandria to Grange Cnmglo s

Mr. WEDDERBUES. I am not bothered about that, sir, I am willing to mail
this paper in Alexandria.

Mr. RATHBOSE. It looks fo me thatthe maintenance of a post-office at Grange
Cla.mp is almost exclusively for the convenience of one patron—just the one

\!r. \\r EDPDERBURY. Itis very largely, It maybe but it seems to me il
las been for the benefit of our whole order in the l?chad

Mr. RaTEBONE. Would it not be cheaper for you to mii yo:u- publication at
Vienna, which is only a mile away? Could you not haul it from Camp Grange
to Vienna cheaper than from Alexandria?

Mr, WEDDERBURYN. No,sir; because we ean haul it from Alexandria for 8 cents
ahundred if we hadtogat lt, and from \"ienna is would cost me more,

Mr. RATHBONE, Ani of this Depar ined these publications,
and in his opinion they were unmnllsblﬂ at the rates ‘ggu were sending umm,
and report was made to me: I in turn referred it to Muiutun
mntan-ﬂenml md the Third Assistant holds that it is unmailable; the in-

oy

Mr. Rarapoxe. Patrons of that oﬂce?

Mr. WEpDERBURY, I do not know how many of them got their mail there.
The application was to have the posi-office established there.

There is another point in connection with this: We have our Grange Camp
Association fair, which runs for a week; nnd it is a very great advantage to

ple who eome from all over the countr to get their mail. In addition to
m as I stated in nfy letter, I had all this Grange Camp literature to send out,
and [ sent it out accordingly.

Personally 1 have not derived any benefit, This quesiion arose under Mr,
Haynie's supervision. They did exactly what you did; it is only a little differ-
ent. You have taken u my paper and decided to abolish the office. I come
here and I ask why? Would there be any objection to Mr., L getting the
per cent.? They said, No, I don't see that Lhere

Mr‘ RaruEsoxE. W hat is your arrangement wim Mr. Lunkeﬂ.‘

wreX, | have not any objection 'to telling you.hen the world.
llrlr-—-—-.ndl have been the warmest wwmwnu Att d:uold:
post-office he was superintenden place and the grounds an
m'f'm of them, We did not proposs to increase his salary, We ex-

d that this publication be excluded from the mails and that
the pnmﬂlu be abolished, and that recommendation was concurred in by the
Third Assistant, who excluded this publieation from the mails, and it was con-
elé_l:icd in by the First Assistant, who abolished theoffice. That isthe status of
affairs,

Mr. WEDDEREURY. In regard to the office, I snppnse that will have to be

taken up with the Flnt Assi ; but in regard to the
miun of my r, [ donot thinl: that has anything bu do with the post-office.
I subm or consideration. There is u piece of work that has been pub-

lished for sevemeen years. The firstday of mﬁ:hh year it has been published
for seventeen years, 1 bhave subscribers for the whole of that time, and the
Government steps in here and says—

Mr, RarnsoxEe, The Government has the rig'l.t! to determine what mail shall
be conveyed in the mails and what shall not; or, in other words, the law pro-
vides that certain publications shall not be uﬁrrlﬁd in the mails except at cer-
tain rates.  And the law has decided that the pnbﬂmhmin this case is prohib-
ited by the law at the rates you have been pay &.

: H:; WEDDERBURN. Isa paper publhhl.ngn bill before Congress against the
aw?
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AvcusT 30,

Mr. Rarasoxe. I do not know what {he parlicular point about this paper is.
Mr, WeppERBURN, This is a very scrious thing. Itis a question of thousands

-of dollars to me. I would not take §5,000 for my paper to-day. Isimply want

to say that I will be very much ob!igmi to you if you will let me send my paper,
I can not stop matter of that character,

Mr. RATHBOXE. The Third Assistant Postmaster-General had snt::g!e copies
of {]our paper before him, and he decides that it should be excluded from the
mails, and has done it. He is the man for you to labor with.

Mr. WEpDERBURN, I do not know what to do. I do not want to go up to the
Capitol and get men (o come here. I certainly will have to bring suit; Ican
not afford that, The Government has got no right—

Mr, RATHBONE. You are publishing a pa ere that the Department has
decided is unmailable at the rates you have been sending.

Mr. WeppeesURYN, Refer to the law; I mean the clause on which you made
%hatf:eclsion. Here I am, a citizen of the United States, doing nothing illegit-

mate.

Mr. Rarapoxg, If youare doing an illegitimate business, you must expect

Mr. WEDDERBURN, My dear sir, I am not doing an illegitimate business,

Mr. Rarasoxg. That is a question to be determined.

Mr. WeppEREURN. I have read that section (328) over very carefully, and I
can not see—, Our whole thing is information of a public character; cer-
iainly of the bestcharacter. We are publishing matter ere that no other pub-
lication in the United States discusses, and if there is anything illegitimate in
that I am absolutely unable to see what it is.

Mr. RarapoxE, This section provides that ** Nothing herein contained shall
be so construed as to admit to the second-class rate regular publications de-
signed primarily for advertising purposes, or for free circulation, or for cirenla~
tion at nominal rates.”

Mr. WeEDpERBURN, That paper is a dollar a year; you can get papersall over
the eountry for a dollar a year,

Mr. Raripoxg. Asto the question of e:cludil:;;wfrom the mails, you will have
to see the Third Assi t Post ter-G 1 ut tha uhnizasm‘llcharze
of that, These copies I should be very glad to keep and look over.

Mr. WEDDERBUEN, I would be very glad to have you keep them here where
Ican have them,

(Mr. Wedderburn left here; returned at 3 o'clock p. m. the same day, and
made the following additional statement.)

Mr. WEpDERBURN. I wanted to be allowed to send the paper out this week.
I ean not see the decision in this case would affect the paper at all; I can not
believe that, I would like very much to be allowed to mail them.

Mr, RATHBONE. I can not understand why you do not mail that paper in
Alexandria,

Mr. WeppERBURY. I asked the gentleman, and he told me that it would not
be allowed to be mailed at any polnt.

Mr. RATEBONE. The paper is unmailable, as you have been mailing it.

Mr, WeEnpERBURN., How can you hold that ?

Mr. RaTanosE. Itis an advertising paper. Tell me something about your
connection with Lhis gnper.

Mr. WeDDERBURYS. It belongs to John J. Nicholson & Sons, of Baltimore. I
run it for them,

Mr. RarapoNE. There was something said about your advaneing the passage
of this lard bill with the view of getting an appointment inthe Agricultural De-
partment. What was there about that?

Mr. WepDERBURY. That is funny, Has a man got the right to advance a
measure that he believes right or wrong; has he got the right to advance a
measure which is before Congress?

Mr. RaTusoxe. There is no doubt about that.

Mr. WEDDERBURN. I have had an appointment under the present Administra-
tion to write a book. The Committee on Agricullure unanimousl ldof&ud a
report to increase the appropriation on aceount of the work that Idid. Ithink
Mr. Rusk will take my partin that.

. Mr, RaTHBONE. Are you not pablishing this paper for the purpose of getling
an appointment ?

Mr. WEDDERBURN, No, sir,

Mr, Rarasoxe. Do you not expect to get an appointment under the bill?

lltremWn‘;nnmv. Yo, sir; if the food bill ever passed I hope to get an ap-

ntmen
er. RaTHBONE. That is the Paddock bill?

Mr. WEDDERBURN, Yep, sir; and you have not seen very much about that in
my paper,

Mr, RaTHBOSE, On this fainl. I am clear, that there should not be a post-office
at Grange Camp, because [ know from a personal investigation by one of my
men that there are ouly two patrons of that office.

Mr. WEDDERBURN, I am goinr to find out about that, and will let you know.

Mr, RATHBONE. But I have already investigated it. There are only two pa-
trons, named—

Mr. WeDDERBURN. Those are two brothers named Williams,

1 do not want to raise that question atall. Iam looking out for my m&l:;—
my pﬂfml‘ty—now: I am not asking any questions about the Grange P
post-of

Mr. Ratasose. There is one thing I would like to inguire into a little more
specific, and that is your arr t with Mr. Luckett, the post ter. You
had some arrangement with him by which he was to be postmaster in name
and yon postmasterin fact, :

Mr, WEDDERBURN, Not at all; so far as the receipts of the office are con-
cerned, yes. When Mr, Luckett was appointed, he was the clerk, just as there
are at most of these small resorts. He received some—

Mr. RarasoNe. How long was that ? »

Mr. WeEDDERBURN, Three years ago. »

Mr. RaTHBONE. And he has not been there for nearly three years ?

Mr. WenpERBURN. Heleftin about four months after that.

Mr, RATHBONE., Say nbout two years and eight months he has not been there,

Mr. WepDERBURN. No, sir; he has been there oceasionally.

Mr, RaTupoxe. What part of the work of the office do you perform, if any?

Mr, WEDDERBURYN. 1 have never looked at a single boo's, except at the end of
the quarter I have asked him to show me their reports, [ have never looked

the books to compare., They told me when he first went there that I could
not even go into the post-office; that was one of the rules, that nobody except
the postmaster, his assistant, and clerk could go into the post-office,

Mr. Ratueoxe. How do you get your stamps from that office?

Mr, WEpDERRURN. We send the papers there, and they stamp them and ean-
cel them. Very often I have sent 200 or 300 or 500 papers into the office already
stamped ; often [ send papers into the office and they stamp them.

Alr. RaTopoxe. You pay for the stamps afterwards?

Mr. WEDDERRURN. Yes, sir.

Mr, Rarasose. They render you bills for the stamps ?

Mr. WEDDERBURN, Yes, sir,

Mr, RaTapoxE. How often?

gr. },‘:““““é; About o!t_:eo in three mcmttm & .

r. RatapoNE. 8o you pay for your stamps you have used previously—
about onee in three moulg:. ¥ -

Mr., WEDDERBURN, Yes sir. Unless, in another way—sometimes I stamp
them, and get them te—

My, RaTupoNE. But as a rule you send your maiter to the office, they stamp
them, and, about three months later, you pay them for the stamps?

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Yes, sir,

. BATiBONE, The reason why Iask you somany ¢uestions is that it seems
to be a very peculiar (ransaction. There is nota parallel with this case in the
history of the Department.

Mr, WeppERBURY. The same thing eame up here under the Department be-
fore. They raised the question as to whether you had a right to give me the
office, and I said, if you get your money it does not make any difterence who
gets the office—just so the Government gets its due.

Mr. RATHBONE. You have all the benefits and emoluments of the office under
yourarrangement with Mr. Luckett?

Mr. WEDDEEBURY. Yes, sir.

Mr, RATHBONE. Your arrangement with Mr. Luckelt is—

Mr. WeppERBURN. ThatI am to pay the exKense—-

Mr. RarasoxE. And your arrangement with Luckett is that the stampsare to
be ordered from the Department in his name? p

Mr, WEpDERBURN. For the post-office—

Mr. RATHRONE, You say he renders you a bill?

Mr, WeppERBURY. Whenever he wanta it he renders a biil. He usually ren-
ders it every three months, and I pay it.

Mr. Ratneoxe. For instance, at the end of the quarter he sends you abill for
500, and yon send him a check for that amount ?

Mr. WeppERBURY, There is no intention to do anything wrong in the world,
and I do not think there has been; but I do not want the question of a posts
office discussed at all.

Mr. RaTuroNE. It seemsvery st & to me that you publish a paper in Alex-
andria and you box it up and ship it by frels‘lllt. ata m{ to Grange Camp, and
there you mailit. Why don’t you mail it from Alexandria? There must ba
some inducements for you to go to that additional expense—

Mr. WEDDERBURN. That I get the revenues of the office.

Mr. RarapoxE. Then the inducement for you to ship your paper to Grange
Camp is that you derive the revenues of the office?

Mr. WEpDERBURN, Certainly, sir; certainly, sir, There is no other thing, 1
have certain claims upon the place (Grange Camp), and intend ultimately to

-buy it. If I do buy it, I intend to put up an office and print my paper right on

the ground.

Mr. RaTEBONE, Grange Camp is a railway station ?

Mr. WEDDERBURY. Yes, sir.

Mr, RaTEeOoKE. You have no station agent theve?

Mr. WEDDERBURN. No, sir.

Mr. RaTasoxe. Do the trains stop there?

Mr. WEDDERRURN, Yes)sir,

Mr, RaTHBONE. You have to signal every train that stops ?

Mr. WEDDERBUEN. Yes, sir,

Mr. RarasoNe. How large a place is Grange Camp; how many acres?

Mr. WEDDERBURN, We have 40 acres in the camp proper; then I have my lit«
tlehonse besides. There are about 43 acres; then we have, ‘besides that, n le
of property, We have got a nice place and a place that will ultimately be
considerable of a place.

Mr. RarapoxE, How faris Gnm?o Camp from Alexandria?

Mr. WeppERBURN. Thirteen miles. I can getan agentthere if I want him,
except for the fact that we haven't got & man that we can trust to do the work
in pm;&er shape. So I have not azked for one.

Mr. RATHBONE. There is nothinﬁor an mnﬂo do there?

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Oh, yes; during the =

The post-office being moved is going to hurt me.

So far as i;nur saying there are only two people there, there are Chap Wills
iams and his wife; Mr, 8 ze, who gets n deal of mail; my family gets
a good deal of mail and sends off & gooddeal. We have got two or three serv-
ants, whose family lives in Baltimore, and they get a eal of mail: then
there is Mr, Johnson's family. Say there are five families.

Mr. RaTaeoxE. Do you suppose it would average a dozen letters a week ?

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Yes, sir; more than that.

Mr, RATHBOXE, The Po8st-Office Department can hardly afford to establish
and maintain an office to accommodate two or even one-half dozen families,

Mr. WEDDERBURYN, Il seems to me you put the post-office where the most mail
is. I certainly have more mail.

Mr. Ratunoxg. Yes, but you mail it all from Alexandria. You told me this
mo{lninx you have a lock-box in Washington, where you get néarly all your
mail,

Mr. WepDERBURYN. Oh, yes, sir.

Mr. RATHRONE, I notice in one of your papers you speak of the contest be-
::réeln hb;laja,l,tomays of the Big Four, a man named Kimball, and yourself. Who

m ?

Mr. WeppERBURY, Ie is the gentleman who represents the pure-lard people
in this district.

Mr. RaTHBONE., The matter of admitting your r to the mails you will
bhave to settle with the Third Assistant. Inthe opinion of our inspector it waa
not proper to be mailed. .

Mr, WeDDERBURYN. Let me tell you I do not want to get into a wrangle. All
I ask, as a matter of equity, is that I be allowed to send off this issue of the

per, which is lll&t:pared to mail. Ido not think there ought to be any in-
usticein n‘l.olpp!ug t. Thatisa downrl{ht cost to me—so0 many dollars and
cents. But I propose, of course, to deal with the ease before the Postmaster-
General, and I bave no idea that they are going to stop my paper. Ieannotde
that. It hurts my Broperty.

Mr. Rarapone, Did I understand you tosay this morning that your bona fide
subscription list is about 5002

Mr. WEpDERBURN. I said that it exceeded 500,

Mr. RaTneoXE. About how much is it, do you think ; 6007

Mr. WEDDERBURN, We never print less than 2,000 copies. You ask me a ques-
tion that I can not answer without my books. I presume it is 1,200 or 1,500,
‘We say it is over 500, But the regular circulation of the paper I know is 1,560—
that is the regular edition of the paper.

Mr. RaTepoxe. You often printas high as 15,0007

Mr. WEDDERBURN. No, sir; I do not know anything of the kind. I have
printed 5,000 several times,

Mr. RaTnsoxXE. Why do you print them—in advocacy of this bill *

Mr, WEDDERBURY. Yes, sir. To circulate my—

Mr. RaTupose. What partieular interest has your backer Nicholson ?

Mr. WeppERBUEN. He just backs me financially. He has nothing to do with
that. He is backing me as a financial enterprise, You do not seem to compre-
hend, The National Grange have indo certain things; those things I ad-
voeate in my paper. I do not advocate anything else that could get into my

pa for any consideration.
r. RaTHDONE. Is the Nati 1G fi ially back of this publication ?
Mr, WEpDERBURN. No, Sir.
Mr. RaTHROXE., How do you expect to reap a benefit? s
Mr, WEDDERBURN, I am getting a very nice sum from that. I get something
from the paper. I hope to getan office under this. I got §1,000 from Uncle SBam
for writing a book last year. Iget wnzethlu from my advertisements, 1 sell

uite a of these p M of Cong buy these papers by the
Hundreds. The National ‘Democrat, the Gazette, and all those fmpers, w{m:-s
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ever they have an article of any note, they send 500 and 1,000 copies at a time,
Sometimes I publish a little article myself. 1 do notcharge anything for that.
I think Rusk will say that that paper has done more for him than all the other
agricultural papers put together; and[think he willsupportme. It hassimply
been reported upon without ruy investigation.

Mr. AGXEW. 3 that make any difference to the Department?

Mr, RATHBONE., Yes; in this case, as I understand, Wedderburn publishes
his paper in Alexandria; he ships it down to Grange Camp, and there he mails
it in the post-office which he controis and gets all the revenues from. He gets
100 per cent. of the earnings of that office up to §200. He gets it all, §200 a year.

r. WEDDERBURYN, T'wo hundred dollars a year.

Ml:i RATHRONE. Therefore he sends his paper through the mail for almost
nothing.

Mr. WEpDERBURYN. Excuse me, I don't. Understand me, About the paper
being shipped to Alexandria: I told the gentleman, the Third Assistant Post-
master-General’s chief clerk—I told him that so far as the paper was concerned
I was perfectly willing to mail it from Alexandria. Buotin re, to the mail-
ing of the Fireside, I don't care whetHer it is maiied here or from Alexandria
or from Grange Camp: that is immaterial, We won't discuss the question of
the Fireside. It is only a question of Grange Camp. There are certain rea-
sons (irrespective of any profit that may come to me) that Iam very anxious to
keep the post-office there. 2

Mr. RaTnBose. That reason is personal to you?

Mr. WEDDERBURN, No, sir; not at all. The first and foremost reason is that
we bave this Grange Camp Association there every year. People have been
coming there from Pennsylvania, New York,and Ohio, now, for three or four
vears. That is the first reason on which the post-office is established.

Mr, RATEBONE. That meeting only lasts abouta week,

Mr. WEDDERRURS. Another reason that I want the —. Tt helps to give me
the revenue. We have been, as 1 told you the other day,in litigation. That
will be settled in a month or six weeks.

Mr. RATHBONE. I can not see how any litigation with private parties will af-
fect your paper. )

Mr. WeDDERBURN., Well, vou see we want to sell some lots there.

Mr. RarasoNE. The Post-Office Department ean not lend itself to any plan of
that kind to sell lots,

Mr. WEDDERBURN. T am mentinninfrrthat as the reason why it has not been
built up]?ooner. Every farmer in Fairfax County is iuterested in that as well
as myself,

’glr?.ﬂmxzw. Mr, Wedderburn has his own registered mail amounting to over
A YeAr.

Mr.szann.BtnN. There are twenty-five peoglo who get their mail there
regularly, instead of two. 1 could not tell you the other day, because I didnot
kuow, Icould notanswer {hat. Ineverinierfered with the details of the office
in any shape or form.

Mr. Rarusoxe, Let me tell you why I asked you those questions: because
the inspector’s report indicated that there were but two families who get their
mail there. It struck me that you would know how many patrons there were
in that office. You eontrol the office,

Mr. WEDDERBURN., Don't you recollect that I told you, when the office was
established there; Mr. Fletcher, who was then acting as postmaster, said no-
body shall have anything to do with these books, except three people, the post-
master, the assistant postmaster, and his clerk; I told you, sir, with all due re-
spect, although I am your clerk, that you can not have anything to do with the
post-office or books, or anything of that kind. As to the individual benefit de-
rived from it, I have my own mail, my * Fireside' mail, and the mail of the
Grange Association; although I get no benefit of the Grange Camp Associa-
tion. All of that you will find—

Mr. RaTapoNE, You are mntmlllréﬁ the office.

Mr, WEDDERBURN. I am perfectly willing to give that up.

Mr. RaTHBONE. You getall the revenues of the office, g.‘hntoﬁice is run in
the interest of one man?

Mr. WEDDERBURN, Ho far as the money is concerned,

Mr. Rarusoxe, It is an office to accommodate one man,

Mr, WEDDERBUEY, That has been done all over the country.

Mr. AgxEw. I have noticed, since I have had anything to do with these
things, that they are constantly establishing offices upon application of fifteen
or twenty people. They don’t appear to care much about distances. What I
wanted Lo get atis, it there is any one there willing to take the position for
what it may be worth in eancellation. Is there any objection on the part of the
I’osialﬂﬂicg Department to having an office there when it does not cost them
anything?

Mr. WEDDERBUEN, I am perfectliwillluk to—

Mr. AGxEwW. Then don’t you think they ought to abolish a good many offices ?

Mr. RaTEBORE., Undoubtedly.

Mr. WEDDERBURN, Vienna isa large office.

Mr. RaTeBoSE. Let me say this about the exclusion of your paper from the
mails, That isa matter that the Third Assistant Postmaster-General controls
exclusively. [ have nothing to do with that. The inspector's report was re-
ferred to me, in which he concluded that this paper, giving his reasons, should
be excluded from the mails, The Third Assi t Postmaster-G 1 con-
sidered this question, and did exclude it three or four days ngo. Yesterday h
held that order in abeyance, Youn know that.
¢ Mr. WEpDERBURY. When I was here, he said he would allow the last issue

0 go.

r. RaTapoxE, Now, in the matter of the abolishment of the post-office, from
my investigation of the matter, by conference with you, and from the inspect-
or’s report, I am clearly of the opinion that that office should be abolished.

Mr. AcXEW. Eliminating it from any connection with The Farm and Fire-
side, is there any objection to a post-office at that place?

Mr. RaTHBONE, I do not think there ought to be one there, There are three
post-offices within two miles and a half.

Mr. AgxEw. Ithink if you would follow it up you would abolish a great
many.

Mr. Rataeoxe. I think we ought to abolish them in like cases.

Mr. WEDDERBURY. Is it fair that this post-office, sending as much mail as it
does, should beabolished ? Thatis the planso far as the paperis; thatisall right,
‘When I go back to Alexandria I will send it from the post-office there. 1 will
apply for entry in the Post-oﬂ‘lce at Alexandria. I come to Washingon inthe
morning; I stay here; I get back to my place in the evening, and I write my
letters there at night.

Mr. RaTasoxE. Exelude from this class the amount of mail that you send
out, what would be the amount of mail that is shipped from that office 7

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Outside of my own malil there would be over §100,

(NoTE.—An actual count shows receipts of office, outside of Wedderburn's
mail, for the year 15889, to be §11.50.)

Mr. BaTasoxE, I doubt it.

Mr, WeppERBUEN, Mr. Williams had told me positively that he had personal
mail amounting to over §25.

Mr, RATHBONE. What business is he in?
Mr. WEpDERBURYN. His wife is a correspondent of a newspag They send
off manuseript very | ly. The Grange Camp Association mail a quantity of

about between £60 and §75.
Mr. RaTapoxe. From the information I have it is clear that that office should
be abolished.

Mr. AcxEw, Don't you think that order might be held up?

Mr. RatasoNe. Well, I don't know.

Mr, AexEw. I don't doubt there are—

Mr. RaTapoxe. 1 tell you plainly, I am against the re-establishment of the
post-office. What the Postmaster-General will do, Ido not know.

Mr. AGNEW. Mr. Wedderburn is entering that paper with heading that was
drawn in the Department,

Mr. WeEpDERBURN., The whole question was raised and decided in my favor.

Mr. RATEpOoX=. You say that Swayze made a complaint here?

Mr. WeDDERBURN, No. As I told you the other day, I think those at the
bottom of it are the Fairbanks and Armours, Those fellowsare fighting me,
thﬁr' vlhmno.ﬂ:. You say that the lard fight is at the bottom of the whole

MIE WEDDERBURK. I know that,

Mr. RaTHBONE. You are against Armour, evidently.

Mr. WEDDERBURS, I am and T am worse against him now than
I was before.

A.J, Wedderburn to the editor of the Star.
EDITOR STAR:

When I called yesterday and asked for your anthor as to the statement relating
to Grange Camp &ast-oﬂjce and the attempted supression of the National Farm
and Fireside you kindly requested a correct statement of the matter, I deaired
to make a plain and troe statement, free from heat, which in this weather and
o S eroet 1O Dl 1n (05 maTter sé e Giwags Oump pesbafioennd the

o be eha wit! ad in the matter of the Grange Cam ce
ublieation of the National Farm and Fireside by mutlmn? wri under in.
ormation given out by the postal anthorities, might be passed by with indiffer-

ence and contempt were it not for the circumstances ted with the
which throw around it the astonishing facta that :}mtml anthorities have been

duped into lending themselves to one of the most ing: pieces of lobby work
that were ever ? trated in the United States, thereby violated not only the
Constitution, which guaranties a free press and free speech, but have attempted
to rob me of my property without warrant of law and to cover up their blunder
have gone so far as to try and rob me of my good name,

The facts in the case are as follows:

FIEET AS TO GRANGE CAMP POST-OFFICE.

Some threo years ago I moved from Baltimore to Grange Camp, Va., on the
‘Washington and Ohio Railroad, and requested that a post-office be o at that
place, as my mail was large enough to justify the eatablishment. protest was
entered by the nearest post-office and an investigation ordered, but as thirty or
more citizens requested the office, and it was recommended by the Gﬂnﬁmm
from my district and several others, the request was ted, and Mr. L. H.
Luckett, whom your informant is pleased to style a farm hand, but who in reality
is & highly eduncated and an honorable gentleman and who at time was super-
intendent of the camp grounds, was appointed postmaster. The fact of his being
really in my employ was stated at the time, and it was known by every one that
the office was created, after careful investigation, for my benefit, as many other
oftices are created for the benefit of others who have large mails. I may add that
my mail consisted of my paper, my regular eon‘es}wndmm, my correspondence as
the chief legislative officer of the State Grange of Virginia, and also as an officer
of the Grange CamRAssociatjnn; also the mail of the association and of its many
visitora during exhibition week.

My mail was and is in & great measure not of a personal character, bat for the
benefit of the farmers of my own State, and also for those of the whole eonnﬁ;n_

Had not these facts been fully underatood at first they were certainly so
stood in a foew months, becanse an inspector of the Post-Office Department came
to the camp and made a report, npon the basia of which the post-office was abol-
ished. I went to Washington and asked the eanse, and was told that the order
:ﬁs}uneﬂ because I was receiving the benefits of the office and that I was its

ef patron.

To which I simply replied by reminding the officer, Mr. Haney, chief clerk of
the First Assistant Postmaster-General (and a Repablican), of my application on
file in the De ment and also asked him what it mattered to the Government if
they were paid all that was doe them who got the profits of the office provided
the postmaster was satisfied. The office was immediately re-cstablis and has
econtinued until the present order.

There has been nothing illegal connected with it from beginning to end, unless
it be the removal of Mr. Luckett, and that was known at the Department at the
time of the first suspension.

As to the profita of the office they have not paid the expenses up to the present
year, as the rental and clerk hire has cost more than the returns,

Such is the basis of this charge of frand by me on the Government, and as stated
above is made to cover up the attempted suppression of my paper in the interest
of the flganliu lobby, headed by W. W, Dudley, which is trying to defeat the
Conger Iard bill.

The following are the facts connected therewith :

The Fireside has been a thorn in the side of the Fairbank- Armour-Dudley lobby
for three years. It has fought ihem with unremitting ardor, and at every turn
exposed their tricks and routed them. Two committees of Con in the Fif-
tieth and Fifty-first Congress, have reported favorably the lard bill presented by
Mr. CoxGER, thus snstaining and sapporting m Poai n

The National Grange, P. of H., have tndormci the measnre three times.

Numerous State, county, and local iﬂngea have indorsed the bill. Thonsands
limt} tens of thonsands of petitioners have sent in, through me, their petitions in

ts favor.

This lobby has boasted that it would spend §100,000 to defeat the Conger bill,
and has tried to incite sectional and race prejndices to the same end, all of which
I have exposed, and by constant hard work have mes these men and d
them at every turn up to the present time. Personally I claim no merit for this,

for

“Thrice is he armed who hath his quarrel just,”
and the position I snstained and advocated waa nimg!y that every tub of lard in
this great conntry should be properly branded, and that the Chicago millionaires be
not allowed to defraud the publie by selling under a false brand a mixture com-
posed of God knows what.

ﬁ;t ezr;‘ongh of&isﬂ; now for [acts{.} o e T

anew nd was sent to Grange Camp sign ¥ the Postmn.u‘l.er,
Mr. Luckett, to whom I wrote recgmsting him to come and attend to it.

June 5 I learned that the post-office inspector visited Grange Camp.

June 8 I received a letter from Post-Office Inspector F. M. Arrington request-
i.nE me to call on him, which I did on that day or the day after. Mr. Arrington
asked me questions covering the above sratements as to Grange Camp office, to all
of which I replied truthfully and fullrv. and referred him to the pa on file. In
regard tomy paper he simply asked if I did not print it in Alexandria and mail it
at Grange a}me. which I teld him I did. Itnever ‘e me that any attem
was to be made to exclude my paper from the mails, and I paid little attention
the investifmttion regarding the o Mr. Arrington requested me to call on him
again the following week before he made his report, for what purpose he did not
say. I did not, however, do so until after my paper had been denied the mails,
and then he was out.
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Avaust 30,

J’muabhnknqmg new
wing to Qirected 1o yﬂlh
;.ﬁ;htl;'d;a:&:whxup thstcfxtomtntmﬁmaxbhd stopping the offi
(oA % PosT-0FmICE DEPARTMENT,

OrrFicE OF THIRD ASSIETANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL,
Washington, D. 0., June 17, 1890.

hmﬂmuatmhmwumtmﬁred lbr
inmd.uf?jr.

W&wm. Va.: ;
ﬁ;naxmm-%rmm B‘inntd&gn}'mnym pmmmngilz
to ‘be not-entitled Wni?hmﬂhuthemﬁ-dmmol
nder the provisions of paragraph 4, section 328, Postal Laws and Regula-

“Yon are directed to inform the publishers of mmamenep-mm“a
torequire postage at the third-class rate onallcopies of the tion pr ted
formaﬂing at your office.
Yours, very respectfally,

“A. D, HAZEN,
““Third Assistant Postmaster-General.”

I received these documents June 19, in the evening. Jone 20, T called on
General Hazen ; I told him I desired to see about my paper. He referred me to
his chief clerk, who informed me that there wore matters connected with the
publication on that warranted the exclusion of the paper from the mails. Itin
manded to know what they were and under what lnr and on what
action had been taken. Iat the same time submitted six different

nominal rate. Iﬁﬂdhimthluwun]murd as the subscription price (81 a
)mmpdunfalnpmwﬁyufﬂlthopapenpnhhahadmthe Tnited

He then said that it had been so decided becanse of the lar, num‘berofsampln

%
g
@
E
o
EL%
§
3
=3
E
E
8.‘4

the oy mw&uﬁ from me by the xack.!umm of the anthor of
d.elhahpinnllu.lc cheap notoriety. SR, o~
" Posr.Orrrcs DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF THE TIIRD ASSIETANT POSTMASTEL-GENERAL,
Wushington, D, O, Jmm..lm

Sm: In com with your verbal request of mxmhmwtﬁm
umnrl’mﬂmh::u mmhﬁnbuthnuum of the National
Farm and Fireside, ed at Camp, Va., and of the post-office at that
F)]é“ I send you aiso copy of a: mﬂemtha 2d of llmh ms.bym

ce - B.1 ely theaffairs of the ce at Camp,
which bits a state of at tint time scmewhat nimj]m-towhnt shown
bﬁﬂumpmdlnm seems that shortly mtm rene\ptfb
tmt.meu.nnnmb 2 copy ¢
Was transmitted .guishm, with a
tion for the mudthuﬁmnﬂuusmnrdortodiwmﬁnmm

made on the 16th of A 1888, but rescinded ten da;
1 inclosealso Iau?ftﬁ !‘

Va., and for the entry at Alexandria, Va., of what is o
of the National Farm and Fireside ; and, a!thcm- h this office is not aware of an
fraud in connection with these o , it may be that npon inves
gation fraud will be disesvered. Plpuhenl-d be glad 10 have you -mmm
the status of the Virginia edition of The Nationd Farm and with th
m of ﬂ:crnvudngwhcther it is advisable to excludeit from thomails as moml
ma

There is still another it seems, The Prog: nblished at Alexandria,
Va., by Mr. Wdﬂurhurgaﬁ stutus of which it miagm well to inguire into.

I send also paper showing sales, cancellations, and commissiona of the
master at Grange Camp from the secand E:ark.r of 1887 to ﬂ: fourth q of
1880, i ve, and snggest tha whethe'r the post-

sent ont. Ianhﬂvmwuthelngiﬁm:hnnmbm e replied, a %
:gfnnmbur I asked what a reasonable number was. Tle evaded the question.
I then told him that he or no other officer wau.ld decide that question for the very
good reason that the law was framed to enable publishers to increase their sub-
seri tmn list by sending ont samples and for the further reason that politicians
tirs to mail ter at the d-clasa rate, as he must know

was dmn by nearly every in the United States. He then said the matter
onlyga o A ;Epe:r sent me to Chief Post-Office r

Rathbone, with w had twe lmgl ¥ conversations,t in the course of

which heasked mea series of ututhanmnhxput’the

its circulation, ete. He
to which Irupnad. none. Heasked w that bill,
cause I c‘lmouioﬂllnﬂth it and was

Ba asked what interest W. W. Kimball had in the

is benmitls Wﬁl’nf ty.
fow lagitzlmsta and none of my own bnsi-
no mnd % sheet. Mr. Rathbono uplied. it is an
i tht:sndverﬁg‘o a bill bu:;we Congress, this thllt N;nﬂ hill,
replied, sense it was an advertising sheet, vertised
do so; it advertised the rascalities of Armour and
keep it mp; that T knew them pretty well for wa
were dark, but I hlrd].l)y presumed tbutthezmld have attempted to usethe

their vengeance on me through
torm!y,W W. Dudl

atl
% mmmgimnwnmﬂﬁmﬂufmmawhomﬂsdm!}mamlmm
later in theday, and it was that the paper was printed in Alexandria and published
ey s o S

1 went from to the chief clerk and told him my paper was printed
and ready to mail, I asked for an order to send oot that issue soas to let the mat-
urhmmd. He told me to tell my man to send out the T,

T looked :ﬂmrdsinthem asked him if he th nwnrnnﬂininl
shonld disobey the directions of the De oent on & verbal
I suid the assistant postmaster wonld not Enmynfmmuhd g'mnfduiy,
uﬂlmmmhﬂnmammm o it

He then went to General Hazen and, returning, said he hhd him to
&Memhmm.bummmdmﬂmmemwtognmmugh

e mails,

1 asked if it could be mailed from Alexandria, and he replied that it conld not,
‘becanse it ‘wis entered at Grange Camp.
I left, doubtless in no pleasant mnod and did not hesitate to express myself
p:rett plainly at the nutraga patpetmtml upon me, a8 no property is more sus-
of an injury than a newspaper by even a week's s
terfere with the Ii of &

suspension,

& attempt that for seventeen years

had been regularly publiahed becanse it to a matter of public inter-

mtnuumml:mmdfurlmm :hnwhlmal'w . Dudley's

clients, by the issnance of his order by the ssistant Postmaster-General
to exclude it from the mail as Mm:w«uﬂ :rpmr 8o farcical as to
be beyond belief mtbaﬁnmmnopﬂpubhm even

to ane in the presence of the Hon. Parke Agnew, on Juns 25,

confessed
“he had not
sht on to the fact that the matter

u.akh'y the Chicago lard men un-

General on the 20th rescinded his order so far
ntnﬂhwthehmnfthammpthmzh l.hamaﬁ.lm‘tnnfurther
Finding their position absolutely untenable and fearing something of a rumpus,
mkot by isauing on the 28d an order to tinne ge Uamp
post-office, so as to stop the Fimlda in that way if inno other, and then give ont for
publication statements inYended tho case and cast diseredit upon me,
to the circnlation ofm&gpnperan the sam nuo iea thnfaatslm. and can
be proven by the recori, if ammdofmnenled
rgnpur stamps, that the cimnhﬁun of !I!‘h'uide is about the same it has
several years; that I have every year issned one or two, twenty to twen-
t&ﬂn thousand extra editions of the paper for the purpese of trying to increase
cireulation for a number of years past.
Thatthmperhsa timate list of subscribers is easily proved.
Ihavet to keep under these most aggravating eircumstances, because
no desire to create a at the expense of the Government, even if not
agroeinx with it pelitically.

*These italics are mine (those below are the

ent's). I have ml.li—ei_h:om
any ormadeany ap-
mmﬂmﬂ for the very reason

Thind Asaistant
haen nndnn\'ur three years previous and
the admitted to 1 it had
m_m,m"“mm R e e

1 See m, stmmh J‘mm'nhfhh T
B iy m [ﬁnﬂamlm t upsets

master, or his assistants or agama. lm.vo been gml:y of making false roturns in
order to increase the compensation of the office,

In transmitting to you the above-mentioned papers T beg leave to call at-
tention to the factthat the of the at Gran r—

a Mr. Swayze and his danghter—have, a to Arrl.nmun 8 mpurlz'
hesn Thabitoally viclating the act of Congress of June 17, 1878, in selling stam
the publisher of The National ¥Farm and Fireside, Alex. J. Wedderburn, w uut
n’!?uinng pn}'ment therefor in cash, an offense which is punishable by finp or im-

sonment, and w. W -seem to be in this case of sufficient gravity to war-
“"m‘ Jor Aa imvastiantuom n ccplatod 1 dbould b giad o nicat
o inves comp ould £ ve oOmmu o
the result to this ?ﬂlﬂm =
Yours very respactfully,

A.D. HAZE)-"
Thi-d Assistant Postmaster.General,

Insgpector, Wuhington D. O

[821!.
A,ppl.‘mﬁm jar a:lmiuion of publi«muu at the second-class rates of postage.
nuestions are required to be made out and
mawamd ¥ ﬂm pnhll:!mr "rp'ubllnham of every new publication presented for

admission at the pound rate
Graxce Came, VA., November 5, 1387,
made to ‘hn.va'.l.'he National Farm and Firesid

E. J. RATHBOXE,
(Jkaaiji-

Lrx‘:}h:atia:m:n is here| e, B semi-
mon ymﬁa ed in to the mails at the second-class rate of
wmmgntorim.m“ of it being given in the sworn answers to the subjoined

NATIONAL FAERM AND FIRESIDE PUDLISHING COMPANY,
Pudlish

Per ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN, Editor,
1. Magazine or newspaper ?

er.

A. Newspaper.
2. Howo blished !
A, 1st and of each month.

8, Where is the pspar}:ﬂntad?
A. At Grange Camp,

4. Who are the propristors of the or mogazine !
A. National Fl?m l:md Fireside Pm.nz

5. Arethey in any interested, pecuniarily, business
fonte sented hy ueg &nbhcnﬁoi either in the mdjngilmgf in the a.\lu:w'timtumta!
what @ ints
A.. No.

si.n a‘;Vha are the editors of the publication nmt how is their compensation deter-

A‘ Have u i W - interest in ‘business npman
an or trade ted
hﬁe l‘lt!;m}:lﬁﬂﬂ- either the mm;munrory in the advertisementa! If so,
W e
A. Mr, Waddaﬂmm advertises his business in the , and has d
18793 ngmtof?’i:rgmiu 8, oto. R R0 Lo N 0 e
8 Is your publication gnniod by tho tmﬂn whloh it purpm-la to reprosent asa
eral argan of the truln or is inter.
:?toli: !apmal house inthat tl'ldl\ whose pﬂm cnmnt-orafmﬂumn appear
1ere
is not a trade journal, but an ultnral ireula
t.bo E’nite Sltu.'r i J agric one, ¢ ted all over

9. .Asa result of the publication s the interest of

any business house in the trade elpuchs vm:eed b iE 1 lth tanding your
dei]g%&‘ of making the publication s journal mpmenl.in:; th: :r:ﬁ 7 g

10. Can any honsein good standing advertise in your publication at the regula
published rates 1 3
A. Yes; glad to get all legitimate ads.
inte: "t‘?‘i&"" g Pegpagle i o oo B el it
nterest (either \pn.s connection or spec contra L [Ver-
b Y AN da; whAS e Sha0 Tateranet e
A'; lhwamnn ‘;-h:':“.“ ber of copies furnished
12, t e greatest num o o8 t fi hi
m‘rﬂms in your publication? ¢ PR e e e
Whatever they desire; rarely in large lots.
13. On what terms am thess papers furnished 1
inA.toAdvmhem and agents, & few copies free ; others from 1 to 2 cents, nccord.
nunm .
4. What number of gapm do you print of each issue?
ﬁAhm&ul?t ber of bona fide subscribers (that is, subscribers wh
what number of B
their own money t‘or the publication aud receive it regulnrly) have yon to the 1:;{

issue of your paper?
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A. About 1,800
‘1‘8. ghn i];aa subscription priee of yonr publieation per anmum?
17. Hsiyr many pounds weight will cover the papers furnished to regular sub-

scribersf
A, W fifty pounds paper to ream.
18. Wg:.”mngs of speci pi ,whhuuhimm,doyundeumto

.end& thtuu uhthomﬂnntmndnm
IDADY 88 We oan
10. !ngbym th;s mmu%af‘tho persons to whom you wish to send sample eopies
obtain: on
mem’;ummd secrctaries of granges inall the States, and by advertis-

in oo samp capi. ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN,
Editor National Farm and Fireside.

Swmtomdauhcﬁhedbefommethmsbhds of)l'wnmhm- 1887.

[sEAL.] D. SCOTT, Notary Public.
'I.‘hin , wh filled on iatohasent‘b the asterto the Third
T, W mpwnerl.r Aot %. Lk e

other proofs that may

be ﬂEeMd and wit.h one copy of the pnbliclﬁml for m:imiuion of which the

applimﬁnn ismade. (Seesections 333 and 334 of the Poatnl Laws and Regulations.)
EXTRACTS FROM THE POSTAL LAWS AXD REGULATIONS OF 1687,

SEc. 528, STATUTORY CHARACTERISTICS.—That the couc!lt!.nna npon which a pub-
lication shall be admitted to the second class areas follow

Firat. It must regularly be issued at stated intervala. as frequently as four
times a year, and bear a date of issue, and be numbered consecatively.

&wm{ It mmst be issued from a known office of publication.

Third. Tt must be formed of printed -heem, without board, cloth, leather,
or other subst snch as il printed books for preservation
from periodical publications.

Fourth. It must be originated and published for the dissemination of informa-
Licmof a public character, or devoted to literature, the sciences, arts, or some

inl industry, and having a la;:itimntalist of nuhuribem Provided, however,

st nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to admit to the second.
class rate publications designed primarily for advertising purposes or for
free circulation er for circelation at 1] mzea. (Act of March 3, 1879, section
14, 20 Stats., 359.)

C. 829. REGULARITY OF 18SUE.—The rogular periods of issue must be shown
by the publication be within the statute. Annuais and semi-annuals
are third-class matter. And itis only matter mailed at or about the time of its
regular publication which is eutitled to second-class rates. Old copies of news-

or periodicals published at g;un‘ timss must pay rate p ed in section
gl.ucept that back numbera ma} sent to regular Lcd.hen at the pound rate.
ﬂdﬂﬂiﬂupnﬂm the periods of issue, as from monthly to
aekly,wwkly d.ulj,urwmma. t on such change shoulid receive anew
pertificate of entry accordingly. Eduestional wﬂuns snd those of colleges
and schools, otherwise 1r"1l. n the rule, do not their right by suspension of
issue d wacation.

SEC. 3. APPLICATION ¥OR ADMISSION TO THE POUND RATES.—When a mew
publimnnn is offered for mailing at pound rates at any post-office, the postmaster
roceed as follows :
ginquim the publisher, or ane of the publishers, to make and preserft to him,
wlL‘h two oopi.ei of the publication, sworn answers in writing to following in-
terro, {See interrogatories above).
fn nﬁd.ad by um aflidavit, the publication itself, and forther proofs offered,

admissible, hewﬂlumntmn psmit,onlfurmto

hefnrniag:d sdmitting the publieation at the pound rates
pe:nd‘nx the dni of the Dea:rt.mam as to ita admisa

ibility appear to be dmﬂ:n:i{l. he ghall re-

Ifu such evidence the adm'
qnim a m‘t at third-class rates on the issue offered for mailing, and issme a
permit admitting the publication conditionally, pending d awrmlnu:zlm the excess
of the deposit over the pound rate to be refunded if the Department shall decide
tba.t the publisher is entitled to the pound rates.

If of non-admissibility, be wﬂl refuse to admit, except at third.class

mt.a@ advising the publisher to appeal to the Department
5. 1In all cases haw:ill forward to the Thinl Assistant Postmater-(}mﬂ, in
the same envelope, the on, affidavit, and other proofs presented by the
-publisher, with sougy:fm nhlintinn and & statement.of any facts or reasons
own to him for or against n sought, ntahﬁ.ng one copy of the pub-
lication, to be kept in his office for such camparison with future iseues as may be

Src. 334 ENTEY OF SECOND-CLASS runumrmxb.—'rhe Third Assistant Post-
master. admissibility

finally decides npon Ulications to the pound
rate in all cases. He will without delay exl.mine&!l up cations, and being
satistied that a publication is entitled to admission at snch rate will anthorize the
postmaster lt txe proper office to issne a certificate of entry therefor. 'The post-
masl.al' will ther sngm m::lmch c?iruﬁmteton form fummheti}: the t,
pnhhabur to prin: npm each ccm‘ o pub cation 8o

nuberad the w ** Entered at

The printin of such words or u.h*almt. wmnmrt dne entry Imving first
been ii nnlawful. {Bapmuﬁun

Postmastera should noﬁgapublhhers of the Tequir ta of thia cl . and
that it is the desire of partment that due entry be made of all second-class
ications, both old and new, and that frequent examination and rigid serutiny
will be had of all publieations not so formaliy entered.

Whenever it is made to appear by satisfactory evidenoe that a ub!lmﬁmhu

the rates er admission it

been admitted to false evidence or that a
80 | its character as to be no longer entitled thereto, tham:'ythemf
will be revoked and n, a office notified of

often examine ]mhhcauons offered for malllng to ascertain that they do not vio-
late the roles prescribed by law for their admission at the pound rate, and spe-
cially note:
1. Whether the same are issned at stated intervals as frequently as four times
a )émr and bear a date of issue, and are numbered consecutively.
Whether they are issued from a known office of publioation.
8. That they are formed of printed paper sheets, without beard, cloth, leather,
or a!.her substantial binding.
Whether they are designed primarly for advertising purposes or free circn-
l.li.hn at nowinal rates.
5. Whether l.hey sremai.‘mlat the proper office, ns prescribed in section 348,
6. Whether the name of the person, firm, or corperation publishing the same ap-

pears thereon.
7. Whether any other matter than legitimate suppl d in section
337, is inclosed therewith.
B. “’hmher nny writing, print, mark, or sign, other than sathorized by section
256, n{{ or therein.
imt.lm- any aﬂvurﬂments not permanently attached are inclosed there.
wma (See section 343.)
o publication has, after ad-

‘ILM""

10. When a postmaster has reason to believe that
mission to the pound rate, so changed its character as not to be legally entitled

thmsta! he
nished %u. with any other facts of evi
will forwstd to the Third Assistant
SEC. 345. RECORD OF SECOND-CLASS MATTER.—Postmasters must keep a record
of all m‘blimtbm«lth second class mailed at their post-offices, and send a du-
thereof to the Third and repor! to him om
first day of each month any change made therein.

SEC. 346. SUBMITTING FALSE EVIDENCE PUNISHABLE.—That any person vlw
shall submit, or cause to be submitted, for transportation in the mails, an
relative to the eharacter of his publieation, ba
a and, nnder conviction thereof in any court of
nmnpemtjurhdmﬁm, shall for every such offense be punished E? o fine of not
less than one hundred ner more than five huodred dollars. (Aot of Mareh 3, 1870,
§ 18, 20 Stats., 859.)

wledge, he

[3214.]
Application for admission afpubl'.iom‘.ion at the second.class rates of postage.
[This appli and the . rguumsmmq:ﬁndwbemmm
answered by the publisher or publishers of every new publication presented
for admission at ﬂ?a pound rate of postage.]

ALEXAXDRIA, VA, January 19, 1880,
pplication is hereby made to hsve the weekly edition of Kaﬁunal Farm and
10 a weekly paper published in !-hisn}ﬂane admitted to the mails at the

awund~c rate of postage, fall particulars of it being given in dnnmn.mwm

to the subjoined interrogatories.
ALEX.J. WEDDERBURN & CO.,
Publisher.

1;1 gazine or newspaper!
published!

How ol
. Every Saturday.
. Where is the paper printed?
ghhree hgﬂ.red and nin%?;ilﬂg street, Memﬂfm.?\"‘m
o arethe etors e T Or zine

Ale J. Wi rburn & Co. ek i

ey in any way interested gecnninmy in any business or trade repre-
g‘“ pnhhcannn eilher in rTeading matter or in the advertisements?

No.
wa]:ﬂ' e tho editors of the publication, and how is their compensation de-

Alex. J. Wedderburn., By profit of the paper.
Have the editors any pecuniary interest in any business.or trade re tod
lr;;:ha publication, either in the reading matter or in the adw ! Ifso,

. t i}: the interest !

.

8. Is your publication regarded by the trade which it to represent as
a general organ of the trade, or is it considered as representing the busineas in-
tomt o{h a npenial honse mn that trade, whoso price-currents or advertisements
n'ppe.ar

hlt is orgxm of Virginia State Grange. Don't represent interest of any busi-

ness houss.

0. As aresult of the&uhhulﬂun of your paper or terest of
any business house jn the trade especially advanced by'l:]lmﬁwlmding your
dealgn oi‘ making the publication a j

?-sFlb

(.an any house in good standing advertise in your publication at the regular

10
puAh‘lis{:ed Tates?

11. Have any of the business houses which adwertise in your publication an
interest (either h{:}ﬂat connection or special contract) therein re‘premting a
vaA‘rﬂtomh ts or subscriptions? And, if 5o, what is that interest?

12. What is the greatest number of copies fi
advertises in your pubhmnon?

A. Al they will pay for.

13 On what terms are these papers furnished !

AL Wit sasabar 5 papers do's

14 What o nfpupmdompﬁntofuchhnm'

A Five hundred. .

15. Abont what number of bona file subscribera {that is, subscribers w] 1':;.
their ewn money for the publication and receive it ragu.l.nt!y] have you to the
next issue of your paper?

Don't know; impossible to answer this qnestien. “We have some subserib-
ra paid in advance and are receiving others. Few papers have a_sabscription
list before starting. We have several thousand for our mf.-mm‘th]y edition.

18. What is the subscription price of yonr pablication !

A. One dollar,

17. How many pounds weight will cover the papers furnished to regular sub-
ELl‘I ibers?

. Twenty.

18 What average
send through the mails at pmd rates?

A. Reasonable number.

18. How are the names of the persons to whom yon wish tosend sample cepiea
ohriuhcﬂi“l;y}'md taries of subordinate granges, clubs, allian te.

era and secretaries of sul inate ubs, ces, o
ALéx. J. WEDDERBIIME&‘_“
T.
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day ofil'nnm“
[sRAL.] W HOLT

or firm who

pished to any g

pies with eash issue do you desire to

whenpmpeﬂyﬁlhdmthtnbomt by the tmuturhthe
&&dm Postmaster-General, Washin B,{m

gton, D,
thnt may be offered, and with one copy of the pnbhcatlnn for the
which lﬁla lppli.n.lmn is made. (See sections 333 and 334 of the Postal Lam and
ona. )
ere follow extracts from Postal Lawsand Regulations of 1887, same as those
printed with preceding paper,

|Examining Division. No.104.]
Report of sales and cancellations.
OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY
For THE Post-OFFICE DEPARTHMENT,
Washington, D 0., June 20, 1800,

Sim: I have the honor to submit the foll

tions, and commissions from the acconnts of H., Luckett, postmaster a$,

require a sworn statement as fo its list ofanbactiberstobeﬁm )
ovidence within his kno
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

iy e R ) LR T 5 = oLl T

Avacust 30,

G Camp, Staie ofViEnm. Please have the case investigated under sec-
ﬁm, Postal Laws and Hegulations of 1887,
Fairfax County.

THRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENEEAL.

T. B. COULTER, Auditor, -

Cancella- Com-
Period. Sales. tions. | missions.

$65. 83 $50, 50

7425 62. 38 69,43
170.98 165. 43 117.71
165.02 217. 68 14384
7102 87.09 T2.25
170,44 180. 66 129, 83
105. 30 118. 10 90. 86
58,48 60, 64 56. 38
63.12 63. 28 5T.97
566.12 58. 506 55,14
95. 90 97. 98 78.79

Estimated May 14 to June 30, 1887.
Post-0Orrice DEPARTMEXT, OFFICE OF CHIEF POST-OFFICE INEPECTOR,
Washington, D. 0., July 8, 1890,

Suit: In the case of Gmgsl‘}mp. Va., which Inspector Arrington is investigat-
ing, I desire to call the inspector's attention to sections 5450 and 5451, Revised
Statutes of the United States. ¥ou will please direct his attention particularly
to the latter part of section 5451, and have him ider it in t with the
Md“;g:s mﬂd by him in the above-named case.

E. G. RATHBONE, COhief Inspector,
J. D, Kixe, Esq., Ingpector in charge, Waskington,

PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF POST-OFFICE INBPECTOR,
Washington, D, C., July 12, 1890.

DEAR Sik: In o letter under date of June 29, 1890, to Hon. E. G. Rathbone,
chief inspector, in reference to the status of The National Farm and Fireside, a
newspaper that had been entered as second-class matter at Grange Camp, Va.,
General Hazen, Third Assistant ter-General, requested that a special in-
veatigation be made as to the Virginia edition of “’,f,ﬂ“”' entered for second-
class rates at Alexandria, Va., January 17, 1889. I state that this edition,
it seemns, was only published for a few months, and is not now mailed.

Y pect i
Y L T. M. ARRINGTON,
Post-Ofice Inspector,
J. D. Kixe, Esq., Inspector in charge, Washington, D. 0.

PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF CHIEF POST-OFFICE INSPECTOR,
. Washington, D. ., July 14, 1890,

Respectfully referred to the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, in counection

_ yrith otherpapers relating to same subject referred this date.

JAMES MAYNARD,
Acting Chiaf Ingpector.

|3214.]

Agpplication for admission of publication at the second-class rates of postage.
[This application and the appended questions are required to be made out and
‘answered by the publisher or o;uhhahm of every new publication presented for
dmission at the pound rate of postage.]

ALEXANDRIA, VA, July 7, 1890,

Application is hereby made to have The National Farm and Fireside, a Grange
and agricnltural paper published in this place, admitted to the mails at the sec-
ond-class rate of %ostlgo, full particulars of it being given in the sworn answers

terrogatories.

o ined
20584 TR ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN, Publisher.

1. Magazine or newspaper?
A. Grange and u'rionlﬁ:d
2, How often published ?

A. Weekly,
3. Where ﬁ the B_aper printed !

A. Alexandria, Va.

4. Who are the proprietors of the paper or magazine!

A. J.J. Nicholson & Sons,

5. Are they in any way interested pecuniarily in any business or trade repre-
sented by the publication, either in the reading matter or in the advertisements !
1f s0, what is the interesat?

A. None whatev

13. On what terms are these papers furnished !

A, From 1 to 8 cents each, g to quantity.

14. What number of pa; do you print of each issue?
A. For some time past 2,000 copies (regular).

15. About what number of bona fide subsecribers (that ia, subscribers who pay
}2::: %}r;umn? p::l; the publication and receive it regularly) have you to the next
ur p: .

A. About five hundred paid subseribers (a large number of pnﬂers are paid for
::ﬁy or:;:: other than those subscribing personally) and are ed regularly on

18. What is the subscription price of your publication per annum?

A. One dollar.

17. How many pounds weight will cover the papers furnished to regular sub-
scribers? L ’

1 ‘i‘v‘ﬁtm e bt o hranhix ith each iss desire

. average number of specimen ed, with ea ue, do yon

send throagh ﬂ:e%:nils at nd];;tes? s Y "

A. Average not over 2,000, Oomlons&wc issue large editions and sometimes
no extra copies. Judging by the past a average will not exceed 2,000,

19. How are the names of the persons to whom you wish to send sample copies
obtained by you?

A. Sent in by Grangers, sent in on petitions to Congress, sent through me, and

names furnished by s and Congr
ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN.

Sworn io and snbeeribed before me this 7th day of July, 1800,
[sEAL] WM. AL chyULTY, Notary Public.

THTMA paper, when properly filled out, is to be sent by the postmaster to the

Assistant bmuter-&enml, Washington, D. C., with any other proofs

that may be offered, and with one copy of the publication for the ldmingan of

Ehicl[: ﬂon application is made. (See sections 333 and 334 of the Postal Laws and
egulations.)

EXTRACYS FEOM THE POSTAL LAWS AXD REGULATIONS OF 1887.

SEC. 828. STATUTORY CHARACTERISTICS.—That the conditions upon which a pub-
lication shall be admitted to the second class are as follows:

First. It must regularly be issued at stated intervals, as uently as four
times a gem‘. and bear a date of issue, and be numbered consecutively.

Second. It must be issned from a known office of publication.

Third. It must be formed of printed paper sheets, withont board, cloth, leather,
or other anhaunﬁalut::‘gmz, such as dgt&e;nlﬂl printed books for preservation

publ ons.

Fourth. It must be eriginated and published for the dissemination of informa-
tion of a public character, or devoted to literature, the sciences, arts, or someo
g&euial industry, and having a legitimate list of subscribere: Provided, however,
okt Sain TeRRINT prlioatione dEnt) Dol T v tsaie e e

rate regular publications pri y for advertis u; , or for
free circulation, or for circulation at nominal rates. (Act of & h 3, 1870, sec-
tion 14, 20 Statutes, 359.)

SEc. 820, REGULARITY OF I8SUE.—The regular periods of issue must be shown
by the publication itself and be within the statute. Annuals and semi-annuals
are third-class matter. And it is only matter mailed at or about the time of ita
regular publication which is entitled to second-class rates. Old copies of nows-
pnlpers or periodicals published at prior times must pay rate preseribed in section
451, except that back numbers may be sent to subscribers at the pound

rate. :

An ndmissible publication may ciumgo the periods of issue, as from monthly to
weekly, woekly to daily, or vice versa, but on_such change should receive a new
certificate of entry accordingly. Educational publications and those of colleges
and scheols, otherwise within the rule, do not lose their right by suspension of
issne during vacation. :

SEC. 833. APPLICATION FOI ADMISSION TO TIE POUND RATES.— When a new pub-
publication is offered for mailing at pound rates at any post-office, the postmaster
will proceed as follows:

3 glsqnlm the publisher, or one of the publish to make and present to him,

with two copies of the publication, sworn answers in writing to the following in-
t.er?tnrtu. (Ses interrogatories above.)

2. If satisfied by the affidavit, the publication itself, and further proofs offered,
that the aflr.:hlm.utlcm is admissible, be will issue a temporary permit, on a form to
be furnished by the artment, admitting the publication at the pound rates
pending the determination of the Department as to its admissibility.

8. If npon such evidence the admisaibility appear to be doubtfnl, Lie shall re-
quire a deposit at third-class rates on the issue offered for mailing, and issue a
permit admitting the publication conditionally, pondin{zhdetermlnntlun. the ex.
cess of the deposit over the pound rate to be refanded if the Department shall de-
cide that the publisher is entitled to the pound rates.

4. If putisfied of non-admissibility, he will refuse to admit exeept at third-class
rates, advising the publisher to appeal to the Department.

5. In ali cases he will forward 1o the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, in
the same envelope, the application, affidavit, and other proofs presented by the
i:hliuhur, with a copy of the publication, and a statement of any facts or reasons

own to him for or t the admission sought, retaining one eopy of publica-
tion to be kept in his office for such comparison with future jasues as may be

o 3
SEC. g{. ESNTHY OF BECOND-CLASS PUBLICATIONS.—The Third Assistant Post-
master-General finally decides upon the ndmhs{hililﬁy of publications to the d
rate in nll cases. He will without delay examine all applications, and upon being
tiafled that a publication is entitled to admisaion at such rate will anthorize the

er.
';io;‘ ‘Who are the editors of the publication and how is their P tion deter-

ed 1

A. Alex. J, Wedderburn ; based on the profita.

7. Have the editors any pecuniary interest in any busi or trade rep d
by the publication, either in the reading matter or in the advertisements? If so,
what ia the interest?

A. Not at the present time, and have not for some months.

8. Is your pub jon regarded by the trade which it purporis to represent as a
general organ of the trade, or is it considered as representing the business interest
of a s{gz;:in.l house in that trade, whose price-currents or advertisements appear
theref

A. Represents no trade ; consequently the question is not applicable.

0. As & resnlt of the publication ¢f your paper or magazine, is the interest of
any business house in the trade espeﬂiailﬁ advanced by nh:omthataudlng your
design of makinf:he publication a journ mting the trade?

A. The paper is published in the interest of no business or business house.

10. Can any house in good standing advertise in your publication at the regunlar
yn:lin‘;ed ratea?

, Yes.

11. Have any of tho business houses which advertise in your publication any
interest (either by past connection or special contract) therein respecting adver-
uanm%nm or subscriptions? And, if so, what is that interest]

A. None.

12, What is the greatest number of coples furnished to any p
advertise in r publication ?

A. Will sell any number asked for.

or firm who

postmaster at the proper office to issue a_certificate of entry therefor. The post-
master will themu‘i)on issue such certificate on form furnished by the Depart-
ment ; and the publisher is then privileged to print each copy of the ‘Publl-
cation so entered the words ** Entered at the t-office at as second-class
matter.” The printing of such words, or their equivalent, without due entry
having first been made, is unlawfal. (See section )

Postmasters shonld notify publishers of the requirements of this chapter, and
that it is the desire of the Department that due entry be made of all second-class
publications, both old and new, and that frequent examination and rigid scrutiny
will be had of all publications not so formally entered.

Whenever it is made to appear by satisfactory evidence that a pablication has
been ndmitted to the pound rates upon false evidence or that after admission it
has so changed its character as to be no longer entitled thersto, the entry thereof
will be revoked and the postmaster at the proper office notified of the revocation.

SEC, 344, EXAMINATION OF SECOND-CLASS PUBLICATIONS.—Postmasters should
often_examine publications offered for mailing to ascertain that they do not vio-
zt?lﬂse lt'ulea prescribed by law for their admission at 1 rate, and spe-

a. note:

1. Whether the same are issued at stated intervals as frequently as fonr times
a year, and bear a date of izssue, and are numbered conseentively.

‘Whether they are issued from a known office of publication.

3. That they are formed of printed paper sheets, without board, cloth, leather,
or other substantial binding.

4. Whether they are designed primarily for advertising purposes or free ciros
lation at nominal rates.
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5, Whether they are mailed at the ptu;gor office, as preseribed in section 348,
6. Whether the name of the person, firm, or corporation publishing the same

ap] thereon. A o

7 Whether any other matter than legitimate suppl ts, as in
337, is inclosed therewith.

8. Whether any writing, print, mark, or sign, other than authorized by section
356, o rs thereon or therein.

9. tly attached are inclosed there-

hether any advertis ts not per
with. (See section 343.)

10. When a postmaster has reason to believe that a publication has, after admis-
sion to the poand rate, so changed its character as not to be legally entitled thereto,
he may raghuhn A SWOrn statement as to its list of subscribers to be furnished him,
which, with any other facts or evidence within his knowledge, he will forward to
the Third Assistant Postmaster.General.

SEC. 345. HECORD OF SECOND-CLASS MATTER.—Postmasters must keep a record
of oll publications of the second class mailed at their post-offices and send a du-

licate thereof to the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, and report to him on
he first day of each month any change made therein.

BE0. 346, SUBMITTING FALSE EVIDEXCE PUNISHABLE.—That any n who
shall submit, or cause to be 1, for tranaportation in the false
evidence to the postmaster relative to the character of his publication, shall be
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof in any court of
competent j ction, shall, for every such be punished by a fine of not.
less than one hundred nor more than five hundred dollars. (Act of Mareh 3,
1879, § 13, 20 Stats., 350.)

PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMEXT, OFFICE OF CHIEF POST-OFFICE INSPECTO
Washington, D. (., June 21, 1500,
Sie: I hand you herewith pa in case No. 121627 C, which is a recent report
of Inspector Arrington on the ge Cnmlp. Va., goammw.
I invite your attention to the statement of Alex, J. Wedderburn herewith, taken
b{ me on the 20th instant, and call your attention particnlarly to that portion
W,

ere he states that he senda his mail matter to the t-office at Grange Camp,
and that the assistant postmaster affixes st and ards it, without %
ment for ; and that fonally, or about avsathm months, Mr, -
derburn pays the postmaster for the stamps, which is in violation of section 348,

Postal Lawe and Regulations of 1887,

As Mr, Arrington has had charge of this ease and understands it pretty thor-
oughly, it is suggested that he continue to follow it up.

T desire to your attention to the fact thai, in the opinion of this office, a con-
spiracy was entered into between the postmaster (Luckett) and Wedderburn tode-
fraud the Government. We have a statement which materially bears on that

int from Mr, Wedderburn. I doubt not that the inspector will secure evi-
dence of col imﬁ which, taken in conpection with Mr. Wedderburn's state-
ment, will ::1?:1: 2 case.

Of course, the inspector will understand that, after the conspiracy has been es-
tablished, the acts of one are the acts of both.

Attention is also invited to a eopy of a report from Willlam S, Rigﬁﬂ{, post-
office inspector, to W. P. Ryan, inspector in charge, of March 2, 1 n_case
DEBAT C. Attention is alsv invited to the ication of Third A Post-
master-General, of June 20, 1890, which the inspector will please consider in his
investigation.

ery respectfully,

E. G. RATHBONE,
Eaq Chief Inspector.
J. D, Kixa, %
Inspector in charge, Washington, D. C.

PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF CHIEF PosT-OFFICE INSPECTOR,
Washington, D. C., July 16, 1890.

Sin: Referring to the matter of the discontinuance of the post-office at Grange
Camp, Va., the Postmaster-General desires an inspector to visit that locality
again, at the earliest practicable date, for the purpose of ascertaining the relative
positions of the different post-offices surrounding Grange Camp. It would be
well for the !mgector to make a diagram or l:lnpf showing the position of the
GGrange Camp oftlce and other contiguous offices. It is also desired that the in-
apeetor get the list of petitioners whe petitioned the Department for the estab-
liskment of the office, over it very carefully, and ascertain all about them,
particnlarly as to whether or not they are within the delivery of the Grange Camp
office and whether or not they are bona fide petitioners,

¥ tiully,
iy % E. G. RATHBONE,
Chief Inspector.
J. D. Kixec, Esq.,
Ingpector in charge, Washington, D, C.
VIENNA, VA, July 15,1890,

Sm : Bel ersonall uainted with this section of Fairfax County,
itsbnu,“ l:nclul:ull‘l:' lin t:ﬁ%,‘ re in stating that I believe it to be to the
inﬁreﬁ:; o} the people of ’Rln section that the post office at Grange Camp be re-
establishe:l.

The Grange Camp Association is an organization devoted to the welfare of ag-
rienlture and is intended to develop the agriculture of our county.
To discontinue the office at Grange Camp will certainly be an injury not only to
the locality, but to the county and 1o this section of Virginia.
Yours, very respectfully,

Hon. JonN WANAMAKER,
Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C.

A. FREEMAM,

COMMITTEE OX AGRICULTURE AXD FoRESTRY, UXITED STATES SENATE,

= Washington, D. C., July 7, 1890.
My Deag Sir: On the basis of the statements presented in the letters of the
Hon. R. B. Far, United States marshal of the eastern district of Virginia, and
‘the Hon. Park Agnew, of Alexandria, with reference to the recent discontinu-
ance of the poat-office at Grange Camp, I shall be much pleased if you can see four
way clear to continue the reception and distribation of mail at that point. 1 un-
derstand that the office is one of growing importance, that it is sitnated on the
ground of the great agricnltural fair of the Virginia State Grange, and that the
post-office there has in no sense been run for the private advantage of any indi-

ridunlirlms rather ::Il the best intereats of the ons patrons.
ery respeet o
e e A, 5. PADDOCE.

Hon, Jony WANAMAEER,
Tostmaster-General, Washington, D, C.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL,
Washington, D, C., July 15, 1800,

BIn ¢ I'be{hﬂ aeknowledge the receipt of your communication of Tth instant,
caneemlnﬁ e matter of the discontinuance of mmmm at Grange Camp,
Va., in which you state that (ﬁ:n will be much pl if
continue the reception and distribution of mails at that point. In this ¢on
I beg to atate that the recent investigation of another matter at Grange Camp

t-office developed the fact that the office was be used almost exelunsiv
y & Mr. A. 8. Wedderburn, who publishes a paper at mntlrla\ Va., and sen
it by freight to Grange Camp, where it is The i tor's report shows
that thero are but two familiea Who get mail at Grange Camp aside from Mr.
‘Wedderburn; that on one side, a distance of 1} miles, is a post-office, and on the
ogiler, at a distance of abont one-third or three-quarters of a mile, is another post-
office.

It seems to be well established, in fact admitted bﬂl[r. Wedderburn, that about
three years ago he d the appoi of a Mr. Luckett as postmaster aé
Grange Cn.m%h Mr. Luckett was an employé of Mr. Wedderburn, and four
months after appointment removed to some point 51 miles away, and has not
since that time performed the duties of postmaster. Mr. Swayze was ‘:apninted
degn:{ﬁpoelmnsm at the instance of Mr, Wedderburn, and is under control
and influence, o, in fact, Mr. Wedderburn controls the office. It has been de-
veloped that the assistant pustmaster, Mr. Swayze, would receive Mr. Wedder-
burn's mail from time to time, stamp it, and every three months render a bill to
Mr. Wedderburn for the postage, which Mr. Wedderburn would pay by check.
This is a clear violation of the postal laws.

The revenues of the office go to Mr. Wedderburn, and he orders snp&liu from
the Depnm:aent as they are needed, supervises the making of returns to the De-

rtment, ete.

p"I‘lm investigation is still in.pmrreu. the result of which I will be plessed to
commuuicate to you, if you desire it.

As at present advised, I am not pm%ared to countermand the order discontin-
uing the post-office at Grange Camp, Va.

Very respectfully,

I can see my way clear to

JNO. WANAMAKER,
FPostmaster-General.
Hon. A. 5. PADDOCK,
United Statez Senate, Washington, D. C.

D.—COPY OF A RESOLUTION OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

AUGUST 16, 1800,
Ix THE HoUSE 0F REPRESENTATIVES, August 16, 1890.

W hereas it is charged in the eolumns of The New York Sun and other responsi.
ble journals tbutﬁgou frands have been practiced on the Post-Office
by one Alex. J. Wedderburn, in eonnection with the transmission through the
mails of a large number of circulars, in the form of a nawiﬁ:r entil The
National Farm and Fireside, at onu-eighth of the rates establ by law; and

Whereas it is stated that said circulars—printed in Alexandria, Va.—were
mailed at & post-office near that city, at a placescalled Grange Camp, where a
office was established at the request of the said Wedderburn, one of his employés
being appointed postmaster; and

W hereas it is stated that an investigation of these facts was made by the vroper
officers of the Post-Office Degmﬂ.muut-. with the result of discontin said post-
office after the Government had been defrauded out of a large sum of money by
the said Wedderburn in the manner stated; and

Whereas it is asserted that criminal proceedings were not instituted against the
said Wedderburn, as
t in behalf of said Wedderburn: Therefore,

tesolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is, requested to transmit to

the House at the earliest practicable moment all the facts in on of the
Post-Office Department in the matter, including the re of the special agenta
or inspectors of said Department therein, together with any correspondence had
with the Department of Agricnlture in respect to said matter.

Attest:
EDW,. McPHERSON, Clerk,
ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. STRUBLE. I ask unanimous consent, in accordance with the
desire of the Committee on the Territories, to present for consideration
a bill which will take but a short time.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Itis not fair to the Committea
on Labor, which has a very limited time, to yield for any other purpose.
We have but two or three hours to discnss a very important bill, and
I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'Thespecial order under the rule is the
consideration of the bill H. R. 9632.

ALIEN CONTEACT LABOR.

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I demand the regular order.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the pending bill.
The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R.9632) to amend *“An act to prohibit the importation and migra-
tion of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to Perfom labor in
the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbis.”

The bill was read, as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert :

“ That from and after the of this act it shall be unlawful for :ﬂ
son, persons, or corporation, in any manner or way whatsoever, to aid, nt‘:e:-r
encourage the importation or immigration of any alien into the United States
under contract or agreement, parol or special, ex grm or implied, made previous
o such alien becoming a resident of the United States, to perform labor or serv-
ice of any kind in the United States; any such icontract shall be utterly void
and of no effect; and it shall be unlawful forany alien to enter the United States
under any such contract.

“SEc, 2. That any person, persons, or cozomﬁon entering into a contract
prohibited by section 1 of this act with any alien, or who knowingly as-
sist, encourage, or solicit the importation or 1mmimuon of any alien into the
United States, to perform labor or service of any kind under contract or agree-
ment, parol or ,express or implied, with such alien, made previous to his
becoming aresident of the United States, shall be fined in a sum not exceeding
£1,000, or imprisoned for a period not exceeding six months, or both, at the dis-
cretion of the court, The proceeds of fines collected under thisact shall be paid
into the Treasury of the United States. And in addition to the above penalties,
any person, including the alienvpaﬂ. to said contract, mg institute a suit in
the 'pn:;x.ar cireuit court of the nlleg States, m‘:rh;s nalm:n u.tehe U:MM

nst Lhe raon, pﬁrsona, or l"porllion en’ ngin rohl con-
:rgn‘::t. and sh‘:l!l have the right to recover the sum of §1,000 !nxpea.d; alien inp~

Department

uired by law, the Department of Agriculture baving in- -
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ported into the United States in of such contract. A separate suit
may be brought for each allen included in such contract, and it shall be the dut:
of the district attorney of the proper district to ‘TE" and prosecute such suib
al thie expense of the United States. One-half of ndgment oblained, when
colleoted, shall be paid to the party instituting the suit, and the other shall
be paid to the Becretary of the Treasury to be of tolaw.
“Sgc.8. That the master of any vessel who shall bring within the United
States, on any vessel, or who shall land or permit to be landed from his vessel,
from any foreign ﬁoﬂ or place, any alien laborer, mechanie, or artisan, who,
ng 3 r:

and eitizen of a Blate of the United States, nor to any who has declared
his intention to b a clbizen of the United States: always, That a
person or a citizen of a SBtate, or who has declared his intention to become a
citizen of the United States, shall, as soon as he legally can, after becoming a
citizen of a State, or so declaring his intention, beecame a fully paturalized
citizen of the Uniled States; and if he does not &0 become a Iu.lly naturalized
citizen of the United States he shall be subject to the provisions of the first sec-
tion of this act from the time when he may so become a fully naturalized citi-
zen until the time when he is actually naturalized: Provided , That the

previous to er on such vessel, had d into or
mors , express or implied, to perform labor or serviee in the United
,8hall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall
pay a fine of not more than $500 for each nnd every such alien laborer, mechanie,
or artisan so brought or landed as aforesaid, and may also be imprisoned for a
term not exceeding six months, and shall return such alien tothe portat which
he embarked ; and the above fine shall be a lien upon such vessel; and such
vmnlﬂn e ‘h?ldl not have clearance from any pert of the United Siates until such
e is g
o r!m‘:'i. That it shall not be lawful for any person, persons, orcorporation to
encourage any alien laborer, mechanie, or artisan to migrate from any foreign
country to the United States, by promise of employmeat, through advertise-
ment orotherwise,and any such alien whoshall thus be encouraged tolmmigrate
to the United States, or who shall be a party to acontract prohibited by section
1 of this act, shall not be permitied to , but shall be returned to the port
from whenee he sailed; and the expense incurred by the United States in the

enforeement of this section may be colleeted from the p:rson, persons, or cor-
poralion who hasthus d the i igration of the alien, by suit in the
proper United Statesaircuit ; andall such toflimmigration by

ocourt; ng
promise of employment, through advertisement or otherwise,shall be construed
as a violation Jf section 1 of this act, and shall subject any person, persons, or
gorporation so encouraging the immigration to the penalties provi in see-
tion £ of this aect.

“8gc. 5. That nothing in this act shall be se construed as hlgrevent any citi-
gen or subject of any foreign country tem porarily residing in the United Staies,
in any private or officlal eapacity, from engaging, under contract or otherwise,

not residents of the United States to act as private secretary or house-

old domestics for such foreigner temporarily residing in the United States as
aforesaid ; nor shall this act be so construed as to prevenl any person, persons,
or corporatlion from engaging, under contract or otherwise, skilled workmen
in foreign eountries to perform labor in the United States in or upon any new
industry not at present establisbed inthe United States : Provided, That skilled
labor for that &urpm can not be obtained in the United States; nor shall the

provisions of this act s'ﬂ:ly to professional actors, artists, lecturers, larl
dained mi of gospel, learned prof s for colleges and semi-
naries, or singers; nor employed strietly as household

professional 1o persons
domestics or servants traveling in the United States with their employers:
Provided also, That noth !ntﬁhsctshgll be 8o construed as to prohibit any
T e e YA Eod Phnias BEIRS
re ve, lom from any fore coun n or
;lln’rpon of securing citizenship in the g:lted Slates,
“pEC. 6. That any person arriving in this country on any wvessel may be in-
ted under oath to ascertain whether he is embrneej within any of the
provisionsof thisaet; and any officer appointed by the Seeretary of the Treas-
to aid in the enforeement of act, or of the nct referred to in the title of
act, orany act ameandatory tlwreof,aiml! have the power to administeroaths
and to examine on oath any person supposed to be engaged in a violation of this
act, or any of the acts above referred to, or any witness produced ; and any false
statement willfully made by such person or witness in the eourse of his exam-
ination is bereby declared to be ju;!y.snd shall subjeet the person guilly
thereof to all the pains nn‘:’xn ties poz'ury prescribed by law., The Sec-
retary of the Treasury is hereby c ed wit

with the duty of executing Lhe provis-
jons of this aet, and for that purpose he shall have the power to establish such
rules and regulations and issue from time to time such insiructions not incon-
sistent with law as he shall deem best ealenlaled to enforce the provisions of
this aect, and shall have the pewer to withheld enlry and clearance from an
vessel used in \'Iolalinﬁ the provisions of this act, or either of the acts in this
section referred to, or the master of which refuses obedience to the provisions
of said act: and when it shall be determined that any person arriving on any
thin the jurisdietion of the United States in violation of the provisions
of this sect, and when a return of such son (o the country from whence he
eame has been ordered, it shall be the duty of the master of the vessel on which
such person was imported, ut the d ot the 5 tary of the Treasury, or
other proper officer, to detain said person on board said vessel and transport
said person (o the country from whence he eame at the expense of said vessel.
“Bee.7, That all laws or parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of this

act are hereby repealed,”

Mr. CHIPMAN, Idesire to offer an amendment to the pending bill,
and I wish to know when it will be in order to submit it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can be offered now, as there is no
amendment pending.

Mr, CHIPMAN, Then I will offer it now, before the debate com-
mences. =

Mr. WADE. Am I not entitled to the floor?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan sends
an amendment to the Chair, which will be considered as pending, if
there be no objection.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But how does the gentleman got
the floor? The eustom, as T understand it, is to recognize the gentle-
man in charge of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair proposes to recognize the
gentleman in charge of the bill, but the gentleman from Michigan
gends an amendment to the desk, which will be read for the informa-
tion of the House.

‘The Clerk read as follows:

Iunsert after section 6, to stand as sections 7 and 8, the following :

“8EC. 7. That no alien shall be the chief officer, president, superintendent
manager, or director of any eorporation formed under the laws of the United
States or any of the States thereof, nor be a conduetor, engineer, brakeman,
mmna.witnlm or car-driver on any railroad, h:judln slreet rail-

the Unitod States ; nor contract 1o do any work for the United States
or for any Blate, county, municipality, or municipal board inthe United States ;
nor bean ployé or lab ler any tractor 4o do such work; nor be n
coutractor, nor an employé or Iaborer under any contractor io do any work

for nny ,indg; United States: nor tum master, Wmc.

sallor, L OF on any water eraft w engaged in nav
waters of the United States, 4 A <
foregoing section shall not apply to any person who is a resident

*8grc. 8 The

said secti
S packion :tr:tl]:‘nol. ?plip:y to el_:y person until :.n.er h:dhu be?::-snmodthlrty
Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, there is a verbal amendment to be
made, The first section is specified but it should be section 7.
Mr. BLAND. Let me ask first if that is intended to amend the Con-
stitntion of the United States?
bel\ér. CHIPMAN. Ifit is necessary to meet such an evil, it ought to
one.
ﬂo‘gr‘ha SPEAKER pro fempore. The gentleman from Missouri has the
Mr. WADE, Iyield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania to offer an
amendment.
Mr. BLAND. I apprehend that no Congress can interfere with the
rights of the cifizen of a State.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is
recognized.
Mr. DALZELL. I desire to offer an amendment o come in on page
9, in lines 12 and 13,

The Clerk read as follows:
Strike out the words “ that skilled labor for that purpose
in the United " and insert *and for the pmﬁaumo? :‘L‘ﬁbﬁ

skilled workmen ean nol be obtained in the Uniled 8
ind recently established where skilled Jabor, to ammﬁm{
be obtained inthe United States: Provided, Tmf.netthnrofsud:mhbnms

may be imported onl and with the consent and Secretary

:{ﬁae Eouury and {hl;y.u&on;;arﬁemm of 1.;: Ialﬂmdvmh: n cause
Wil satisfaction, u such terms

ﬂmlbythmbepmnriobg&."‘ e, S0 IO S0E HiRerimn. o

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair understands the gentl
from Missouri to yield to this amendment. )

Mr. WADE. Yes.

The SPEAKER profempore. The amendment will be considered as
pending.

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I desirefoamend by adding what I send
io the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempere.
there be no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:
Amend section 2 by adding the following after the word * law,” in line 26,

It can be read now for information, if

page 8:

**And it is further provided that no fi
Unftad States, or innthe name oftthg E:lﬁng}:{é:r ;-dﬁ:‘: 1‘;’31'3&?5?‘1" t!h;
shall be compromised by any officer or agent of the United States.”

Mr. KERR, of Iowa., Has the bill been read the second time?

The SPEAKER pro tempore.  Not the second time.

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It seems to me it would be better to read it
by sections and let the amendments be offered in their order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The amendments will be pending in
their pr order.

Mr, WADE. I yield fifteen minutes fo the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN].

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, it has been the
policy of the Government of this country, from ils organization, to
open wide its doors to the people of all nations. But as time has gone
on it has been found that the cupidity of man has abused this privi-
lege, and forced immigration, contract immigration, purchased immi- .
gration has become an evil, and a cryingevil, in the land. Not only
have the Governments of other countries shipped to us their convicts
and paupers, but men of greed within our own country havesentabroad
and made contracts for the importation of laborers to come into this
country, and under those eontracts such laborers have come here and
entered into competition with our own honest home labor.

This evil becamé sueh that in 1885 the Congress of the United States
passed an act prohibiting the importation of contract labor into this
country. A snbsequent amendatory actwas in 1887, and a still
further amendment in 1888, The adininistration of these laws by the
Department of the Treasury has developed instances in which, under
the provisions of these laws, evasions were possible. Under the last
administration which was charged with the enforcement of these laws,
efforts were made to prevent the importation of contract labor, and to
a large extent those efforts weresuccessiul. Under the present admin-
istration of the Treasury Department, the efforts to enforce these laws
have been continued and with much success; but the Department finds
that there are cases which the present laws do not in practice cover,
and which makes necessary further legi=lation if the labor of thisconn-
1.1{’; ro:;i to be protected fully against contract labor brought in from
al

The Committee on Labor have reported this bill after a conference
with gentlemen charged with the execution of these laws, and they be-
lieve that the provisions of the proposed bill, if enacted into law, will
very materially aid the officers of this Government in preventing such
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immigration. Itis urpose in the few minutes assigned to me to
state wherein this lal::yag.ds to or takes from the existing statutes.

In the first- place, the exemptions under the present act are in one

increased and in another diminished. The presentlaw exempts
from its operation professional actors, artists, lecturers, singers, and
persons employed stricty as personal or domestic servants. Under the
provisions of that act a minister of the gospel, coming to New York,
under engagement to serve a church in that city, was held to come
within the prohibition; and the proposed amendment to the eriginal
law adds to this exemption regularly ordained ministers of the gospel
and learned ml;mu of eolleges orsemind:rim. _ Under the original act
persons employed strictly as personal or domestie servants are exempt.

Your commi{tee fonndythat adyvan’ was being taken of that ex-
emption, and so in the substitute which they report they limit the
exemption to household domestics or servants traveling in the United
States with their employers. Difficulty has been found in enforcing
the provisions of the present law in this respect: When a man was
brought into this country nnder contract to labor in thiseountry, there
was no law by which the steam-ship company bringing him here in vi-
olation of the terms of that act conld be compelled to return him to
the country from which he had been brought. An incident of this
kind occurred during the present summer in New York. Af first the
steam-ship company declined to return the man brought in in contra-
vention of the act; but afterwards they saw fit to return him, denying,
however, the right of the Secretary of the Treasury to insist under the
law that they retarn him.

The amendment to this act proposed by the committee provides that
when o steam-ship company brings men into this country in violation
of the provisions of the aect such company shall return the men thus
brought in at their own costs and charges, And to make thisremedy
more effective it puts it into the power of the Secretary of the Treasury
to deny a clearance to the steam-ship until the terms of the act are
complied with.

Tge bill also provides for a penalty upon the master of the steam-
ship violating the provisions of this act. It also provides that the offi-
cials appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury for the purpoese of
assisting in the carrying ount of the provisions of the law against the
importation of eontract labor shall have the right to examine nnder
oath any immigrant brought into this country to ascertain whether or
not such immigrant is I.:fn.ghmght in in violation of the ferms of the
law. And that power is given to those officials to examine not only
the proposed immigrant, but any other witness that mag:;e produced.

The proposition first was, as the bill originally stood before the com-
mittee, to make any such person cominginto this country under acon-
tract to labor guilty of a misdemeanor, but your committee thought the
effect of that would be to at once close the mouth of any snch immi-

t, because it is well understood that youn can not compel any one
to offer any testimony to eriminate himself. And therefore they pro-
posed this substitute, which takes away the criminal feature from the
immigrant, but subjects him to an examination by the inspectors ap-
pointed under the law as it now stands.

It also, as I said, gives these i tors the right to take testimony
as to the facts in the case. This bill proposes to cure another evil,
It is a fact to-day that all throngh European countries the steam-ship
companies have their placards atevery cross-roads, in every wineshop,
in every place of resort, advertising for immigrants to the United States
of Auerica, These companies secure the benefit of the passage-money.
It makes no difference to them what becomes of the immigrant after he
has landed upon our shores. He may, as often happens, at once be-
come an object of charity at the hands of the municipality within the
boundaries of which he has landed., .

Mr, MORSE. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a mo-
ment?

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I would rather not until I get
this proposition finished .

Mr, MORSE. I wanted to supplemen
statement of the governor of uset

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will give the gentleman an
opportunity in a moment.

We have no quarrel with the legitimate, honest immigrant; but we
demand that the immigration into this country shall only be honest
and legitimate. So we provide in this bill that if any person or cor-
poration engages any alien labor, laborers, mechanies, or artisans to
come from any foreign country to the United States under promise of
employment through advertisement or otherwise, such action shall
be unlawful, and the alien thus arriving shall not be allowed admit-
tanee 1o our ports.

Now I will yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. MORSE. I will say, in substantiation of what the gentleman
from New Jersey has stated about pauper labor coming into this eoun-
try and going directly to a penal or reformatory or charitable institu-
tion, that the governor of H‘;mhusetla recently called the attention
of the Legislature fo the fact that certain paupers, landed at the port
of Boston, came directly from a work-house in England and went right
from the wharf to the almshouse at Tewkesbury, in the State of Massa-
chusetts,

t what yon have said by a
ts,

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Instance after instance of that
kind by the thousands and tens of thousands have passed ‘into the his-
tory of this country.

We provide not ouly against such forced immigration as that, but we
provide that the parties enconraging such immigration shall not only
not be allowed to land ers thus obtained, but by such encour-
agement they become obnoxions to the terms of the law and are sub-
jected to o penalty. ;

Weprovide, and it isfor the purpose of covering cases where previous to
the fact coming to the knowledge of the officials the actual landing has
taken place, that in an instance where a person brought in under con-
tract to labor in this country has by hook or erook effected his Janding,
it shall be the duty of the steam-ship company which brought him in
here to return him at their own ecost, and if they refuse to do so they-
shall not have a clearance for their vessels.

Here the hammer fell, ]
r. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey.
gentleman yields to me,

I will say, sir, that this bill proceeds upon one line. I want to em-
phasize this especially in view of the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan. There are other phases of the labor question;
there are other phases of the emigration question which might be dealt
with by the law-making bodies of this country; but the committee
have undertaken in this bill to deal with one phase of it, and with one
that needs immediate legislation. We endeavor so far as statutes can
do so to prevent the importation into this country of persons under a
contract to labor here or nunder a promise of employmenthere. The
committee have felt that if they nndertook to deal with all the vari-
ous phases of the question this most important part maybe might
fail; and they thought it better to deal with this one of the evils in
this one bill alone.

be worthy in

Whilst amendments may be proposed here which
themselves, and which may be designed to accomplish worthy pur-
poses, we ask every friend of honest labor in this conntry-—nml by
“‘honest labor’’ I mean no cant phrase, but I mean labor that is em-
ployed in this conntry inearning its bread in the sweat of its face—every
one who is inte in not having this labor in this country eome into
competition with labor bought abroad and brought here to work ont.
its contracts; we ask all such to join with this committee in confining
the bill to this one single purpose. Allow us fo perfect it, if it needs
perfecti]nn, in its details and then pass it by a unanimons vote. [Ap-

launse.
P Mr. WADE, I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. QUINN]. M

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Sgeuker. inrising to support this bill T do so be-
lieving that no act of this or any other Congress so completely meets
the requirements of the American working man and woman as this
act is intended to do. This bill, when passed into law, will, in my
opinion, go far to right the wrongs which have been so long
down into the earth the toilers of our land, causing unceasing poverty
and discontent everywhere,

Some men say that this measure is a delicate and dangerous one fo
handle. Mr. S r, I ean not see it in that light, and if there was
anything delicate or dangerous to our institutions orour honer in this
. bill, all that I could do, every effortof mine, wonld be put forth fo de-
feat it.

No man on the floor of this House has given this subject more care-
ful study than I have done as a member of the stone-cutting trade.
I have seen year after year thonsands of such mechanics come with
the first dawn of spring from the poorly paid countries of Europe to
compete with and nndermine the American workman, hoth native and
naturalized, who, with his home and family bere, was sharing throngh
the long and dreary winter, as he had done the whole year round, all
the responsibilities, all the duties of a faithful Americansworkman.
Not so with those whom we aptly styled birdsof They came
with the spring, and the first faint blast of winter found them crowd-
ing on board a foreign ship again, to take them back laden with the
money which was nothing less than robbed from our American homes.
This was repeated year after year by a class of men who would hardly
spend a shilling on our shores, and who hated everything American ex-
cept the gold they took from us.

'he opponents of thisbill, Mr. Speaker, may say that I, too, came as
one of t No, I never did; for long and long before my feet tonched
the sacred soil of this free land, a Jand thrice sacred to every man of
my race, my every breath was mingled witha prayer that I too wounld
some day come to share in its freedom. And when at last in the full-
ness of my manhood I raised my hand to take the oath of citizenship
and to renounce forever all allegiance to every foreign prince or poten-
tate, it was only to ratify before Heaven on this soil the oaths of citizen-
ship I had taken before I had seen it.

To all who come as such, my heart and my arms are as open as
those of my country to receive them. But to all who come as hire-
lings and as the creatures of the destroyer of onr homes and the inde-
pendence of our workingmen, I would close every pathway to our
couniry in their face. To my mind there is not much difference be-
tween them and the hireling Hessians who, during another dark period

Just one moment more. The




9440

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

\

AvGusT 30,

of onr conntry’s history, wereinduced to accept the hospitality of gallant
New Jersey, a State so ably represented by the gentleman having

of this bill [Mr. BUCHANAX |, and who settled down around Trenton
and elsewhere. They may not have multiplied there, but let us hope
that they replenished the earth.

What might be said relative to the injury done to the American
stone-cutter might be safely said of every trade or calling in which
our people are engaged. There are regularly established agencies all
over Europe, in England, Ireland, Scotland, notoriously in Italy and
other countries of continental Enrope, for the purpose of gathering to-
gether and crowdingon to our shores in many cases the worst elements
of their various communities, ;

‘What can we not see daily on looking aronnd us? Ounrworking men
and women ground down and compelled to work fora pittance scarcely
sufficient to keep body and soul together, that the favored class may
be enriched, and when at last they cry out in their despair and say,
““YWe can not and will not stand this any longer,’’ off goes on the
wings of the li htninmmm the souless employer, messages saying,
‘“We have a strikeon d; send un your paupers, your working men
and women (a class of men and women who receive in many cases not
more than from 12 to 50 cents per day); send them on and we will give
them work and wages.” The next fleet steamer lands hundreds of that
class on the streets of our cities, and the thousands who were banded

ther in their cry for bread that their wives and children might be
fed are soon reduced to a still lower condition, and all because of this
accursed contract system.

The of this bill, Mr. Speaker, and its enforcement will put
an end to this; and the great centers of labor, such as New York, Penn-
sylvania, Ohio, and all over the land, will cease to be cursed with com-
t’:unitiea of men who will not speak our language and who defy our

WS.

Thousands of this class can be found to-day, particularly in the em-
ployment of the coal barons of Pennsylvania, who despise our laws
and our institutions; who recognize nothing in common with us, and
whose deeds and whose crimes are a foul blot upon our civilization,
and a proof (if one were needed) that slavery in this country has only
been transferred from one class of humanity to another.

Referring to the wages as paid to foreign workmen, let me quote to
you from the American Economist of Angust 22:

IRISH WAGES.

There is a strike on the Waterford and Limerick Railway, at Limerick, where
the engineers and fitters are receiving 33s., or $8.05 per week, and machinists
are getting 16s,, or §3.90 per week. They want 365, and 24s., respectively, or
$8.78 and §5.86, the same that men are getting in other parts of Ireland. The
directers have decided that they can not afford to pay the advance, and proba-
bly they can not. How any railroad canlive inacountry assparsely populated

as Ireland is, when engineers work for $3.05 per week and machinista for £3.90,
is more than we can comprehend.

In a visit to that country recently I traveled over this very railroad
from its start to its finish, which is from the city of Limerick to the
beautiful ecity of Lismore, in Waterford. As an American, I wasnat-
urally interested in everything I saw around me, pdrticularly in a
country wherein I was born, and which I had seen only twice in over
forty years. I saw and conversed with the very class of employés men-
tioned here, and the statement just quoted seems to me even more
favorable than the present condition of those employés really is.

1t is not that they are less skillfal; it is not that they are less care-
ful or less daring than the same class of employés in this country or
in that of any other on the face of the earth, for nowhere can men be
found more daring or more skillful than they are.

1t is not against the foreign-born citizens who come here with their
own free will that I wonld legislate. Noj; for to this class of emigrants
America owes her unsurpassed greatness. Itis thisclassof emigrants,
who, coming from beautiful, poetic, though oppressed Ireland, or from
the fertile valleys of Germany, and from other lands beyond the sea,
that have*made this conntry the peerless nation which it is. Therefore,
nothing shonld be done that might be construed to oppose their coming
here. o; there is room within the shores of America for millions
more like them, and the heart of America welcomes them to her bosom.

The ¢lass which she refuses to accept are those who might be brought
by contract to take the places in the mines, the factory, or the work-
shop of her own citizens, and who come without any desire or inten-
tion to become citizens, We know also that the paupers, and many
times criminals, of England have been given a premium to leave there
and accept passage to this country. They bring their pauper, as well
as their criminal, proclivities with them. They have been shipped at
the expense of their own country to ours, and I can see no reason why
we should want such a class,

Will not this class of men, all over Europe, at the first favorable op-
portunity, hire themselves to the agents of a Vanderbilt or a Gould,
and in doing so become the unwitting agents, in the hands of such
men, for the humiliation and d tion of our American workmen?

Quotations of this kind might be multiplied many times, as going to
show a vastly worse and lower condition of things in other portions of

Europe.

1t gnninst the wholesale importation, by contract, of low-priced
and low-paid laborers from all over the world that I for myself, and
also in the name of the honest toilers of onr land, protest.

You have recently by your acts declared that eight hours, and no
more, shall constitute a day’s work on all Government work. This I
delight in, for the best portion of my life was given to establish such
a role or law among the various trades on this continent, A bill
should also be preventing aliens from being employed as con-
tractors or otherwise on our public works. And a bill shounld, and will,
I hope, be passed which will shut out for all time a class of working
men and women who have wrought such injury to our Amercan citizen,
to onr American workman.

This will prevent thousands of birds of passage from coming here and
spreading themselves all over the country every spring, and, as I have
already stated, returning to their homes across the sea when the first
signs of frost appear upon our fields in the early winter. Then it is
that our American artisan and laborer will be given a chance to live
in the land which he can truly call his own; then it is that once more
prosperity and bappiness will be found in every workman’s home, asit
once was; then it is that virtue and trune manhood will bless the land,
and become in themselves the strongest barriers against every vice,
and the truest and grandest bulwarks for the preservation and protec«
tion of our glorious, our free, institutions will have been established,
[ Prolonged applause. ]

Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr, Speaker, while I am in accord with the general
purpose of this bill, I think that, like most of the labor legislation
which has been passed this session, it fails to give a complete remedy
for the evil which is songht to be redressed. The gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr, BucHANAN] in the course of his remarks said that the
bill dealtwith one phase of theevil. I mustdisagree with him entirely,
if he means there is more than one. There is but one phase of the evil,
and that is the evil itself in all of its force and in all of its enormity,
and if the measure before us fails to grapple with it to that extent and
to provide a rémedy against it, it fails entirely of being a measure
which ought to be by the House.

The great evil which we are seeking to overthrow is the competition
of aliens with onr own citizens in the industries of life. We wish to
stop the process by which labor is imported into this conntry under
contract, and we wish todo iteflfectually. We do this upon the ground
that those who are sons of the country, whether by naturalization orby
birth—and they both stand and ought to stand upon the same footing—
are entitled to whatever benefits are to he gained here by honest in-
dustry and onght not to be subjected to the competition of those who
owe no allegiance to our Government and who have no love for our
country, This alien competition is the great evil which we are seek-
ing to overthrow, and if we simply close the door to the importation of
contract lJabor we but partially perform our duty in that respect, be-
cause we leave the other and the greater door open by which this
competition may still be carried on.

I do not krow what may he the experience of gentlemen from other
sections of the country and I donot know what their sentiments may
be as to the amendment which I have introduced, but I do know that
on the frontier from which I come, and, as I am told, along the frontier
from the Atlantic to the Pacifie, our towns and cities, onr fields and
our forests, all our industries, are swarming with labor imported from
Canada. Our pine woods are full of that labor; our railroad corpora-
tions are full of it; our street-railway corporations are full of it; our
lake marine is full of it; our shops are fufloof it. In every branch of
industry in my own city we find these people coming with their din-
ner-pails across the river and competing with and driving out, to the
extent that they compete, the labor of our own citizens. They not
only do this, but they live among us unnaturalized year in and year
out. This is a great evil, one of which the workingmen on the north-
ern frontier are continually complaining, and which, in my judgment,
they rightfully complain of. These workingmen are children of the
great mother, our conntry, and she should nurse them to prosperity and
not take to her breast the stranger who cares not whether good fort-
une or ill fortune betide her, who has no interest in her good order or
her government, who recks nothing for her prosperity, and who
has no care here save to take what he can make and carry it back to
the country whence he came.

The amendment which I have offered is very comprehensive. It
inclndes not only the labor of individuals, but also of corporations. I
propose to prohibit any foreigner from being the controlling officer ot
any corporation in this conntry, Corporations, as we all know, possess
publie franchises, and as the possessors of those franchises they are to
a greater or less extent—to the sorrow of many people it may be said to
agreater extent—a governing power in the country, and they ought to
be controlled by men who are in full sympathy with our institutions
and who have such a stake in the country as citizens that they will do
no harm, becanse the harm they might do in the exercise of their cor-
porate functions would be a harm to themselves and to their posterity
alter them.

Gentlemen, I know, look with some surprise and suspieion upon
this amendment, but the country will come to it in time, I&is not
hostile to immigration. It is not hostile to the acquirement of citi-
zenship by foreigners. It in no way precludes any man who comes
here from abroad with the purpose of declaring his intention and be-
coming a citizen from doing so. It only insists that he shall do se;
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that he shall not live among us an alien, in time of war to refuse to
aid the Government that protects him, and in time of peace to be a
drain upon our resources and an injury to our working %eopl&

As to the power to da it, my friend from Missonri [Mr. BLAND] asked
me awhile ago—and I was sorry that he asked the question withont
more reflection—if this was proposed as an amendment to the Consti-
tution of the United Stutes. My answer was that it ought to be, if
such an amendment was necessary. But such an amendment is not
necessary. This Government possesses the power of all civilized gov-
ernments, the power to determine the status of every foreigner, of
every alien, who comes to reside amongst us. The Chinese exclusion
act, indeed this very bill, proceeds on the ground that we have that
power. We are responsible to foreign nations for the treatment of their
citizens among us. If we do them harm, the Federal Government may
be called to account and looked to for reparation. All our foreign re-
lations are controlled by the Federal Government. The naturaliza-
tion power, the reaty-making power, the commerce power, all those
powers which go to the relations of one nation to another and under
which the status of an alien in any conntry is determined, all those
powers are fully and exclusively placed in the hands of the Federal
Government.

Now, if this Government has these great powers, are they not all the
power any sovereignty can have over the subject, and is there any
doubt, can there beany doubt, that Congress, as the legislative branch of
the Government, may enact a law of the kind which I propose? Does
any man who has studied the Constitution, does any man who has
looked into the matter at all, doubt it for a single moment? Is there
any anthority upon international law which does not lay down the doc-
trine plainly that this is a power inherent in the Government, or in
the branch of the Government which may control the relations of a
country with other countries? Aliens enter countries foreign to them
at the pleasure of the governments of those countries. They may be
excluded entirely, which we have done in the Chinese acts, and have
tried to do in the contract-labor law, or they may stay among us on
the conditions prescribed by law. This is the universal law of civil-
ization. It is necessary to the dignity and the safety of republics,
as well as of monarchies. It grows out of the right of self-defense, and
the authority to exercise it is not, in our case, with the States, but
with the Federal Government,

There is nothing narrow in the legislation which I propose. Itis
broad; it is generous. It invites and givesan impulse, an impetus, so
to speak, to the naturalization of the foreigners who come to the coun-
try. It givesthem time after they have obtained employment, if they
desire so to do, to declare their intention; it gives them ample time.
I have heard gentlemen say on this floor that men should have time
to think and reflect before they declare their intention to become citi-
zens. That is not the theory of the law. We give them five years to
reflect before they take the final oath and become citizens of the United
States; but the declaration of intention does not bind them in any way;
it holds them to no duty; it does not cut them off from the choice of
being or not being citizens. It is during this time between the declara- |
tion of intention and the final oath of citizenship that the man is sup-
posed to study our institutions and to reflect as to whether his final
choice shall be to become a citizen.

Mr. Speaker, I for one do not desire great crowds of people to come
into the country who do not intend to become citizens. I desire that
those who come shall be decent men, of reputable lives, of proper in-
telligence, free from crime; men, in a word, who can display the quali-
fications required by our naturalization laws. And when they come
here with a purpose of living and working here I desire and demand,
and Congress shonld demand, that they at least make up their minds
to declare their intention to become citizens, and so far at least qualify
themselves for citizenship.

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman will yield to me for a moment, T
wonld like to ask him a question. What does he do with that great
principleof the Declaration of Independence which declares that all men
have the right to ‘‘life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness?”’ Why
does he propose to deprive any man of the right of liberty the moment
he arrives on republican soil—to make a slave of him simply because
he is on American soil? I thought that slavery had been abolished by
the Constitution.

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, my answer to the gentleman is, with
all the great respect I hold him in, that I do not propose to do any-
thing with that Declaration. The gentleman and myself have for years
and years stood np and denounced the gentlemen on the other side for
abandoning the Constitution of the United States and planting them-
selves upon the Declaration of Independence, The Declaration of In-
dependence is not the Constifution of the United States. I do not pro-
pose to go into the field of sentiment on this subject. My position is
a practical one; it is one in behalf of the independence and the real
freedom of the workingmen of this conntry. Charity beging at home.
I would take care of our work-people first, those who {elnngto s now.

8ir, we have been ind in platitudes on this subject day in and
day out. We have been doing with this question as we did with the
trust bill; we have been making a pretense of action, and yet not one

bill has heen passed so far at this session of Congress which in any way
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relieves labor from any of the evils against which this measure is aimed;
not one. Let us give a sensible and practical relief tolabor. We pre-
tend in thisbill that our intention is to prevent men from swarming in
here from foreign soil whenever a crisis in labor occurs and tak-
ing the place of our American laboring men. That atleast is the only
justification of it.  Yet the law to which this bill is amendatory,

as it has been supposed to be, long as it has been on the statute-book,
has been evaded with perfect ease. And I cantell gentlemen that the
}Ji!l now before us when enacted into a law will be evaded with simi-

ar ease,

Why, sir, not long ago when a strike occurred in the city of Detroit,
labor coming from Canada was clear beyond the demand; it swarmed
in there. There wasno contract-labor law violated; there was no con-
tract made; but word was from mouth to mouth that there
were vacancies there; that there was astrike; thatcarpenters and men
of that kind could come to Detroit and find employment, And they
came. They literally took the bread and butter out of the mouths ot
our own people. And this bill which you now propose to pass would
not prevent that.

Asamemberof the committee on thelabor troubles in Pennsylvania, I
found that, notwithstanding the law now on the statute-book, when-
ever a strike occurred among the miners, immediately, almost miracu-
lously, almost as if by magic, not only in tens and twenties, but in
fifties and hundreds, men came into the country and took the places of
our discharged citizens.

Now, these are the facts, and these are the evils against which the
contract-labor law was meant to provide. These are the evils which
this bill is meant to redress, But how do yon redress them if by in-
direction the very thing may be done against which your bill isaimed ?
What redress can there be if swarms of laboring men come in at their
pleasure and take the place of your workingmen, and may do it legally,
provided they have not entered intoa contract in some foreign country ?

Mr. CATCHINGS. Will I interrupt the gentleman if I ask him a
question ?

Mr. CHIPMAN. No, sir.

Mr. CATCHINGS. How would the gentleman suggest that we
remedy the evil to which he is now addressing himself? 5

Mr, CHIPMAN. I propose to remedy it by forbidding these men to
work except on certain conditions. My amendment proposes to
vide that within a certain time after they go to work here they s
declare their intention to become citizens, and that at the end of the
time prescribed by law they shall perfect their citizenship. That wounld
be a complete remedy, and it would involve no hardship, It wonld
give an immigrant a chance to look around for work; it would give
him, after he had secured work, reasonable time within which to take
this legal step and declare his intention. It would not debar him from
labor if hedeclared hisintention in a reasonable time after going to work.

I go further, however, than that, My amendment strikes at the
foundation of this question. I say to the gentleman from Mississippi
and to the House that I do not wish any considerable number of men
to come to this country to be of us, to work with us, to compete with
our working people, unless they come with the intention of being citi-
zens, They shonld come with that intention; and ander my amend-
ment I give them ample time. :

The gentleman from Missouri made a remark about the rights of the
States. In my amendment I provide for that. I recognize the citi-
zenship of the States, I recognize to the fullest extent the doctrine to
which the gentleman alladed at the time I introduced the amendment,
What I contend for is a measure of real relief to our workingmen—not
a prior-election relief—not this evasion which promises what it does
not perform. T wish an honest, a fair, and a constitutional solution of
this guestion.

A great many gentlemen have an idea that the demands of labor in
this conntry are of very little importance, A question of this kind is
buffeted aronnd this House as if it were a matter to be discussed just

before elections and then to be dropped, something upon which weare -

to tickle the ears and mislead the understandings of the laboring peo-
ple. I can tell gentlemen that there never wasa greater mistake. The
labor question is the great question of the age. It underlies and it
overlies every other question. I'rom one end of the world to the other
it is among statesmen and public men the one grand subject of discus-
sion. In this advanced age the laboring men can not and will not be
made the mere ‘‘mudsills’’ of society, to be used for the purposes of
capital and for the purposes of politicians,

There must be something real, something earnest done in a country
like this, where the elective franchise is based upon manhood, and
where the man who wields the plane or follows the plow by his vote
determines the destinies of a great people. There can be no real in-
telligence, there can be no real safety in this country, Mr. § g
unless the laboring men are kept upon a high plane, not only of 1-
edge and liberty, but upon a high plane of comfort and social de-
cency. Itis not the mere cry of demagogism, but it is the cry of the
statesmen of this country and of all countries. 'When an Emperor like
William, in the nearly despotic Government of Germany, deemsit of the
highest consideration to his people and all others, it i3 a question
necessarily of paramonnt importance everywhere. :
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- And, Mr. Speaker, as we deal with it we will deal with and de-
termine the safety and perpetuity of our Government. To bandy it
about, shuiile with it, raise our extreme doctrine of Btate rights against
it, resort to any and every subterfuge and method to overthrow and
keep it out of sight, is simply playing with a voleano, with a terrible
force, which, as it has hroken out in other places, will as surely break ont
i’n t]higo eountry if we do not deal honestly with the questions presented

abor.

ySvir, bills of this kind, which deal half-heartedly with the question,
are the food upon which communism and anarchism feed. They plant
the seed from which French revolutions spring. They sow Russia with
the dragons’ teeth of sedition. They spread discontent amongst the
people; they cause the laboring man to believe that after all he is not
of the importance which his manhood gives to him, and sooner or
later—and the signs of the timesof this country are ripe for it—sooner
or later, if we are not wise on the subject, I predict to you, Mr. Speaker,
that there will be trouble. Farmers are aroused, the workingmen
are aroused upon all hands, and there is no disguising the fact that they
are in practical alliance from one end of the country to the other.
They are acting hand in hand. It is not merely the fate of the manu-
facturer or the farmer, but the fate of Iabor itself, which they have in
charge and which they purpose to keep in charge until some favorable
result is attained in the legislation of the country.

Mr. Speaker, it is a great qnestion, an important guestion. You
will find it in the cotton fields of the South; it is in the wheat fields
of the North; if is being discussed in all its forms in every place where
induostiry is pursued; it is being discussed in every home where man
lives by the sweat of his brow, and I repeat now what I said belore,
and I beg gentlemen to believe me, it is the paramount question of the
day and the hour. It is not bounded by continents; it is not bounded
by oceans, but east, west, north, sonth, from further Australia to the
confimes of our western domain, there is but one voice, and that is that
the day of labor has come; and when we refuse to listen to that voice
we simply, Mr. Speaker, declare that the laborer is not worthy, bat
that the product of his hands, which the few have accumulated and
hold is the worthier thing and the only thing we ought to protect.

I protest against that sentiment. I protest against the spirit which
has been rampant in this House, which is as rampant upon the part of
some of the professed friends of labor as upon the part of those who
openly and boldly some of the bills in behalf of labor. I pro-
test against the spirit which has consented to certain amendments,
emasculating, as I had oecasion to say this morning, bills meant to re-
lieve labor. I demand honest legislation for the workers of the land.
I demand a fair and patriotie solicitnde for the condition of the great
masses of our people, for labor constitutes the great massof the people.
Here is a field for statesmanship.

Here is a field not only embracing the present comfort, but the fut-
ure welfare of the great body of the people; and in offering this amend-
ment, Mr, Speaker, I care not how it may be characterized, I know in
the great court of the people themselves it will be held as honest and
a step in the right direction, and in offering it Isimply propose a greater
Americanism, a trner Americanism, not that kind which lit
its way by the convent fires of the days of knownothingism, not that

ptive kind which seeks to drive immigration from the country,

ut a better, more enlightened, patriotic kind, which will welcome all

who choose to come and are fit to come, but which simply asks them

when they do come to become one of our household, bone of our bone,

flesh of our flesh, our friends, our brothers? our very fellow-citizens,
That is what I desire; that is all I ask.

Mr. TARSNEY., Will the genfleman permit a question ?

Mr, CHIPMAN. Yes.

Mr. TARSNEY. I wish to ask the gentleman if he knows of any
growing evil in this country arising from the reluctance on the part
of those who come here to hecome citizens of the country. Is not the
fact just the reverse?

Mr. CHIPMAN. Well, I would like to answer the gentleman from
Missouri seriously, and I wish to answer him tfully and kindly.
I do know all through the Northern frontier hmds upon hundreds;
I know it is a growing evil, or else I would not have said so.

Mr, TARSNEY. That those who come here donot avail themselves
to becoming citizens?

Mr. CHIP: . Yes; hundreds on the frontier, men who work in
corporations there day in and day out, especially Canadians; men who
work in factories year in and year out—an evil so great that the labor-
ing men have protested against it, and continue to protest against it;
8o great an evil that they have invited me to introduce this or some
like measure here.

Mr, TARSNEY. Then will the gentleman permit me to ask if com-
pulsory citizenship will make good citizens out of these people?

Mr. CHIPMAN. My dear sir, I will answer that question patiently.

I will not say what I think of the question. Perhaps I might burst
ont and show how utterly from the point it is. Compulsory giti-
zenship! What does the gentleman mean by that? How does my
amendment compel & man to become a citizen? Can anybody explain
in what way? All there isof it is that we have the power and we
have the moral right to say what the status of an alien shallbe. We

may say he shall nof come into the conntry at all, and of course to say
what he may do when he does come. But we offer him this great boon
of citizenship, and under my amendment I propose that he shall not be
mml;:]led to take it upon him until he has had an opportunity to get
Wor,

Mr. TARSNEY, Is not the true remedy for the situnation the re-
gtriction of that undesirable immigration, and does not this bill go to
that extent?

Mr. CHIPMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, the men who come into the
shops in my city are not undesirable save as they are nn-American.
The meu who come from Canada are desirable. Some of them at least
I would like to kave become citizens of this Republic. They would
make good citizens if they would give up their prejudices. They are
indnstrious, they are honest, they are and would be hailed as citizens
with open arms by the very men who protest ngainst the present con-
dition of affairs. My ohjection to them is not that they are all unde-
sirable, but that they are working in our midst, giving no support to
the Government, paying no taxes, performingno publicduty, and tak-
ing the rewards of their labor away into a foreign country, draining
us of our resources. That is my answer to that.

Mr. TARSNEY. But this bill provides a remedy for that.

Mr. CHIPMAN. My amendment prescribes a better remedy, acer-
tain remedy. It provides that if within thirty days after they have
got to work they do not take out their first papers, then they shall not
be allowed to work in the country until they do.

AMr. TARSNEY, Now, would the gentlemen cousider it advisable
or wise to have a law requiring the class of immigrants that he com-
plains of to declare their intention to bscome citizens of this country
within thirty days after they land here, before they learn our lan-
guage, know anything of ounr institutions or our system of govern-
ment? Does the gentleman believe in that premature naturalization?

Mr. CHIPMAN, Ihavealready addressed myself to that very ques-
tion. If I have not made myself understood, if it is because I myself
have failed, then thatis my fanlt. If the gentleman has failed to under-
stand me, then it is his fanlt. I dwelt at considerable length upon
that phase of the questiou. I explained this fully, as I thought, and
if the gentleman will do me the honor to read my remarks to-morrow
morning I think he will discover that.

Mr. TARSNEY. But your amendment provides that any person
coming into thisconntry shall be deprived ol‘p obtaining labor for more
than thirty days—

Mr, CHIPMAN. It does not do anything of the kind.

Mr, TARSNEY (continuning). Unless at the expiration of that
time he declares his intention to becomea citizen of the country, when
perhaps he can not speak a word of our language and has never heard
of our Constitution and knows nothing whatever of our system of
government, -

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Spesker, I have already, as I have said, ad-
dressed myself to that subject. I willreiterate what I said, because it
may be possible that itis my fanltand not the fault of the gentleman that
he does not understand me. In the first place, 1 have explained what
is the true theory of onr naturalization laws, to wit, that the time
given from the declaration ot intention to the time of taking out the
last papers is the time accorded by the law in which the person may
study our institutions and make up his mind.

Mr, TARSNEY, But you want to force him to declare his inten-
tions before he knows what his intentions are—within thirty days.

Mr. CHIPMAN. I want every man who comes to this country to
live to have the intention to be a citizen of it. [Applanse.] That is
what I proclaim and declare.

Mr, TARSNEY. Before he comes?

Mr. CHIPMAN. I want no ignorantmen o comehere. I wantno
men to come here to make a mere experimentof us, Iwish every man
to be an honest man, a sound man, and to come here with the firm de-
sire to take umpon himself the obligations of citizenship. No other
class of immigrants are desirable. It is to prevent any other class of
immigrants that we are endeavoring to impose restrictions upon immi-
gration. The man who comes here to live ought to know, and he does
know before he comes here, what his intentions are, that they are to
make a home here, and I will welcome every decent man who comes
with that intention. Andifhe comes with thatintention to live among
us, then as an honest man he ought to take upon himself the obliga-
tions of citizenship, and the first ateF toward that, the first process of
his eduncation, is not the formation of the intention, butit is the decla-
ration of the intention which he formed before he came to this country
atall. Besides, I do not by my amendment require him to declare his
intention before, but affer, he gets work. His going to work shows that
he intends to make a living here. That is a declaration of an inten-
tion to compete with our laborers, and I would have him compete on
fair ferms.

Mr. MUTCHLER. Do you not think he ought to have a chance to
look about him and see if he likes it or not? :

Mr. CHIPMAN, How longachance would thegentleman give him ?

Mr. MUTCHLER. Waell, this is a great country. He conld notsee
much of it in thirty days. .

Mr. CHIPMAN. The gentleman will please bear in mind that there
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is un such provision in the amendment. You might make the time
longer if you wish; bat the provision is that thirty days after he goes
to work—not thirty days after he gets here—he shall declare his in-
tention to become a citizen. I keep telling gentlemen that. I have
gaid it half a dozen times, and say so now again for the seventh time,
that there is no such provision in the amendment.

Mr. TARSSEY. Is it nobto be presumed that every man goes to
work as soon as he can ?

Br. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, the amendment is reasonable; it gives
every opportunity for & man to protect himself.

Now, s I said, I do not know what the intentions of other gentle-
men are in this matter of legislation for labor. Iam in earnest. AsI
said, I believe it is a great and imminent question and I am in earnest
in segard to it, I propose by this amendment to extend arelief which
will be effectual in a manner which I think it will be effectual, as all
other laws which we have enacted on this subject have been evaded.
The law belore us now will be evaded from one end of this country to
the other. 8o faras I am informed, and I think gentlemen who will
inguire into it will learn that I am rightly informed, there is a demand
for just this kind of legislation. It is not inimical to aliens; it is not
inimical to naturalization; it is not inimical to immigration, but sim-
ply provides for a sufficient protection against an evil so great that for
session aflter scssion and year after year since the first contract-labor
law was passed, it has agitated Congress and has held the attention of
the American people.

AMr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. I wonld like to say oune thing to
the gentleman before he takes his seat. Tknow he did not doit inten-
tionally, but he said that in the city I come from a convent was
burned. There was never a convent burned in Boston, nor by the
citizens of Boston. What happens outside of Boston should not belaid
to the charge of the people of that city.

Mr. CHIPMAN. It wasnearBoston. I willapologize tothe mem-
ber representing Boston most cordially. I know there was some
wicked work of that kind done, a work which is a reproach to the
American people ; and I thank God that such work is impossible now
in these days of better knowledge and greater toleration, and I will
withdraw the remark and apologize for all reference to Boston.

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. PAYSON, I was notpresent when the consideration of this bill
begnn, nor until its consideration had been proceeded with to some ex-
tent. I desire to inquire how many amendments are now pending,

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Twoamendmentstothebillare pending.

Mr. PAYSON. By whom were they oftered ?

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The committee hasreported anamend-
ment ta the bill, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. DA1LZELL]
offers an amendment by the consent of the committee.

Mr. PAYSON. I desire, Mr, Speaker, to propose two amendments
to the bill at a little later stage in the discussion. I would suggest to
the gentleman in charge of the bill that the amendments pending may
now be voted upon and disposed of one way or the other, so that under
the rules of the House other amendments may be in order, because (if
I can have the attention of the gentleman from Missouri) I would
state that under the mles of the House only two amendments can be
pending at one time. The previous question, if I recollect correctly,
is to be considered as ordered at 4 o’clock upon the bill, and therefore
it seems to me to be wise that these amendments which are now pend-
ing shall be disposed of, so that members desiring to offer further
amendments may not be precluded by the operation of the previous

question.

Mr. WADE. I heard the statement of the gentleman from Illinois,
and I will state that I have to yield fifteen minntes to my col-
league [Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS], and after that we will di of the

amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAi-

ZELL].

l{.r] PAYSON, If there is no objection, I will ask unanimous con-
sent for leave to propose two amendments to the bill, so that they may
be maiﬂﬂam as pending, and then I am content so far as I am con-
cern:

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment offered by the com-
mittee is a substitute for the entire bill, and an amendment to that is
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DArzerrL]. The
course outlined by the gentleman from Illinois ean be pursued after the
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania shall have been dis-
posed of, when other amendments will be order.

Mr. PAYSON. I ask unanimous consent, while I am upon my feet,
to offer the following amendment: To insert in section 3, lirie 1, after
the word ‘‘shall,’’ the word ‘' knowingly.”” That is the first amend-
ment; and secondly, fo strike out all of section 2, beginning at the
word *‘one-half” in line 23. I should be glad to have unanimous con-
sent that these two amendments be considered as pending, so that they
will come in and not be cut off under the operation of the previous
question, if they shall not be reached prior to that time.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. If there be no objection——

Mr. WADE. There are amendmentsnow pending before the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend-
ments offered by gentleman from Illinois will be considered as
pending. Is there objection ?

Mr. WADE. Iobject.

Mr. PAYSON. Why does the gentleman object?

Mr. WADE. They can be offered.

Mr. PAYSON. Isimply offer them that they may be pending and
that when the previous question is ordered at 4 o’clock I would not be
precluded from offering them and having a vote upon them. There
can be no objection to that conrse,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. WADE. I object.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. Objection is made. The gentleman
from Missonri [ Mr. WADE] has thirty minutes of his hour remain

Mr. WADE. I yield fifteen minutes of that o my colleagne [Mr.
NIEDRINGHAUS].

[Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS withholds his remarks for revision See
Appendix. ]

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Labor have substan-
tially exhausted not only the subject of this bill, but the tinie allotted
to its discussion,
to the object of the hill and to the bill itself,

This country has been the haven of the oppressed and liberty-loving
immigrants from the days of the pilgrim fathers down to the present
time. The intelligent and industrious settler is, and has always been,
weleome to our shores,

Every honest man who lands in this country fo cast his lot with ns :

who has come of his own volition and at his own expense should be
received with hospitality. He may still feel a yearning for the hills
of his fatherland, for a love of the place of one’s birth is one of the
natural emotions of the human hearf. Butlove of liberty and a de-
sire to better his condition have led him to cast his lot with us, and
his children and his children’s children will be Americans.

From immigrants of this class the country isinno danger. - But when
in searching for lower priced labor the byways of the Old World are
ransacked, and aliens, not cnly by birth but in f are imported
by contract like cattle, & new peril is added to those y environ-
ing our Commonwealth.

The barbarians who overthrew Rome marched on foot through the
darlk forests and across the mountain barriers with armsin their hands,
But in our day a single vessel can carry in ease and comfort a small
army of these contracted laborers,

A Iaw of natnral selection brings by voluntary immigration the best
of foreign population to our shores, but a system of contract labor aims
at quantity alone and brings to us men who will agree to work cheap
regardless of all their other qualifications. The laws on this subject
have been severe, but have not proved fully adequate to the evil.

The bill proposed will, it is believed, supply the defects of the former.

law and render it impossible for scheming contractors to break down
and destroy the prices commanded by American labor. Fleshand blood
must never be made cheap in America.

We have fought against the proposed destruction of our protective
system, because free trade means to put American labor upen the plane
of other less favored lands.

American labor is the best paid of any in the world. To maintain
this position for the 1 ing man of America it is necessary to main-
tain our protective system and keep American markets for American
labor. To allow laborers to be imported like beasts of burden by con-
tract will rednce the price of labor in America and destroy the bene-
fits of the protective system,of Clay and Webster, which has been for
thirty years the fixed policy of this Government.

To protect the interests of American workmen it is necessary to roain-
tain tge protective-tariff system, which preserves the American markets,
and also to effectually prevent the importation by contract of that class
of aliens who, withont having the spirit to come to America of their
own volition, yet may be landed by contract in swarms to demoralize
alike the labor market and moral atmosphere of our happy country.

I trust this bill, making additional and most stringent provisions

against contract-Jabor importation, may be passed, and that it may most :

effectually be enforced.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The gentleman from Missonri has
seventeen minntes of his time remaining,

Mr. CARUTH. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will allow me
a question before he takes his seat.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentieman has already taken his
seat and yielded the floor. :

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I again desire; if the gentleman from
Missouri in charge of this hill is present——

Mr. WADE. I am here.

Mr. PAYSON. I desire again to renew the request for unanimous
consent in my own time to have the amendments I have indicated read,
with a modification I desire to make, and to have them considered as
pending before the previons question is ord 80 as to enable me to
secure a vote upon Otherwise, Mr. 8§ , L will be driven to
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take another parliamentary course in order that they shall go in, be-
canse I am particularly desirons of securing a vote upon them. Does
the gentleman still insist on his ohjection ?

The SPEAKER protempore. Does thegentleman from Missouri with-
draw his objection? '

TN PA N. If the gentleman does not, then I offer as a substi-
tule for the pending bill the amendment I send to the desk and ask to
have read. I intend to have a vote on this proposition and it will con-
sume a good deal of time, necessarily, to drive me to this course, which I
hope will not be done.

The Clerk proceeded to read the proposed amendment.

Mr. PAYSON (interrupting the reading). The gentleman from
Missouri withdraws his objection to the pendency of the amendments,
and if there is no further objection, T will not take up the time of the
House in reading them now. But I desire to address myself to the
amendments briefly.

TheSPEAKER pro fempore.
that the amendments he has suggested be considered as pending.
there objection?

There was no ohjection.

Mr. PAYSON. The first amendment I offer to the bill is to strike
out from section 2 the following words :

One-hall of the judgment obtained, when collected, shall be id to the
party institnting the suit, and the other half shall be paid to the Secretary of
the Treasury. to be disposed of according to law.

1 propose, sir, to strike that from the bill. I think it is one of the
things agreed npon by thecommon judgment of lawmakers, of jurists,
of practical Jawyers the world over, who have had little or much to do
in the proscention of guasi-criminal cases where a portion of the fine
iipaid to an informer, thal the legislation is vicious in and of itsell;
and so far as I know in modern days the practice of incorporating this
kind of a provision in the criminal or quasi-criminal legislation has
Iieen abandoned everywhere.

Now this bill relates fo a class of men that are not criminal in and
o! themselves. Lawyersabout me nnderstand the distinction between
the two classes of erime covered by criminal statutes, namely, those
crimes that ave malwm in se—that is, those that are criminal in them-
selves, erimes against the person or property of a citizen—and those
which are malum prohibifum, eriminal simply because prohibited by
law; and the clasz of effenses against which this bill runns comes in the
latter eategory. In and of itself there is nothing wrong or eriminal
in engaging men across the water and making a contract in advance
with them by which they are to labor here; but in the interest of pub-
lie policy, in which I agree heartily, and in accord with the sentiment
of the conntry, the provisions of this bill are snpposed to be so framed
as to prohibit the employment under contract of laborers in foreign
countries and bringing them to onr own shores,

Now what is the provision of this section ?

Sec. 2. That any person, persons, or corporation entering into a contract pro-
hibited by section 1 of this act with any alien, or who shall knowingly assist,
encourage, or solicit the importation or immigration of any alien into &!e United
States, to perform lubor or serviee of any kind nnder tract or agr t
parol or special, express or imlwd. with such alien, made previous to his be-
coming a resident of the United States, shall be fined in a sum not exceeding
$1,000, or imprisoned for a period not vxmdh:ﬁ.six months, or both, at the dis-

eretion of the court. The proceeds of fines collected under thisact sball be paid
into the Treasury of the United States. And inaddition to theabove penalties—

In addition to a fine of $1,000and a long imprisonment, oune or both,

in addition— ; e

person, including the alien party to said contract, may institut it i
:!’:g per lﬂrl!:n.llll. c.;grt of t‘h; Ul.ll"i‘: States, h: r.!u; lramc n’f 'lllliz:a Ul]'-niete?l ?s‘l:tel.::

nst the person, persons, or corporation entering into the prohibited con-
tract, and shall have the right to recover the.sum of §1,000 for each alien im-
ported into the United States in pursuance of such contract, A separate suit
may be brought for each alien included in such contract; and it shall be the
duty of the district attorney of the proper district to appear and prosecute such
suit at the expense of the United States,

And then follows the provision which I propose to strike out of this
bhill, If there is not an indnstry opened up that will be worked to its
fullest extent I would like to see one. Here litigation is proposed in
the name of the General Government, and all the power of the national
arm is put into the hand of the informer, he is obliged to employ no
counsel, the Department of Justice is compelled to prosecute the suit
and at the expense of the General Government, and—
one-half of the judgment obtained, when collecled, shall be paid to the party
imﬂtutln%the suit, and the olher half shall be paid tothe Sceretary of the Treas-
ury to be disposed of according to law.

It is pro; to pay one-half to him, when perhaps the evidence of
the alien alone is all that may be necessary to secure the rendering of
that jud nt. - :

Mr. TURNER, of New York.

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly.

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Is it not a fact that this meiety
clause, which the gentleman ohjected fo, is in the present alien-con-
tract law ?

Mr. PAYSON, Oh, I do not know, and I do not care, Ifitis, it
ought to be stricken out. I am addressing myself to the present cir-
cumstances, I have not had experience in prosecutions nor defenses
under this law, and if it is in the present law, it never ought to have

The gentleman asks unanimous consent
Is

Will my friend yield for a question ?

been put in it and it ought to be repealed. I am talkingupon a prin-
ciple, and I will say that it is proposed here, if this provision is en-
acted into law, to give a power that is broader than I ever knew to be
given in any legislation to which my attention hasever been called.
lm]-!r. TARSNEY. That provision has been abused in some of the
statutes.

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, everybody knows that; and so, Mr. Speaker,
because this class of legislation is vicious in any law, and because in
thp class of legislation provided for in this bill it is so easy of nccom-
plishment in the hands of a designing informer, the seal of condemna-
tion ought to be put upon it, and I can not imagine how it ever found
lodgment in this bill. That is all T care to say with reference to that
clause. [Applause.]

The next amendment that T offer is this: Section 3 of this bill pro-
vides as follows: )

BEc. 3. That the master of any vessel who shall bring within the United States,
on any vessel, or who shall land or permit to be landed from his vessel, from
any foreign port or place, any alien laborer, mechanic, or artisan, who, pre-
vious to embarking on such vessel, had entered into contract or agrecment,

rol or special, express or implied, to perform Iabor or service in the United

tates, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof
shall pay a fine of not more than $500 for each and every such alien laborer, me-
chanie, or artisan so brought or landed as aforesaid, and may also be impris-
oned for a term not exceeding six mouths, and 1l return such alien to the
port at which he embarked; and the above fine shall be a lien upon such ves-
sel; and such vessel shall not have clearance from any port of the United States
until snch fine is paid,

Here is a crime of grave character fixed upon a man who is ntterly
ignorant, so far as the terms of the bill are concerned, of the fact that
he is charged with doing that which constitutes a crime. The amend-
ment which I offer will insert the word *‘ knowingly ’’ after ‘‘shall;”
8o that it will read:

That the master of any vessel who shall knowingly bring within the United
States, ete.

1 follow that with another clause providing, at the end of the section,
that the landing of such alien laborer shall be deemed prima facie evi-
dence of malice on the part of the master of the vessel.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman permit an observation there ?

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly, with pleasure. :

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ibelievethat the committee weresatisfied of the
fact that none of the masters, or owners, or pursers, or elerks of any of
these vessels ‘‘knowingly’ allow any of these contract laborers on
their boats, Andwhen the committee went over this matter very thor-
onghly with the Solicitox of the Treasury it was thought best that, as
we could not conviet with the word *‘knowingly  in the old law, we
would try it withont the word “‘ knowingly ’’ in the law.

Mr. PAYSON, Does the gentleman think that is good legislation, to
create p crime without any intent ?

Mr. FARQUHAR. I have asked several lawyers on this floor, one
or two ex-judges, and they think it is just as well to leave it in this
form without the word *' knowingly '’ being inserted. I wanttosay that
the importunities of the foreign vessels' agents toward me asa member
of this committee rather prejudiced my mind to them that the word
“knowingly ?’ ought not to go into this bill.

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, this proposition overturns the fonnda-
tion of the entire eriminal law of the civilized world. There is no
man who has ever read the elementary principles of eriminal jurispru-
dence but knows that the recognized definition of a crime is a joint
union of act and intent. There never was a time in the history of
civilization—and I make this statement as broad as langnage can make
it—when a crime could he imputed to a citizen unless a scienler was
averred as against the defendant.

Mr. CATCHINGS. I willcall the attention of my friend to the fact
that in the internal-revenue laws pertaining to the collection of reve-
nue on whisky the intent, expressly, by the statute itself, cuts no part
whatever in the crime.

Mr. PAYSON. Well, that is an act which has reference to a mat-
ter under the jurisdiction of the Treasury Department; but I am dis-
cussing the general principle of the application of criminal law.

Mr. CATCHINGS. That was upon a discovery of a violation of the
law; and our statute with reference to the violation of this law was
expressly drawn so as to do away with any construction as to criminal
intent.

Mr, PAYSON, Then let me ask my friend from Mississippi this
question: Does he think it desirable on the t of the national Con-
gress to include in & measure to regulate the immigration between this
conntry and another such a sweeping charge as is contained in this
bill, to make them all criminals simply becanse he finds it extremely
diffienlt to convict after the fact?

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will answer that by saying that when this
queslion came up before the committee I made the same objection the
gentleman does now.

Mr. PAYSON. I regret that the gentleman did not adhere to it.

Mr. CATCHINGS. But when Judge Hepburn, the solicitor of the
Treasury, a very learned lawyer and a very sceomgf:bed gentleman,
came before the committee, and a man, too, who had much ex-
perience in the enforcement of the present law, he satisfied me that
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unless we shonld strike out the word ‘‘ knowingly’ it would be use-
less to endeavor to secure a conviction,

Mr. PAYSON. While this matter is under discussion will you let
me ask you a question? If the word *‘ knowingly ’* was inserted and
the provision was added to the section '’ that the landing of a contract
laborer should be prima facie evidence,” wonld not that be sufficient
to enable them to secure a conviction ?

Mr, CATCHINGS. We did discuss that indirectly, but we found
that at last it was but prima facie evidence, and that all that would be
necessary for the master of a vessel to discharge himself of the crime
wonld be to take the stand and say that he was innocent, and that
wonld settle the whole question.

Mr. PAYSON. Bat behind that comes the twelve honest men who
are sitting in the jury-box.

Mr. CATCHINGS. Of course they would believe him unless testi-
mony could be addnced showing that he was not truthful, and that
would result in throwing the burden of proof on the United States to
show that he had violated the law with knowledge.

Mr, PAYSON. But this bill throws no burden upon the United
States at all, except that a foreigner under contract for labor was upon
a vessel and landed upon these shores; and if that is shown it brings
him within the terms of the bill.

Mr, CATCHINGS. To be sure, and my friend misunderstands me.

Mr. PAYSON. I have never heard in the little experience I have

had in the administration of criminal law a proposition that was so
startling to me as this is.
- Mr. CATCHINGS. If my friend will permit me, I will state that
Colonel Hepburn, the Solicitor of the Treasury, stated to us expressly
that there would be, in his judgment, no practical difference about the
matter, because he said, and truly, I have no doubt, that the law offi-
cers of the United States had looked into the matter, and that all that
wonld be necessary would be for the captain or owner of a vessel to say
that he was innocent, and as a matter of fact that would be an end of
the prosecution.

Mr. PAYSON. But that is a discretion that should never be vested
ina prosecuting officer, that by the terms of law an act admittedly in-
nocent of itself should be made a crime, and the defendant liable to
information and indictment, and that that should be left entirely to the
discretion of a prosecuting officer, who would be bound in nine out of
ten cases to act in an ex parte way, to say whether or not, on an indict-
ment which had been found by the grand jury on an information which
he himself had presented under the anthority of the terms of the law,
the party should be released from further liability.

This Congress ought not, in my judgment, go to that extent. That
is all I care to say in reference to these two propositions. I think that
both should be adopted.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will suggest to the gentleman
to cover the matter entirely by adding as a provision, *'and such bring-
ing or landing.”’

Mr, PAYSON. I have noobjection, and will modify the amendment
which I have proposed so that it will read as follows.

The fact of such bringing or landing shall be prima facie evidence of such
knowledge.
. That is all I care to say.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection these two amend-
ments will be considered as pending.

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I hope I shall be recognized next.

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, rose.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [ Mr, STEW-
ART] desires to offer an amendment so that it will not be cut off.

Mr, CATCHINGS. I yield so that he may offer the amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the gen-
tleman from Texas will be read, after which the Chair will ask whether
there he objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by adding to section 2, afler the words " United States,” in line 23,
the foilowing:

“And it is further provided that no fine, penalty, or judgment recovered by the
United States under the provisions of the act to which this act is an amend-
ment, or which may hereafter be recovered by the United States under this act
or the act to which this act is amendatory, shall, by anly officer or agent of the
United 8 , be ised for any sum of money less than the amount of
money claimed or recovered for the violation thereof.”

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I just want to say in connection with
that amendment that I offer it because I think experience has shown
that the law has been rendered in a great measure nugatory because of
the compromises that have been made by the officers of the Govern-
ment; after judgments had been obtained, and to prevent that is the
object of this amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ohjection that the amendment
be considered as pending? The Chair hears none.

Mr. CATCHINGS. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that the Committee
on Labor went seriously to work to devise some measure by which the
defects in the law as it now stands shonld be remedied and the evils
which egmw.il in consequence of them should be suppressed, and, not
satisfied with our own judgment in this matter, we invited before us
the Solicitor of the Treasury, Judge Hepbarn, who is a very accom-

plished lawyer and thoroughly familiar with the legislation upon this
subject and the difficulties of enforcing it. After we had discussed
the matter with him iully, going over it line by line and section by
section and agreeing nupon certain amendments, we referred the whole
bill to him to be rewritten, and what we present for the consideration
of the House is the bill framed and fashioned as I now state; and it is
my own opinion, Mr. Speaker, that it is, to all intents and purposes,
about as near perfect to éffect the objeet for which it is designed as a
law ean be made.

The gentleman from Michigan, my friend, Judge CHIPMAN, was dis-
posed to be somewhat rough in criticising the bill. He denounced ib
as practically ap absurdity and stated that it wonld utterly fail to ac-
complish anything that we had in view, and he has proposed asa pan-
acea an amendment which has been read and to which I will now make
some reference. And I will say in the first place, Mr. Speaker, that if
there be one thing more certain than another it is that hisamendment,
if adopted, would not only be unconstitutional, but would 'be utterly
futile {o effect the purpose which its framer designed. It is expressly
declared by this proposed amendment that—

Noalilen shallbe the chief officer, president, superintendent, manager, or di-
rector of any corporation formed under the laws of the United States, or any of
the States thereof,

You see it is not confined to corporations created by the laws of the
United States, but applies as well to corporations chartered under the
laws of the several States. - I would like my friend to tell us wherein
we have the power to control the action of the States of this Union in
that respect. The amendment also provides that—

No alien shall be a conductor, engineer, brakeman, baggageman, switchman,
or car driver, on any railroad, including street railroads, in the United States.

I would like my friend to indieate to this House where the power
comes from which enables this Government to regnlate matters of that
sort. The amendment prohibits the States from making a contract
with any alien to do any work. It prohibits any town or city from
making a contract with any alien to do any sort of work. That is an
attempt to exercise a power which the wildest visionary never dreamed
of before to-day. It even goes into greater minutis .than that, and
provides that a private citizen can not make a confract with an alien
to do work.

The second section provides that every person shall be subject to
the provisions of this act until he has become naturalized or has filed
his declaration.

Now, even if it were true that we could enact the legislation suggested
by my friend from Michigan, he has overlooked the fact that there is
notawordoralinein his amendment which provides any means where
such legislation could be enforced. It does not provide a penalty. 1t
does not provide any remedy for the violation of its provisions. So that,
I repeat, even if we had the power and should enact such a law, it
would practically be so much waste paper for want of a penalty by
which it could be enforced.

Mr. CHIPMAN., Will the gentleman permit a suggestion?

Mr. CATCHINGS, Yes, sir.

Mr. CHIPMAN. Under that law any contract made in violation of
it would be nugatory. No pay could be recovered under such a con-
tract. I thought it best not to provide a penalty, but to leave it in
that shape. :

Mr. CATCHINGS, I think it is very well that my triend did not
undertake to put people in the penitentiary for doing the acts which he
enumerates in his amendment. I donot think it is necessary for me
to make any further allusion to that proposition.

Now, some suggestions have been made by my friend from Illinois
[Mr. PaysoxN] which are worthy of consideration. He proposes that
we shall strike out from section 2 so much of it as gives to the party
who institutes suit one-half the penalty proposed to be recovered. I
admit that ordinarily legislation of that sort is offensive and ohjection-
able. I admit that it ought not to be resorted toif it can be avoided.
But what we had in mind was to provide a law which would have the
effect which we all desired. And we thought we were justified in re-
sorting to the most drastic measures for the purpose of effecting that
end; and so we believed that if we suffered that provision to remain—
I believe it is in the law as it now stands—we would have the benefit
of the co-operation of labor societies and those who are interested in
preventing the fraudulent importation of the class of labor which we
designed to keep out,

Mr. KERR, ofTowa. I think the gentleman is mistaken in saying
that the provision is in the law now. 3

Mr. CATCHINGS. I do not assert that it is; that suggestion was
made to me by the gentleman from New York [Mr. TURNER]; &er-
haps I am wrong about that. But if it is not in theexisting law, then
we have taken a step which will be a decided improvement upon the
law as it stands, I do not see how any evil can result from the pro-
vision, because if the law is not violated, then, as a matter of course,
a snit instituted against the owners of a vessel could not be main-
tained, and if it is violated we ought to stimulate persons to aid us in
detecting the violation. That is the purpose of this provision.

This is by no means unusual legislation. I undertake to say there
is not a State of this Union which hasnot upon its statute-books laws
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containing similar provisions; that is to say, laws providing that the
informer persons whocommit certain offenses shall derivesome
pecuniary benefit if he suceeeds in bringing about a conviction.

As to the use of the word * knowingly,”’ to which allusion has been
made, I do not know that il is necessary for me to add anything to what
I have already said daring the colloguy on that subject between the
gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. PAYSOX ] and myself. Buflestsome gen-
tleman may not have heard what I then said, I will now state that
when we had this bill up for consideration in the Committee on Labor,
I myself suggested, as gentlemen of the committee will remember, that
perhaps the omission of the word *‘knowingly '’ might make the
measure too severe, since there might be cases whére the owners of ves-
sels wonld, with entire innocence, import labor into this country in vio-
lation of this law, and that it would be a hardship to treat them as if
they were intentional violators of the law.

But the Solicitor of the Treasury, Judge Hepburn, suggested that
experience under the law as it now stands had made it perfectly de-
monstrable that unless the word *‘ knowingly '’ should be stricken ont
it would be utterly impossible to obtain a conviction in any case. And
gentlemen can see the reason of this. How would it be possible for
the United States in a proceeding against the owner or captain of a
Liverpool vessel to prove that when he took npon his ship in Liver-

1 aliens to be brought to this country he knew at the time that they
ﬁ.& made a eontract to labor when they reached here?

The effect of retaining this word wounld be to put upon the United
States the necessity of proving that which in the very nature of the
case it wonld be utterly it_n’m;blo for the Government to establish,
Hence the Solicitor of the ury assured us that unless this word
were stricken out we might as well not pass the law at all. After a
great deal of conference on the subject, and much hesitation on my
part, I finally reached the conclusion that he was right and that this

“word must be stricken out or serious harm would result.

Mr. LEHLBACH. Could an alien coming to this country, under
contract to labor here, institute a sunit of this kind against the owner
of the vessel that bmuglht him and collect the penalty of $500?

Mr. CATCHINGS. Itis ible he could.

Mr. LEHLBACH. I would suggest that perhaps improper advan-
tage might be taken of such a provision by many people.

AMr, FARQUHAR. The provision tends tosecure us what we want—
information in regard to these contracts; we want to pay a preminm
for such information.

Mr. CATCHINGS. The bill expressly provides that the alien him-
self may institute such a suit. The language is:

din th the abo nalties, any person, includ e
to‘::id w‘:t‘:iwt,wm":y mamuf:f’ suit in the ;m‘per clreuit ctnnufrtu;r ﬁ%m
States, ete.

This provision was put in for the very reason that we thought we
might thus obtain the benefit of the assistance of the alien in securing
‘the conviction of the guilty party.

Mr. LEHLBACH. An alien who has made a contract of this kind
may take passage in a vessel for this country, but the owners of the
vessel may have absclutely no means of finding out that the alien is
thus under contract; and he may come here merely for the purpose of
making this $§500. Would the gentleman consider it just under such
cirenmstances that the steam-ship company should be convicted ?

Mr. CATCHINGS. Well, I was about to allude to a case of that
sort.

Mr. LEHLBACH. It occurs to me that to prevent injustice in a
case of that kind the word ** knowingly '’ would be very proper.

Mr. CATCHINGS. I was about to makeasuggestion which I think
would meet the case put by the gentleman as well as others. The Solic-
itor of the Treasury assures us that if the captain or owner of a vessel
was in fact innocent, if he had not intentionally violated this law, there
would be no danger that punishment would be inflicted upon him. He
said that in the first place the prosecution of cases of this kind is largely
discretionary with the officers of the Government, and if itshould come
to the knowledge of the Government that the party was innocent in
fact, although guilty under the letter of the law, no prosecution would
be begun, or if the prosecution should have gone on to conviction the
Becretary of the Treasury or the Department of Justice would have
abundant power to waive the penalty. So that no harm wonld result.

My friend from Illinois [Mr. PAvsoXN] was disposed rather to pooh-

h this suggestion; but if he will go to the Department of Justice
will find the record not of one, but of ten thousand cases under the
revenue laws (which dispenses with the necessity on the part of the
Government, of proving intentional gnilt) where parties who have inno-
cently violated the law have had the peualties and even the costs of the
}:nceeding remitted. The object of the Government is simply to lay
ts strong hand on the guilty; and whenever it is brought to the knowl-
edge of the Department of Justice that a party proceeded against has
not intentionally violated the law, it has always responded promptly
to the dirtates of justice and equity; and I do not believe that any
man who was not intentionally guilty of a violation of the revenue
lagn has ever been hguuished fordstg;;:d&olation. 3

know that [ have myself de many persons charged wit

violating the revenue laws (under which, as I have said, it is not nee-

essary to establish intent as a ground of conviction because of the great
difficulty of establishing it) and after their conviction and sometimes
before upon obtaining the indorsement of the judge of the court and
the district attorney, I have never had the slightest difficulty, upon
application to the Department of Justice, in obtaining a remission of
the fines and penalties. Hence, while it does seem hard that a man
should be even subject to prosecution unless he is an intentional vio-
lator of the law, I do not think any practical hardship will result
from the provision in the form in which the committee report it.

My friend from New York [Mr. FARQUITAR] suggests to me that the
records of the Department show almost numberless compromises and
discontinuances of prosecutions by the Government; and every lawyer
knows that such is the fact. I think, Mr. Speaker, we had better pass
this bill as it has been reported. It is quite possible, of course, that
the bill is not perfeet. It would not be a human work if it had not
some imperfection; but it represents the best labor of an earnest com-
mittee and of the officers of the Department. Our ohject has been to
secure an effectunal law for the prohibition of the importation of alien
labor under contract.

I believe the bill as we have reported it will come as near the ac-
complishment of that purpose as any law which can be devised; and
while some of the amendments which have been suggested might not
perhaps prove harmful, I think it wounld be wise for the House to take
the bill as reported and pass it.

Mr, SHIVELY. This is a drastic measnre intended to reach and
smash the whole business of contract pauper-labor importation.

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman from Mississippi will allow me, I
desire to call his attention to a provision in section 4, and to ask him
whether he does nol think there ought to he an amendment made there.
The section provides:

That it shall not be lawful for any person, persons, or corporation to encour-
ageany alien laborer, mechanie, or artisan to migrate from any foreign coun-
to the United States, by mise of employment, through advertisement or
otherwise, and any such alien who shall thus be encouraged to to
the United States, or who shall bea party to a contract prohibited by section 1
of this act, ghall not be permiltted to remain, but shall be returned to the port
from whence he sailed.

Ought not some limitation of time to be specified? Otherwise, a
man’s right to remainhere might be attacked by somebody after he had
been here for twenty years.

Mr. CATCHINGS. In answer to my friend from Illinois I call his
attention to the fact that the amendatory act of October 19, 1838, isnot
repealed by the provisions of this bill. 'We have been careful to pro-
vide that only iaws or parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of
the bill shall be repealed; and under the act of October 19, 1838, there
is a limitation of one year provided,

Mr.PAYSON. It occurred to me there ought to be some limitation.
I am not familiar with the legislation on this subject.

Mr. CATCHINGS. Thesuggestion of the gentleman is a very proper

one.

Mr. SWENEY. Will the gentleman from Mississippi permit me to
ask him a question ?

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly.

Mr. SWENEY. It is provided at the end of section 5 that—

Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to thi.bit any individual from
assisting, by donations of money, any member of his family, or any relative,
to from any foreign country to the United States for the purpose of se-
curing citizenship in the United States.

Now, I wish to inquire what effect this provision would have in the
case of female immigrants who, as we know, do not obtain naturaliza-
tion here?

Mr. CATCHINGS. Idonotthinkit wounld have any effectin such

cases af all.
Mr. FARQUHAR. There are no female contract laborers at any

rate.

Mr. SWENEY. I desire to suggest an amendment striking out the
words ** for the purpose of securing citizenship in the United States.’
This would leave no question as to the right of female immigrants,

Mr. CATCHINGS. I do notthink the provision would operate to
prohibit the immigration of females. The word ‘' citizenship ’’ is used
in the broad sense as implying permanent residence.

Mr.SWENEY. A man coming to thiscountry is not a citizen until
he obtains his naturalization papers, which we know is not done by
females coming here from abroad.

Mr. CATCHINGRS. I do not recognize the objection of the gentle-
man as sound, but I think perhaps there would be no ohjection to
adopting an amendment in that part of the bill.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let me say to the gentleman from Iowa that
the existing law, of which this is amendatory, contains the phrase,
*for the purpose of settlement in the United States.”” This bill uses
the words, ''for the purpose of securing citizenship in the United
States.”’

In the case of Hungarians, Italians, and others, many of them have
come to this country without ever intending to become citizens at all,
though they did come here for the purpose of settlement. The lan-
guage of this bill was made specific so as to require these people, if they
come here, to take steps for becoming citizens. Dy this proviso we un-~
dertake to shut out the shilting hordes of contract labor.
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Mr. SWENEY. Butyon it the assistance ofrelatives iu thecase
of those who come here for ! urpaseofm:llfh

Mr. FARQUHAR, Certainly. We do not to pmvent servant
girls here from using their wages to bring over their parents or other
relatives.

Mr. SWENEY. This provision wonld permit them to assist in bring-
ing over their fathers or brothers, if they came with the intention of
becoming citizens, but would it not put a difficulty in the way of their
giving such assistance to female relatives ?

Mr, CATCHINGS. I suggest to the gentlamn that the word
“teitizenship '’ in this bill is used in the same sense as the word “‘set-
tlement’’ is nsed in the present law. DBut the bill has been rewritten
since it was originally prepared, and I think the word * citizenship"
was intended by the committee to be synonymous with the word “ sat-
tlement.” What we mean by the ferm there is, of course, permanent
residence.

Mr. SWENEY. I undersioed the gentleman to say thatl the words
“ permanent settlement'’ had been stricken out and the words ** se-
curing citizenship ?’ inserted. But the case would arise, as I have sug-
gested, when a person might eome for purposes of permanent settle-
ment svithont intending to become a citizen.

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think the suggestion is a very good one.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly it is not intended that thisshonld ex-
clude those who desire to become permanent residents.

Mr. SWENEY. Baut the gentleman referred a little while ago fothe
Ttalians and Hungarians who did not intend to become permanent eit-
izens.

Now, 1 would suggest that we might strike out the word ‘‘ citizen-
ship” and put in the words *‘ permanent residence’’ there, so as to
make it read “ permanent residence in the United States,”’
That, I think, would cover the point.

Mr. CATCHINGS. If the committee has no ohjection, I think it
would improve the bill to make that modification.

Mr. PAYSON. Bat if the gentleman will permit me, the expression
of the bill, **securing citizenship in the United States,’’ would embrace
women as well as mén. They can be naturalized, and are being nat-
uralized, just ns well as every day.

Mr. CATCHINGS. Undoubtedly, but I think that the amendment
sugcested would be rather an improvenfent than otherwise to the bill,
and for my part I have no objection to it whatever.

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the
House to the provision of section 5 of this bill as reported from the com-
mittee, which it seems to me may be amended so as to very much
strengthen and improve the bill. This section recognizes ihat there
are cases where it is proper to introdnce into the United States the
skilled labor secured by contract in other countries. It reads as fol-
lows:

80, 5. That nothi this act shall be so construed as to preventany citizen
or subject of any fur:En country lem;mmrﬂz' residing in the United States, in
any private or official capacity, from cnm ng, under contract or otherwlse

s not residents of trn‘ United States to act as private secretary or house-

ld domestics for such foreigner tnmpﬂrlrily in the United States as
aforesaid; nor shall this act be so construed as to prevent any , persons,
or nurporatlon from engaging, under contract or otherwise, skilled workmen
in foreign countries to perform Iabor in the United States in or upon any new
indusiry not at present established in the Unltzd States: Provided, Thatakilled
1abor for that pirpose can not be obtained in the United States; nor shall the
provisions of Lhis act apply to professional actors, artists, 'ieuturem. regulm-]y

- ordained ministers of the gospel, learned professors for colleges and somi-
naries, or professional singers; nor to ns employed strictly as household
domestics or servants trav. nl.i.ng in the United States with their employers: Pro-
wided also, That nothing in thia act shall be so construed as to prohibit any in-
dividual from assisting, by donations of money, any member of his family, or
any relative, to migrate from any foreign eountry to the United States for the
purpose of securing citizenship in the United States.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Permit me tosay that these are
the exact words of the present law.

Mr. DALZELL. I understand that they are the exact words of the
present law, and they recognize that where an industry exists in the
United States and can only be successfully prosecuted by skilled labor,
and there is no skilled labor in the United States whereby to prosecute
it, it is proper that the labor should be introduced under contract.

Now, I know of no reason why an industry here, whether it be a
new industry or an old one, should be allowed to go to ruin by reason
of the lack of skilled labor becanse that labor is not to be found in the
United States, and because it is illegal to import it.

Wherever skilled labor is necessary and the importation of skilled
Iabor will not interfere with the American workingman it ought to be
lawful to introduce the skilled labor into the United States, and I pro-
pose to offer to this section an amendment by adding—

Or in or upon any industry recently established, where skilled labor toa suf-
ficient extent can npt be obtained in the United States,

I found among the records of the Treasury Department on yesterday
evidence of this state of facts: The plale-glass industry is not a new
industry in this country by any means, but it is a recent industry, It
has grown to be one of the most important industries of Pennsylvania,
and of the West. I find that the plate-glass manufaeturers complain
that they are unable to extend, or even to properly carry on, the present

business by reasonof the lack of skilled labor in the United States, but

because their indnstry is not a new one the present law prevents the im-

portation of that class of skilled labor which is necessary, and the Ameri-
can consumer suffers, while the American laborer wounld not be hurtif
the American consumer could be served. If the clause I have intro--
duced as an amendment be made a part of the bill, that difficulty
will be avoided.

Furthermore, it is said that notwithstanding the provisions of the
law as it now exists it is daily, hourly, and weekly in process of viola-
tion, It seems fo me that one geason why it is being violated is be-
cause under the provisions of the existing law the man who seeks to
import skilled labor is himself made the judge of the necessity of the
importation. The man who desires to import skilled labor under con-
tract is the man who passeson the guestion as to whether the industry
he has in view is a new one; and he also passes on the other question,
whether or not the skilled labor for that purpose can be obtained in
the United States.

I submit thal it is plainly a bad proposition to embody in any leg-
islation a provision that a man shall be made the judge in his own case.
The regulations for the enforcement of this law are to be under the
control of the Secretary of the Treasury. He is the party who under
the existing law deals with the facts of each particular case. The en-
forcement of the law is in the hands of the Attorney-General. ~“Why
not, then, constitute the Secretary of the Treasury and the Atterney-
General a court to passupon the questionsinvolved in each case? Why
not add to the bill a provision se that it will read:

Provided, That in either of such cases—

That is, in the case of the importation of skilled labor for a new in-
dustry, or for an indusiry recently established where skilled labor can *
not be obtained in the United Btates—

Provided, That in either of such cases lsborqrs m.ly be imported only by nnd
with the consent and approval of the 8 yof the T v and the Attorney-
General npon canse shown to thairwisbaﬁon. and npon sunll termsas to wages
and otherwise as shall be by them preseribed.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Avre there two amendmrnts ?
Mr. DALZELL. No, one amendment.

Mr. FARQUHAR. One amendment in two forms?

Mr. DALZELL, No, I have been explaining that it accomplishes
two things in my judgment. I will read my amendment in connec-
tion with the bill. I read from the bill:

Nor shall thi t be trued o t
por:‘l;‘:nﬂrmt; :nu n;(: COonsl ru as o‘fmvm w?:{&emn.'pm or wl"‘ I
eign countries to perform labor in the United States in or upon any new in— =
dustry not at present established in the United States,

And I would add:

And for the prosecution of which skilled workmen can not be obtained in the

United States, or in or upon any industry recently established where skilled la-

bor to a suflicient extent can not be obtained in the United States: Provided,
That in either of such easea laborers may be imported ouly by and with the
consent lmdapgrwul of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Attorney-General
of the United Siates, upon eause shown to their satisfaction, and upon such
terms as to wages and otherwise as shall by them be prescribed,

Now, to test the execution of the law in this shape, suppose, for in-
stance, an application were made to the Secretary of the Treasury for
leave to import skilled labor under contract in either one of these two
cases. The Secretary of the Treasury would hear the applicant, take his
evidence, and then he would send for the other parties interested in the
enforcement and execution of this law, to wit, the parties representing
labor in the district, and then, upon the whole ease thus made ap, the
Attorney-General would deliver his judgment as to whether or not the _
case fell within the provisions of the lJaw. And it seems to me that by
the adoption of a process of this kind, which takes away from the party
seeking to import the power to be himself, in the first instance, the
judge of the necessity for the importation, we would secure a rigid and
honest enforcement of the law.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the gentleman permlt a question ?

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Has there been any fight in the glass regions of
Pen:s{lvanm about the importation of confract labor for thezglass-
works?

Mr. DALZELL. There was a suitinstituted against certain manu-
facturers for the importation of foreign laborers. -

Mr. DOLLIVER. Upon what ground did the labor organizations of
Pennsylvania base their complaint against this importation of contract
labor?

Mr. DALZELL. Upon the ground that there was no neeessity for
it, and that they were taking the places of laboring men in this coun-
try; in other words, that the importation did not fall within the pro
visions of the law, which only permitted the importation of skilled
labor when skilled labor conld not be found in this country.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Why isitthat the glass business in Pennsylvania
ought not to be left to attract the immigration of men skilled in that
business, the same as other employments, without previous contracts?

Mr. DALZELL, I will answer the gentleman that it is a long way
between Western Pennsylvania and Belgium, and that it is not to be -
presumed that the men would come simply upon a bare chance of get-
ting employment.

Mr. WADE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. Briss].
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Mr. BLISS. DMr. er, I believe this bill is a step in the right di-
rection, Living, as I do, in a State which is uear the borders of Canada,
I have had some occasion to see the necessity for the enforcement of this
law. A great many men who come from Canada are employed to work
in the woods of Michigan, and it is commonly reported that agentsare
often sent into Canada who make contraets with men and bring them
into the forests of Michigan. I ean not say that that is positively
true, but I believe it has been don® Iknow Ihave seen in Canadian
papers advertisements guoting rates of w! that were said to be paid
in the woods, which were far in excess of the rates of wages in Canada.

The effect of those advertisements would be to induce men to come
over to seek employment at the larger rate of wages offered. In some
cases when they got into the woods they wonld find that the rate of
wages advertised was not being paid. But being there, being a long
way from home, they wounld hire out at what they could get, and by so
. doing they would crowd ont the men who live there and have their
. homes and families there. The effect of this evil has been felt in many
parts of the State, : !

So, I say, this bill is a step in the right direction. I believe it will
be a remedy for a state of things that is encouraged by some corpora-
tions, not only in Michigan, but all along the border from the Atlantic
to the Pacifie, in the mines, in the woods, and on the railroads. I be-
lieve we should do everything we can to elevateand advance the inter-
ests of labor. The intention of onr tariff laws is to increase the wages
of labor and to protect our own citizens against the competition of for-
eigners. In some instances our tariff laws have not been efficient in
that direction, but I think this bill will mitigate many of the evils
which come from the competition of cheap labor.

It has been said in reference to the amendments to this bill that the
committee were nnanimous as to all the sections of the bill.

I wish to say that two or three of us were not present when one of
the sections of the bill wos considered. I was not present when the
provision was incorporated in the bill that half of the tees should go to
the informer. I was present when the rest of the bill was under con-
sideration.

Mr. Speaker, this bill and the act it amends deserve of Congress
its closest analysis and consideration. The Committee on Labor have
bestowed npon this subject much time and attention, and from the
great mass of measures presented upon this subject have evolved the
measure under consideration, whichin the main is thought to represent
the best and most practical methods for a solution of this much-vexed,
but important, subject.

Mr. Bpeaker, I apprehend that those who oppose this bill will claim
to see in it an abridgment of the liberal and inviting poliey towards
all nations to come to our shores, But upon the subject, as well asall
others, American statesmanship must keep abreast with the demands
of the honr. With the march of time have come changes in our na-
tional conditions, and in no respect is there a greater demand for halt
bah:lg called than upen the policy of indiscrimidate immigration to onr
lands.

We have merited the opprobrinm of being termed the dumping ground
for the refnse of all nations, and dearly have we paid for it. We have
been deluged with the world’s criminals and paupers, until to-day we
are in danger of settling upon a policy which may be found in the
other extreme. To a proper solution of this gnestion Congress must
wisely and patriotically direct its attention.

Two motives prompt men tocometoonrland. One isalandable desire
to better life's condition and to become apartof the citizenshipof this
Republic. The otheristo seek new fieldsin which to practice the crimi-
nal arts and inbabit almshouses and too frequently insane asylums.
To encourage anil foster the former and discourage and suppress the
latter should be the supreme effort of thisCongress, Oneof the former
class landing at Castle Garden, young or in middle life, with all his
goods in a cotton handkerchief, isworth $1,000 tothe Republic. Every
child born to such a parent on American soil isan American. Tt im-
bibes the spirit of liberty and has no attachment for the land of its
fathers. From such as these come many of our bestcitizens. And while
this class is valnable in all that goes to make us greater and better, so is
everi one of the latter class the moment he tonches our shores an in-
cumbrance of §1,000 upon the property of our people. He enters upon
& eareer of crime, and with court, prison, almshouse, and asylum ex-
penses incident to his existence, only impoverishes and poisons our na-
tiongl life. Mr. Speaker, is proof demanded to support this proposi-
tion? My answer is found in the statistics of my country. They teem
with frightful data fully supporting my assertion. Leaving out of
the question all moral and religions considerations, which outweigh
all others, from a purely financial and commercial standpoint onr duty
lies in the course indicated by the bill

Onur tree of libert{vshould no longer shelter the pauper criminal ele-
ment from the Old World. Our gates ghonld not be shut against any

one with professed intentions of citizenship. While we nolonger have
any frontier, while our Territories are nearly all changed into thickly
gzpulsted States; while we are nearly 65,000,000 population, we still
ve room for the well disposed, but none for the pauper eriminal.
Mr. Speaker, while this measure is the culmination of the doctrine
of protection and meets a demand in the Republican platform of 1888,

yet it is also so eminently patriotic that no member'of this House will,
I trust, serionsly oppose it. Who will say that were it possible to
eliminate from the laboring classes the pauper criminal class from
Europe that American labor wounld not at once rise 50 per cent. in
the scale of mental and moral development ?

Who will say that America needs the alien element that is to-day
crowding the well-inclined citizen laborer from the mine, the forge,
the mill, and the shop? Who will say that the tendency of this meass
ure is not for the protection of the better class we now have, and which
may come?

This bill is presented as an improvement upon the present laws, and
intended to correct some of the abuses under those laws. Our tariff
laws are designed primarily for the protection of labor in this country
against the cheaper labor of foreign countries, but those laws have been
directly evaded and their effect lost by the practice of certain employ-
ers of importing labor under contract to work for stipulated wages
base(re;iupon the price of labor in the country from which they are ex-

ported.

This practice rendered the tariff Jaws valueless as affording any pro-
tection to labor, and Congress very wisely undertook to remedy this
abuse. The administration of these laws has developed certain weak-
nesses which this bill undertakes to remedy, and makes it very danger-
ous for any person to engage in the business of importing contract
labor, The Government should not allow the standard of wages main-
tained in the United States to be lowered by the competition of foreign
cheap labor bronght within our borders. We gladly welcome all labor
that will enter into honest competition, but shut our doors stoutly
against the intrader who wonld lower our standard of living.

Mr. Speaker, I can not close without reminding the House that, in
my judgment, this billis the enemy of anarchists and so-called social-
ists; that the legitimate fruit of this and kindred legislation is the
greatest ible prevention of those acts of bloodshed which during
the last t{eeada have blackened our annals.

Mr. Speaker, even-handed justice, from a social, moral, and finaneial
standpoint, asks the passage of this bill. The enemies of free institu-
tions will scoff and sneer, but the honest and well disposed will applaud.

There can be no doubt in which direction our duty lies.

Mr. CARUTH. I ask unanimous consent to address the House for
five minntes. ;

Mr. WADE. I yield to the gentleman three minutes.

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I desire to know if there is any rule of the
House giving the chairman of the committee entire control of the time.

The SPEAKER pro fempore, . The chairman of the committee has
time vet remaining in his own right which he has not consumed, and
the Chair, of eourse, recognizes him.

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
WanE] has yielded to me three minutes, and I “*wade ’’ in,

I do not desire, Mr. Speaker, to make any remarks about this bill,
but I do desire to say that if the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, NIE-
DRINGHAUS] construed my remarks made here upon the 17th of May,
which he seems apparently to have just discovered, as an attack upon
the German race he is very much mistaken. They have no more de-
voted, no more ardent admirer for their thrift, their progress, and their
industry than I.

When I made the speech upon the 17th of May it was in order to
delend that race from a wanton attack made upon it by the gentleman
from Missouri. He laid down a proposition that we were paying too
much for foreign labor, and I agree with him only to the extent that
we are paying $5,000 to the gentleman from Missouri. [Laughter.]
Now, he says he wanted to prove how true that was, because be says
he can not tell to what race I belong. Ifhis eyes and hissenses are so
defective that he can not tell ** white’’ from *‘ black,” then he hasno
business to oecupy a seat in the American Con

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. But this is following out the same princi-
ple, you know.

Mr. CARUTH. Now, I wanted to make a speech on that day in
respect to a discussion which was going on about putting a tax upon
granite, and this gentleman advertises before all the world that he is
engaged in the manufacture of imitation granite.

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. That is a misstatement. -

Mr. CARUTH. Now, I want to advertise my protest against th
gentleman advertising his wares before the American Con I have
here this doenment, which the gentleman says he prepared himself. Tt
is his autobiography, and in it he states the business in which he is
engaged, and he tells the American people furthermore that he was
the only Representative of sufficient popularity in the city of St. Lounis
to win an election. Now, this is not—

[Here the hammer fell.‘] -

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The time of the gentleman has ex-

ired.
g Mr. CARUTH. Oh, give me two minutes more. I ask unanimous
consent to proceed two minutes.

Mr, WADE. I now yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr.
TURNER].
Mr. CARUTH. I desire to have two minntes more.

Mr. TURNER, of New York, Isimply desire tosay a few words——
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mll::m CARUTH. I asked unanimous consent to proceed for two
utes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will put the question. The
gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous consent to proceed for two
minutes. Is there objection? ;

Mr. WADE. Would that come out of the time?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It wonld.

Mr. WADE. Then I object.

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say but a
few words in opposition to the proposition of the distinguished gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. PaysoX], for whom I have the profoundest re-
spect, and who asks to strike out the so-called moiety clause in this
matter of the fine. I would suggest to him that there has never been
an abuse of the moiety clause complained of, and I believe no informant
has obtained one single dollar of it. The object is simply this: Here
are a number of foreign workmen brought to an establishment, and it
is believed that they are under contract.

Now, the only persons in inferest to any inquiryof that kind would
naturally be the competing workmen, and they might fail to prosecute
or give information as to such a violation of the law unless prompted
by the possible collection of something for themselves as a result of such
successful prosecution. I am informed that the amount provided
in the last Congress for investigation into and prosecutions for violation
of this law stands upon the books, and the thirty or fifty thousand dol-
lars has not beenpaid out.

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman is in error as to the moiety proposi-
tion being in the law of 1885. I stated that on the floor before, but I
sent for the law since then, have examined it, and the gentleman is
misinformed.

Mr. TURNER, of New York, That was my information.

Mr. PAYSON. I am not doubting the sincerity of the gentleman,
but his statement is erroneous,

Mr. TURNER, of New York. If it was not in that law that is
probably the reason why it has proved nugatory and of no effect.
Why, in this way you make every man who is employed by a corpora-
tion, or any other institution using and employing labor where re-
cently landed immigrants might make theirappearance, a detective to
see to it that this law shall not be violated, and you thus throw aronnd
every other employer a cordon of detectives who shall look into and
investigate this matter and prevent a violation of this law.

The SPEAKER pio fempnre. The time of the gentleman has ex-

ired.
E Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman think that is a good policy ?

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I do.

Mr, PAYSON. To create a detective force in every working estab-
lishment #

Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker, we have been fold by the gentleman
from Michi that this law, as it now exists, has not been enforced.
It was for the purpose of enforcing the law and for the purpose of pre-
venting the importation of contract labor that this bill was introdnced
and perfected, I want to say to the members of the House that the
Solicitor of the Treasury drew this bill. He drew it on thorough
knowledge of the conditions surrounding the Treasury Department in
the enforcement of the law, and has asked this House to pass this bill
to enable him to carry out the provisions of existing law.

Mr. McKINLEY. With the experience he has obtained in the en-
forcement of the law.

Mr. WADE.. And he appeared before the committee and gave it
the benefit of his experience as to the enforcement of the old law, as
suggested by the gentleman from Ohio. It seems to me the worst
policy possible on the part of members of the House to ingraft on this
hill amendments that the Solicitor of the Treasury has asked us not to
put in the bill. Now, the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr, PAxsoN] has
put in an amendment that the master of the ship shall not “‘know-
ingly’! bring these people here. That very provision is the one that
the Rolicitor of the Treasury asked to have eliminated from the old bill.

A MeMBER. Why?

Mr. WADE. Because the law could not be enforced with it in.
Now do members of this House, in obedience to the sentiments of the
people of this country, want this contract labor prevented from coming
into the country? If they do, they ought to give the officers of this
Government just such a lawas we have p , and any amendments
that may be ingrafted upon this bill will be ingrafted upon it in op-
position to the desire of the Solicitor of the Treasury. I hope, there-
fore, the House will vote down every amendment that has been pro-
posed to the bill, and will take it just as it has been written by the
Solicitor of the Treasury and caretully considered by the Committee
on Labor.

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Willthe gentleman permit one question?

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir.

Mr, STEWART, of Texas. Do you want the bill to remain in sucha
condition that the Government officers can compromise and ‘‘adjust?’
these fines after they have been recovered, as has been done in the past ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 4 o’clock having arrived,
the previous question is ordered; and the question is upon the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL].

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman having charge of the bill
geldn tnthme for the purpose of offering an amendment, which he agrees

acee;

The gPEAKER ro lempore. The gentleman can not do that. The
rule of the House fixed a time when the previous question shall
be ordered, and that time has arrived.’ ;

Mr. QUINN. I ask unanimous consent to present an amendment
which the chairman of the committee having the bill in charge eon-
sents to accept. Task o present my amendment and have it consid-
ered as pending.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Isthere objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York ?

Several MEMBERS. What is the amendment ? :

Mr. QUINN. I will read it. I propose to amend by striking ont
the word “*imported,”’ in line 28, section 6, and inserting these words:
‘‘or in the event of such master of the vessel not being within the
jurisdiction of the Government of the United States, then the com
owning, or the agent acting as such on behalf of said owners, shall,’?
ete. Also strike ont the word ‘‘to,’” in line 30, of the same section.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend-
ment will be considered as pending.

There was no objection.

Mr, SWENEY. I ask unanimous consent tosubmitthe amendment
that I proposed a few moments ago, which was, to strike ont the words
*‘securing citizenship,’”’ in line 23 of section 5, and to insert in liem
thereof the words '‘permanent residence.’’

Mr. WADE. I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the amendment
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL].

The amendment offered by Mr. DALZELL was again read.

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to amend by inserting the words ‘‘process, or,’” in line 11 of section 5,
sothat where it now reads ‘‘in or upon any new industry !’ it shall
read ‘‘ process or industry.’’

Mr. WADE. T object. Reserve that until the pendingamendment
is disposed of.

Mr. SWENEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. WADE] withdraws his objection to my amendment.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. Then it may be considered as pending.

The amendment of Mr., DALZELL was rejected.

The SPEAKER pio fempore. The question now is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. PAvsoN],which will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Linc 23, section 2, strike out the following words: ** One-half of the j -
ment obtained, when collected, shall be paid to the party instituting the
and the other half shall be paid to the Secretary of the Treasury, to be di
of according to law."

The guestion was taken on the amendment; and there were—ayes
50, noes 51, z '

Mr, PAYRON. I demand tellers.

Tellers wereordered ; and theSpeaker protenpore appointed Mr. PAY-
soN and Mr. WADE.

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 64, noes 40.

So the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is upon thesecond amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, PAvsoN], whichwill
be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Line 1, of section 3, after the word “shall V¥ insert the word ‘' knowingly,"
and add at the end of the section, “and the fact of such bringing or landing
ghall be prima facie evidence of such knowledge."

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 53, noes 35.

Mr. WADE. I demand tellers,

Tellers were refused.

Mr. WADE. I ask for the yeas and nays.

hThe yeas and nays were refused, only seven members voting in favor
thereof. L 1

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of~
fered by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. STEWART], which will be read. -

The Clerk read the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to. -

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will now read the nextamend-
ment, which was offered by thegentleman from New York [ Mr. QuiNN].

The Clerk read as follows:

After the word " imported,” in line 28, of section 6, insert the words * or in the
event of such master of the vessel not being within the jurisdietion of the Gov-
ernment of the United States, then the company owning, or the agents acting
as such on behalf of said owners.”

Mr, DINGLEY. Let that portion of the bill be read as it will stand
with the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
It shall be the duty of the master of the vessel hich such ime
e duty of the ro v on w! st m‘;?uh-

ported, or in the event of such master of the vessel not being within

diction of the Government of the United States, then the company owning o

the agents acting as such on behalf of said owners, at the demand of the Secre-

tary of the Treasury or other proper oflicer, to detain said person on board said
vessel and transport said to the try from wh he came at the
expense of said vessel,
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AvuausT 30,

Mr, BUCHANAN, of NewIJmoy. m may b: the mﬁﬁoﬂ’
the gentleman’s proposition, I snggest present form oes
not harmonize with the language of the section as reported, and there-
fore should not be adopted. '

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment is not subject to de-
bate. . .

The amendment was rejected.

.The SPEAKER pro The next question is upon the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SWENEY], which will
be read. .

The Clerk read as follows:
Btrike out in the last line of section 5 the words ** citizenship” and
insert in lien thercof the w “ permanent residence ; " so as to read: “tomi-

grate from any foreign country to the United States for the purpose of perma-
nent residence in the United States.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Chair would like the attention of

the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN]. The Chair nnderstood | read

him to offer his amendment merely for information, not for the pur-
pose of being considered. :

Mr. CHIPMAN. Well, I would be very glad to have it voted upon.
It is true I may be almost “‘solitary and alone’’ in my advocacy of

the tion.

The BPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous con-
sent that the amemﬁ'l:ent which he proposed, and which was read, may
be considered. Is there objection?

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I object.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The question is now on ordering the
bill as amended to be engrossed and read a third time.

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

Afr. WADE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
pas:ed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed fo.
CONVICT LABOR ON GOVERNMENT WORKS.

Mr. WADE. On behalf of the Committee on Labor, I eall up the
bill which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

A bill(H. R. 2928} to prevent the employment of conviet Inbor upon the construc-
%miruﬂr repair of any building, Il’mm, or other structure monging to the

Be il enacled by the Senale and House of Represenialives of the Uniled Slates of
Asnerica in assembled, That no person who has been convicted of erime
and sentenced to imprisonment in any prison, penitentiary, jail, or other penal
or reformat institution, shall be 1 d or tted to worl or labor upon
any building, house, or other structure that belongs to or is being eonstructed
wmmtredt:?’ the Government of the United States; and any ol or agent
of the United States, or any contractor with the Government of the United
States, or any subcontractor under such tractor who may employ such con-
wviot labor upon any building, house, or other structure that belongs to or is be-
ing constructed or repaired hy the Government of the United States shall be
deemed guilty of a high misdemeanos, and upon conviction thereof may be
fined in & sum not exceeding $5,000, or imprisoned in the penitent for not
more than two years, or such person upon conviction may be both fined and im-
prisoned,in the diseretion of the court before whom the party may be tried.

Mr. WADE. I eall for a vote on the question of ordering the hill
to be en ed and read a third time.

Mr., CRISP. I wonld like to hear some explanation of the bill.
The BPEAKER pro temporé. ‘The report will be read.
The report (by Mr. WADE) was read, as follows:

The Commilles on Labor, to whom was referred the bLill (H. R.3928) to pre-
vent the employment of convict labor upon the construction or repair of any
building, house, or other structure belonging to the United States, submit the
following roport: :

Your committee believe thatall work done on Government buildings should
be done by the honest labor of the try. We d the go of the
bill with an smendment, inserting in line 6, after the word “labor,” the words
“ during his term of service.”

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, I understand this bill is open to
debate

The SPEAKER pro fempore. It is,

Mr. BUCKALEW. It occurs to me this is a very extraordinary
bill. It goes beyond any former legislation in reference to the em-
ployment of convict labor. Is it proposed, where 2 man has been con-
victed of an offense and afterward his innocence is ascertained and he
is pardoned, that he shall be outlawed during the remainder of his life
80 far as coneerns employment by the Government ip any business by
which he might earn a livelihood ? That is one illustration of what
I understand o be the scope and effect of the bill. How will it be
with the thousands of persons who, after ecommitting some offense
and being placed in prison, have under religious instruction and prison
discipline reformed, leading afterward honest lives? Are they to be
outlawed by the Government of the United Statesfrom public employ-
ment so long as they live?

Mr. CONNELL. Has the gentleman read the bill ?

Mr, BUCKALEW. I heard it read.

Mr. CONNELL. Is the gentleman aware that its provisions are

limited so as to apply only during the term of service of persons con-
victed of crime?

Mr. BUCKALEW. During their term of service they are shut up
in prison, and they could not be employed at any rate.

A MeMBER. , That is not so in all the States.

Mr, BUCKALEW. From the reading of the bill I nnderstood it to
prohibit the employment of convicts after their release from prison.

Mr. CONNELL. No, sir; it does not apply in that way. ft relates
entirely to the labor of conviets during their term of imprisonment.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would be glad if the gentleman would point
out any such limitation. The bill does not read in that way. .

Mr. BUCKALEW. The bill as read from the Clerk’s desk did not
contain any snech limitation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read an amendment
which has been reported by the committee.

The Clerk read as follows:

After the word * labor,” in line 6, insert * during his term of service;" so as to

‘*That no person who has been convicted of crime and sentenced to im-
prisonment in any prison, penitentiary, jail, or other penal or reformatory in-
stitution, shall be employed or permit to worlk or r during his term of
service upon any building, house, or other structure that belongs to or is being

ueted or repaired by the Government of the United States.”

Mr. BUCKALEW. That amendment was not read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the amendment reported by
the committee.

Mr. BUCKALEW. Of course I was speaking of the bill in the form
in which it was read.

Mr. CONNELL That, however, is an amendment reported by the
committee, and appears in the printed bill.

Mr. HAYES. Why are the words ‘‘term of service” used instead
of **term of imprisonment? '

Mr. BUCKALEW, I have but one further remark, Mr. Speaker, to
make. By this amendment the whole character of the bill is changed.
I understand if the bill is amended as the committes now propose, it
will apply only to the term of actual service. Now, it must appear to
most men, I think, when they come to scan the provisions of the bill,
that it will be almost ridiculous to send it out, being so limited, in
fact, that it will have but little effect throughout the country.

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would snggest, if the gentleman will permit
me, that the word ‘‘service ' be changed to *‘ imprisonment.’!

Mr. BUCKALEW. Undoubtedly that would be a better word.
Then the bill is so insignificant in its resnlts that it is scarcely worth
while to spend time considering it. [Cries of ** Vote!’’ ““Vote!"]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment
proposed by the gentleman from Michigan.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the word “service "’ and insert “ imprisonment.”

The amendment was adopted.

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopied.

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. WADE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bhill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Iaid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

PRODUCTS OF CONVICT LABOR. =

Mr. WADE. I now call up on behalfl of the committee the bill (H.
R. 3286) to prevent the product of conviet labor from being furnished
to or for the nse of any Department of the Government, and to prevent
the product of eonvict labor from being used upon public buildings or
other public works. :

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That from and after the passage of this act it shall be un-
lawful for any agent or officer of the United States Government to purchase,
or, if under his control, to permit the purchas : of supplies of every deseription
to be furnished to or for the use of the Army or Navy of the United States or
other Government t, or for use among any of the Indian tri or
any of the Departments, or materials to be used in the erection, ronstruction,
or completion of public buildings or other pu!.lic works, when said aup;ﬂimor
materials are, in whole or in part, the produet of convict labor: , That
in all advertisements for the purchase of supplies to be furnished to or for the
use of any of the Departments, or for the erection, it i or leti
of public buildings or publie works,and in all contracts made under or in pur-
suance of such advertisements there shall be inserted a condition that no con-
vict or Priaon labor whatsoever, or the product thereof, shall be used by or fur-
nished to any Department of the Government, or employed or used upon any
public building or work, or in the preparation or manufacture of any of the ar-
ticles, materials, or num)!lea contracted to be furnished therefor.

Sec, 2. That any willful breach of any of said conditions by any contractor
shall authorize and work a forfeiture of the contract, and shall constitute a com-
plete defense in bar aguinst any claim or action against the United States for
the recovery of any sum or sums under said contract; and it shall be the duty
of the officer letting any such contract, upon being advised that any contractor
has knowingly violated the terms of such contract, to declare the same forfeited,

The SPEAKER profempore. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the hill,

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the report read.

The Clerk proceeded to read the report.
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bﬂm‘ DOCKERY. Why, that is the report we heard read on the other
L .
Mr. STRUBLE. Wasnot this report read a few moments ago?
Mr. EVANS. It is the same report exactly. [Laughter.]
The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Clerk informs the Chair that he
is reading the correct report, and will continue the reading.
The report (by Mr. WADE) was read, as follows:
*  The Commiites on Labor, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3286) to pre-
vent the product of convict iabor from being furnished to or for the use of any
ent of the Government, and to prevent the product of convict labor
from ::ruinz used upon public buildings or other works, submit the following
f m{,\?zd‘o not believe that this Government can afford to save a few dollars in the
cost of ita supplies by forcing competition between its free and h st citi

“Sgc, 3. That this act will take effect at  time to be fixed by the President
by proclamation issued for that purpose."

And the House agree to the same, TSR

i A R.
JOHN M, FARQUH

Mr, HOLMAN, Letthestatementaccompanying this reportberead.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The statement will be
The statement was , as follows:

and the inmasates of the prisons of the country. The mechanics and laboring
men of the country pay their full proportion of the expenses of the Government,
and their labor is as much e=titled to the protection of the Government ugni'mt

Stat t of the House managers in the conference on bill (8, 3918) in re-
gard to collisions at sea:

The House agrees t?tsonl’.lon 2 of the bill relating to penalties as it passed the

& &

t providing that the act shall take effect at a time to

the prison labor of this country as againstthe cheaper labor of foreign ies,
and therefore recommend that the bill pass,

During the reading of the report—

Mr. DOCKERY. Do we have the same report on both bills ?

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The same report was read by
mistake on the other bill.

Mr. DOCKERY. I thonght it sounded familiar.

Mr. MCCREARY. If thisis the correct report on this bill—

Mr. CRISP. I would suggest that the report on the other bill be
read on this one, [Langhter.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The Chair regrets that gentlemen were
not so observant when the other report was read. [Laughter. ]

Mr. CUTCHEON. As we have had this report read once, if we
have the other re; read on this bill, we can understand both.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will continue the reading
of the report.

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report as above.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be-
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and -

Mr. WADE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
pamlaed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to. i

The SPEAKER pro fempore. Has the gentleman from Missouri any
other bills from the Committee on Labor?

Mr. WADE. That concludes the reports from the Committee on
Labor at present.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MoCooK, its Secretary, announced
that the Senate had passed with amendments a econcurrent resolution
of the House to print the report of the Commissioner of Education for
1888 and 1889, asked a conference with the Hounse thereon, and had ap-
pointed Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN conferees
on the part of the Senate,

The message also announced that the Senate agreed to the report of
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
on the amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint res-
olution (8. R. 120) appropriating money to the Territory of Oklahoma
to relieve destitution therein.

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the fol-
lowing resolution; in which concurrence was requested:

Resolved by the Senale (the House of "Representatives coneurring), That there be

rinted of the report of the American Historieal Association for the year end-
fng December 31, 1839, 4,500 extra copies, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the

use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use o? the House of Representatives, and 1,500
for the use of the Smithsonian Institution and the American Historical Assoei-
ation.

The message further announced that the Senate had passed withount
amendment bills of the following titles:

A bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to J. G. Fetherstone; and

A bill (H. R. 8523) to anthorize the construction of a bridge across
the Little Tennessee River at or near Niles’ Ferry, Tennessee.

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill
(8. 4158) for a pubiic building at Sheboygan, Wis.; in which the eon-
currence, of the House was requested.

PREVENTION OF COLLISIONB AT SEA.

Mr. DINGLEY. T rise to submit a conference report.
The Clerk read as follows:

The commitice of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendments of the House to the bill (3, 3918) in regard to collisions at sea,
having met, after a full and free conference have to recommend and do
recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to theamendments of the House
to the second section of said bill,and agree to the same with the following
amendment thereto, namely, amend section 2 to read as follows:

“BEc. 2, That every master or person in charge of a United States vessel who
fails, without reasonable cause, to render such assistance, or give such informa-
tion as aforesaid, shall be deemed guilty of n misdemeanor and shall be liable
to a penalty of §1,000, or imprisonment for aterm not exceeding two years ; and
for the above sum the vessel shall he liable and may be seized and proceeded
mlmt;:{ process in any district court in the United States by nny person, one-
half of said sum to be payable to the informer and the other ﬂur to the United

And with the following additional section:

with an
be fixed by the President by proclamation for that purpose.

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will not agree to that report.
The House has just ex itself again the system of in-
formers, and has decided against the renewal in our legislation of the
old system of gui fam actions. 'We abandoned that twenty years ago
with great unanimity. It is a system that ought not to be tolerated
in a Government like this, and I hope the report will be rejected.

Mr. DINGLEY, I desiresimplytosay, inresponse to thegantlamm
from Indiana, that while in ordinary cases within the limits of this
country where evidence can be reached it might seem entirely ?pm-
priate that that should be the case, yet it should be borne in mind that

the only evidence in case of a collision at sea—when the master ofa -

vessel runs away and leaves the vessel with which he eamein collision
with the crew and passengers to perish—the only evidence of his erim-
inality in such case must be obtained from some on board the
vessel, some member of the crew. And when a member of the crew
would be liable to lose his place if he gave any evidence relating to
the case, it seemed to all the conferees desirable that in this particular

instance a part of this $1,000 penalty—and it can not exceed $500 in -

any case—should go to the man who comes forward and gives the evi-
dence of such serious eriminality as this.

The crew alone can possibly know the facts; the man who furnishes
information is liable to discharge, and will probably be discharged and
lose his wages, and so be left helpless unless he shall have this part of
the penalty. Therefore all the members of the conference, both on the
part of the House and the Senate, were unanimous, after a discussion
of the matter, in the view that this was a peculiar case in which the
principle of allowing half of the penalfy to go to the informer should
be inserted in the law.

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, but a single word. My friend is per-
fectly aware of the fact that thesame argument is the one which built
up this system originally in this country. The same argument wonld
apply in favor of the proposition contained in the bill which we just

isposed of, in regard to the importation of foreigners,

Mr. DINGLEY. No; because the evidence would be obtainable in
other ways. The crew of the vessel would not be the only witnesses.

Mr. HOLMAN. But the facts displayed to the House over twenty
years ago in regard to the system showed that this class of gqui fam
actions had created a class of informers who were making money by~
their own dishonor and shame, and the fact adduced at that time in-
duced the House and the Senate to unite in abolishing the entire sys-
tem, and until very recently no attempt has been made to revive it for
any purpose, And while the argument of my friend from Maine [Mr.
DrxcLEY] is a plansible argnment, snch as has always been presented
in favor of informers and of qui fam actions, yet it is not a sound one, -
according to our experience; because if we again restore this system of
giving half to the informer, it will gradually creep back into our leg-
islation in regard to our internal-revenue laws and our tariff taxation.

Mr. DINGLEY. But a single suggestion and I will submit the
matter to the House. If was the unanimouns opinion of the conferees
that an offense like this, commiited npon the sea, where no person
could be a witness except the members of the crew, who were liable to
be discharged if they gave any information; the enormity of the offense
was such, in view of the fact that a thousand lives might be imper-
iled by such an act as this, that it was a case which absolutely de-
manded that halfof the penalty should go to the informer. Theamount
is not large, only $500 in any event, and it seems to be necessary, in
order to give assurance to the seaman who comes forward and furnishes
the evidence to convict of this serious offense, that if he loses his place

he will still be whole. Therefore, it was the unanimous opinion of -

the conferees that the seaman wonld not run the risk of losing his em-
ployment by furnishing the evidence neeessary to convict of an offense
of this serious character, which is an offense against mankind, and not
simply against our own people.

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will not be adopted in its pres-
ent form, as it will be establishing a precedent in favor of.a system
which was abandoned nearly a quarter of a century ago. I would like
to make a further suggestion to my friend from Maine. He says that
the conferees on the part of the House and of the Senate both con-
curred in restoring that provision to the bill after it had been stricken
out in the House. I admit that the vote was not a very formal one.

9451




9452

" CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

1

Avaust 30,

' 1t was rather pio forma, yet it is afact that the provision was stricken
out in the House. * - :

Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman from Indiana will remember
that the action was pro forma, with the consent of the committee, in
order that the matter might be thoroughly investigated, and was with-
out any discuossion at all. No judgment was pronounced by the Honse
upon the matter. ; -

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be a further opportunity given
to consider this subject and that this report will not be adopted.

Mr. DINGLEY. I am sure thatif the gentleman from Indiana will
investigate the matter as it has been investigated by the conferees he
will see the absolute necessity, in this peculiar case, of doing just what
is proposed in this bill.

ask for a vote.
. The question wastaken on the adoption of the conference report; and
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. HOLMAN. Division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 37.

So the conference report was adopted.

Mr, DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer-
‘ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider
be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

STATE AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE, NORTH DAKOTA.

. Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-

sideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (8,3031) giving the consent of the United States to the State of North Da-
kota to appropriate for the use of the State Agricultural College, as a site for
that institution, section 36, township 140, range 49 west, situate in the county
of Cass, in said State.

Be it enacted, ote.,, That the consent of the United States is hereby given to the
State of North Dakota to appropriate for the use of the State Agricultural Col-
Jege, as a site for that i tution, section 36, township 140, range 49 west, situ-
ate in the county of Cass, in said btuu. betnf: portion of the lands granted to
eaid State for the purposes of common schoo

The committee recommend to add to the section the words:

But no indemnity shall be allowed for this section.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of

the bill ? [Aftera lpause.] The Chair hears none.
Mr. HOLMAN., I believethat bill ecomes from the Public Land Com-
mittee.

Mr. HANSBROUGH.
with a unanimous report.

Mr, KERR, of Towa. As I understand the purpose of this bill it is
to grant for the site of an agricuitural college certain lands that wonld
be used for school lands.

Mr. PAYSON. That is all there is of it.

The amendment recommended by the commitiee was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac-

cordingly read the third time, and passed.
*  Mr. HANSBROUGH moved to reconsider the vote by which thehill
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on
the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House adjourn. [After a pause. ]
I withhold ihe motion until the gentleman from Missouri presents his
request for unanimons consent. ;

Mr. STRUBLE. I ask you to hold it for some time. Ihave a bill
- here that I desire to have passed.
The SPEAKER. - Does the gentleman withdraw the motion to ad-

journ?
Mr. HOLMAN. I do.

S8T. CHARLES COLLEGE, ST, CHARLES, MO,

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the bill
(H. R. 5501) for the relief of St. Charles College, St. Charles, Mo., re-
ported by the Committee on Claims, may be recommitted to that com-
mittee. :

The mobion to recommit was agreed to.

CAPT. CHARLES B. STIVERS.

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent to take up for
immediate consideration the joint resolution (H. Res. 39) declaring the
retirement of Capt. Charles B, Stivers, of the United States Army,
valid, and that he is entitled as such officer to his pay.

The resolution was read at length.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to have some explanation of tlie resolu-
tion.

Mr. WILLTAMS, of Ohio. The resolution was reported by the Com-
mittee en Military Affairs, and its passage is desired by the War De-
partment. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OssorxE] who
made the report is more familiar with the facts than I am.

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr, Speaker, this officer is now on the retired-list.
He served during the war, and in 1864 was put upon the retired-list;

It comes from the Public Land Committee

but before that time he was summarily dismissed by order of the Sec-
retary of War—

Mr. MONTGOMERY. = Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. HOLMAN, I move that the House do now adjourn.

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman will withdraw
that until I get this resolution through,

The SPEAKER. All these proceedings are by unanimous consent,
and when any gentleman says he demands the regnlar order that fin-
ishes proceedings which are going on by sufferance. The gentleman
from Indiana moves that the House do now adjourn. -

Mr. TURNER, of New York. If the gentleman from Indiana will
withhold that motiop I will move that when the House adjourn to-
day it be to meet on Tuesday next, in order that we may thus honor
Labor Day.

Mr, CANNON. Let us have legislative day.

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Tle gentleman from Indiana with-
draws his motion for that purpose.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana can not withdraw
his motion in favor of another gentleman. If he withdraws his mo-
tion then it is for the Chair to determine who shall be ized.

Mr. HOLMAN. I would withdraw the motion if the gentleman’s
motion could be put.

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair desires
to lay before the House a report from the Committee on Enrolled Bills.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow-
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

A bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to J. G. Fetherstone;

A bill (H. R, 8523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across
the Little Tennessee River, at or near Niles’ Ferry, Tennessee;

A bill (H. R. 10060) for the erection of a bridge across the Missouri
River between the city of-St. Charles, Mo., and the county of 8t. Lonis,
Missouri; and

Joint resolufion (8. R. 120) appropriating money to the Territory of
Oklahoma to relieve destitution therein.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

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

To Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, indefinitely, on account of the death
of his brother.

To Mr. BowDEN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family,

To Mr. ROBERTSON, indefinitely, on account of important business,

The motion of Mr. HOLMAN was then to.

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House ad-
journed until Monday, September 1, at 12 o’clock m.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

A bill (8. 4158) for a public building at Sheboygan, Wis.—to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds,

SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate resolution was
taken from the Speaker’s {able and referred as follows:
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rﬂ:rusnlm:'m conourring),
srinted of the report of the American Historical Association for the year ending
ecember 81, 1 4,500 extra copies, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use
of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House of Re entatives, and 1,500 for the
use of the Smithsonian Institution and the American Historical Association ;

to the Committee on Printing,

RESOLUTIONS.

Under clanse 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro-
duced and referred as follows:
By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR:

Resolved, That on Wednesday, the 4th day of Scptember, immediately after
the morning hour has expired, H. R. 5958 be taken up for consideration, and
that the previous (‘l:luosl.lou shall be considered as ordered in one hour and a
half after ils consideration is begun, and that no other business shall be in
order until said bill is disposed of: Provided, however, That the consideration of
this bill is nottointerfere with conference reports or appropriation bills;

to the Committee on Rules.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Under clause 2 of Kule XTII, reports of committees were delivered
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: ;

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Commitiee on Commerce, re-
ported favorably the bill of the Senate (S.3843) to provide for the es-
tablishment of & port of delivery at Rock Island, Ill., accompanied by -
a report (No. 3031)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committes on War Claims, re-

That there be
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ported favorably the following bills of the House; which were severally

referred to the Committee of ghe Whole House:
A bill (H. R. 2749) for the relief of John F. Alsup. (Report No.
(Report No.

3032,

A bill (H. R. 2743) for the relief of John Sullivan.

Mr, PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Afliirs, to which was
referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 206) regulating
leases of coal landsin the Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory, reported, as
asubstitute therefor, a joint resolution (H. Res. 219) regulating leases
of coal lands in the Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory; which was read
twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 3034), referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10756) to amend an
act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele-
graph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure
to the Government the nse of the same for postal, military, and other
purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July
2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of
said first-mentioned act, and to provide for a settlement of claims grow-
ing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of eertain of the
railroads, and to secure to the United States payment of all indebted-
ness of certain of the companies therein mentioned, in behalf of the
minority of said committee, submitted their views in writing thereon;
which were ordered to be printed as Part 2 of Report No. 2320—to the
House Calendar.

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor-
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 10507) for the relief of the Portland
Company, accompanied by a report (No. 3036)—to the Committee of
the Whole House.

ADVERSE REPORT.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, an adverse report was delivered to the
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows:

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Commerce, on the bill (H. R.
11802) to repeal the law entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritime
Canal Comvany, of Nicaragua,”” approved February 20, 1880,

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC

Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles
were presented and referred as indicated below:

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H. R. 11902) granting an increase of pen-
sion to William W. Ivory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BLOUNT: A bill (H. R, 11903) grantinga pension to Jona-
than Davis—to the Committee on-Pensions.

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R.11904) to correct the military rec-
ord of William Myers, and pay him $376.36—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. GRIMES: Ahill (H. R. 11905) for the relief of Arthur Hutch-
eson, administrator of the estate of John Carleton, deceased—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. IR. 11906) for the relief of Jacob P.
Stroope—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a hill (H. R.11807) for the relief of Asa Townsend —to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 11908) for the relief of the estate
of Rigobert Donato, deceased, late of St. Landry Parish, Lonisiana—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 11909) for the relief of Victor Lastrapes, of St.
Landry Parish, Lounisiana—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11010) for the relief of the estate of Charles Le-
melle, deceased, late of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee
on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 11911) for the relief of Léon Lemelle, of 8t, Landry
Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. .

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11912) for removal of
charge of desertion from Anderson Malone—to the Committee on Mil-
itary Affairs.

By Mr. SPOONER: A bill (H. R. 11913) granting a pension to Anna
A. Tallman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition for a bill granting an increase of pension
to William W, Ivory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of Arthur Hutcheson, praying that his
claim for property taken by the Army during the late war be referred
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

- By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of Isaac Pack, asking for a pension—
to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. QUINN: Resolutions of Grant Post, Grand Army of the Re-
Enbhc,' relative to the removal of the remains of General Grant—to the

ommittee on the Library.

SENATE.
MoxNpDAY, September 1, 1890.

The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D.-

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I do not feel at liberty to go on
with business with only eight Senators present, and I suggest that there
is no quornm. Eight are too few. .

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Vermont snggest-
ing the absence of a quorum, the roll of the Senate will be called by
the Secretary.

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered
to their names:

Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, Stockbridge,
Allen, Dixon, Iny - Vance,
Berry, Edmunds, Mitehell, Whalthall,

¥, Hale, Ransom,
Cockrell, l{amrl)ton, Iteagan,
Cullom, Harris, Sawyer,

The PRESIDENT pio fempore.

sponded.
pglr. ALDRICH. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to
request the attendance of absent Senators,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from- Rhode Island
moves that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance
of ahsent Senators,

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms, being fur-
nished with a list of absent Senators, will execnte the order of the
Senate. .

Mr. BATE, Mr. BLAIR, Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. CokE, Mr. DoLprm, Mr,
Evarts, Mr. FRYE, Mr, Gissox, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. MoMILLAN,
Mr. McPrERSON, Mr. Moony, Mr. MorGAN, Mr, PLATT, Mr. PLUuMB,
Mr. TELLER, Mr. VEST, and Mr. VOORHEES entered the Chamber and
answered to their names,

Mr. BLAIR (at 10 o’clock and 27 minntes a. m.). Would a motion
to adjourn be in order?

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. It would be in order.

Mr. BLAIR. This is Labor Day, universally observed as a holiday
throughout the country, and in behalf of those who are expected to
work only from eight to ten hours, when we work from sixteen to twenty,
I think it is due from the Senate of the United States that it do honor
to this oceasion by adjourning. So I move that the Senate do now ad-
jonrn.

Mr. HOAR. Let us honor our Labor Day by legislation for the ben-

Twenty-one Senators have re-

efit of labor. T hope the Senator from New Hampshire will withdraw
the motion.
Mr. BLAIR. If the Senate will take up the labor bills that have

been sent us by the House of Representatives, I shall be glad to acqui«
esece in the Senator's suggestion.

Mr. HARRIS. T rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. HOAR. I desire to spend the day in legislation which will
raise the wages of every laborer in this country.

Mr. HARRIS, Is the motion debatable?

Mr, PAppock and Mr, STEWART enfered the Chamber, and answered
to their names.

Mr, BLAIR. I will give ihe Senator in charge of the tariff bill
notice that as soon as a quornm is present Ishall ask nnanimous con=
sent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the labor bills which
have been sent to us by the House of Representatives, This is Labor
Day, and there is a universal desire to do something for labor.

Mr. ALDRICH. Isdebate in order?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is by unanimons consent. The
Chair understands the Senator from New Hampshire to withdraw the
motion to adjourn. o

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to any further buncombe speeches this
morning.
Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand the Senator.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island ob-
jects to debate while the call of the Senate is pending.

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose it is to be understood perhaps that the rep-
resentatives of monopoly might ohject—— 3

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to debate.

Mr. BLAIR. But I shall hope that the Senator wonld certainly
agree that we proceed to consider the labor bills.

Mr, ALDRICII. I ask the President of the Senate to enforce the
rules of the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro teipore. The Chair wiil request the Senator
from New Hampshire to observe the roles of the Senate and abstain
from debate,

Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. SHerMAYN entered the Chamber, and an-
swered to their names.

The PRESIDENT pio fempore (at 10 o’clock and 37 minutes a. m.).
Forty-three Senators have answered to their names. A quorum being
present, if there be no objection, further proceeding under the call
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