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By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 12167) to amend section 5 of an 
act approved June 7, 1878, entitled "An act regulating the appoint­
ment of justices of the peace, commissioners of deeds, and constables 
within and for the District of Columbia, and tor other purposes "-to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 12168) to repair and build the 
levees of the Mississippi River, to improve its navigation, to afford ease 
and Sltifety to its commerce, and to prevent destructive floods-to the 
Comwittee ou Levees and Improvements of the Missit!Sippi mver. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill {H. R.12169) for the erection and main­
tenance of a home for indigent and aged ex-slaves of the United States 
ol America-to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. M.\SON: A bill {H. R.12170) amendatory toan act to estab­
lish an American flag, approved April 14, 1818-to the Committee on 
he Library. 

By Mr. MILLER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 233) authorizing the 
transfer of clerks, copyists, and computers from the Census Bureau to 
any other Department. of the Government-to the Select Committee 
on the Ele:venth Census. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference 
was made: 
- A l>ill (H. R. 11950) for the relief of the estate of Phineas Burgess, 
deceased-Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

~RIV ATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, prirnte bills of the following titles 

were presented and referred as indic.:s.ted below: 
By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. l<. 12171) tor the relief ofcert.ain mail­

carriers in the post-office at Cleveland, Ohio-to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CEIEATHAM: A bill (R.R. 12172) granting a pension to 
Mary Norman-to the Committee on lnvaliJ Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 12173) granting a pension, to Lucinda 
Delaplain-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12L74) to amend the military record of Burt 
Noyes-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.12175) for the relief of R. A. Schellh9us-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request) : A bill (H. R. 12176) for the relief of 
tlte estate of Mary E. Neale, deceased-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill ( H. R.1~177) to increase the pension ot 
Arethusa Wri~ht-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 12i78) granting a pension to Green­
berry Diggs-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R.12179) to remove the charge of deser­
tion from the military record of T. C. Thomas-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SWENEY: A bill (H. R. 12180) for the relief of Charles J. 
Werner-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELEH, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12181) for the relief 
of the heirs of John F. Alexander-to tbe Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12182) Jor the relief of Mrs. B. Gordon-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12183) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca Liv­
ingston-to the Committee on Pension-,. 

Also, a hill (H. R.12184) for the relief of John C. Nance-to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill {H. R. 12185) for the relief of William C. Tidwell-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 12186) tor the relief of Mrs. Camila TillB-to the Com­
mittee on War Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as tollows: 
B.v Mr. BAYNE: Resolntions of Chamber of Commerce of Pitta­

burgh, Pa., for such provision as will prevent overflows of the Missis­
sippi River-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions from the same body, a~ainst granting use of the 
north pier at Buffalo, N. Y., to a private corporation-to the Commit-
tee on Commerce. • 

By Mr. CARUTEI: Papers to accompany an act to amend se~tion 5 
of an act approved June 7, 1878, in relation to the appointments of 
notaries public in the District of Columbia-to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, two petitions from the Board of Trade of Louisville, Ky., and 
of D. C. & H. C. Reed, asking for the passage of House bill relating to 
post-office boxes at railroad stations-to the Committee on the Post­
Office and Post-l<oads. 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: Petition of Mrs. Mary E. Austin, widow of 
John H. Austin, deceased, of Decatur, Ala.-to the Committee on War 
Claims. · 

By .Mr. PAYNE: Petition to the United States Congres5 for the re­
'-

lief by special act of Cornelius Marsh, late of Company H, Ninth New · 
York Artillery-to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

Ry Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of A. J. Powel and 23 others, of 
Lawrence County, Mississippi, asking passage of Honse bill 7162-to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHEELEU, oJ Alabama: Petition of Joseph C. Bore1ift1 on 
claim for property taken during the late war-to the Committee on 
War Ciaims. 

Also, petition of James E. Schmiser, of Madison County, Alabama, 
for reference of his claim t-0 the Coart of Claims under act of March 3, 
1883-t-0 the Committee on War Claims. 

SENATE. 
TUESD.A. Y, Beptembc>· 30, 1890. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Jo11rnal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved; 

GE9RGIANA W. VOGDES. 

Mr. QUAY. Before proceeding with the regular order I desire to 
move the concnrrence of the Senate in the Hou e amendment to a 
private p•msion bill which is lying on the table. It is Senate bill 3532. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the Hoose of Representatives to the bill (S. 353~) grantinj? a pension 
to Georgiana W. Vogdes, which was, in line 5, before the word "dol­
lars," to strike out "fifty" and insert "thirty." 

Mr. QUAY. The effect of the amendment is to reduce the pension 
from $50 to $30 a month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Fifty dollars was passed by the Senate, I under­
stand. 

Mr. QUAY. Yes; and the House substituted t)30. I move that 
the Senate conrmr in the-amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 
PAY AND MILE.AGE DEFICIENCY. 

Mr. HALE. ~ I ask that the little deficiency bill from the House of 
Representative which came in yesterday be laid before the Senate. 

The bill ( H. n. 12163) making an appropriation to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriation for compensation of Members of the Hoose of Repi 
resentatives and Delegates trom Territories was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that action be taken upon the l>ill now. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $10,316 to 
supply a deficiency in the appropriation for compensation and mileage 
of Members of the House of Representatives and Delegates from Ter­
ritories for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890. 

The bill wac; reported to the S 0 nate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORGAN subsequently said: I wish to enter a motion to recon­
sider the vote by which the House bill 12163 was just passed. I do 
not care to call it up immediately. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be entered. 
IlOUSE BILLS REFERRED-. 

The bill {H. R. 10475) to prevent desecration of the United States 
flag was read twice by ita title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

PETITIO:NS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT p; esented the memorial of Samuel Turbutt, 
of Baitimore, Md., remonstrating against the pa.c;sage of a national 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the tahle. 

.Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of citizens of Milford. Mass. ; pray­
ing for the passage of the bill granting arrears of pay for Government 
employes who worked over eight hours a day; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. ~ 

Mr. EVAUTS preseuted resolutions of a mass meeting of citizens of 
the city ot New York, favoring the passage of House bill 64-HJ declar­
ing eight hours a legal da.v's work for clerks in first and second class 
po!it-office.c;; which were referred t-0 the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the Hoose of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 161) to reconvey certain lands to the county df Ormsby, 
State of Nevada; 

A bill (8. 597) to authorize the conveyance of certain Absentee Shaw­
nee Inrlian lands in Kansas; 

A bill (8. 1904) to provide for railroad crossings in the Indian Ter­
ritory; 

A bill (S. 2782) to provide for the reduction of tile Round Valley 
Indian reservation in the State of California, and for other purposes; 

A bill CS. 3545) to extend and amend ''An act to aathorize the Fort 
Worth and Denver City Railway Company to con"trnct and operate a. 
railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes;" 



1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 10709 
.A bill (S. 3280) authorizing the Secretary ot the Interior to ascertain 

damages resulting to any pen.on who had settled upon the Crow Creek 
and Winnebage reservations in South Dakota between February 27, 
1885. and April 17, 18d5; 

.A bill (S. 3745) granting to the Northern Pacific and Yakima Irriga­
tion Company a right ot way through the Yakima Indian reservation 
in Washington; . ' 

.A bill lti. 386:1) granting to the Newport and King's Valley Railroad 
Company the right of way through the Siletz Indian reservation; and 

A hill (S. 4:3~d) giving, upon conditions and limitations therein con· 
tained, the assent of the United States to certain leases of rights to 
mine coal in the Choctaw Nation. 

The message also announced that the Honse had passed the follow­
ing bills, each with an amendment in which it requested the concur­
rence of the Senate: 

.A bill tS. 304;j) to amend and further extend the benefits of the act 
approved February~. 1887, entitled "An act to provide Jor the allot­
ruent of land in severalty to Indians on the various reservation,, and 
to extend the protection of the laws of the United States over the In­
dians, and tor other purpose.c:i;" 

A bill (8. 3314) granting right of way to the Red Lake and Western 
Railway and Navigation Company across Red Lake reservation, in 
Minnesota, and granting said company the right to take lands for ter· 
minal railroad and warehouse purposes ; and 

A bill (S. 3481) grantin2: a pension to Martha N. Hudson. 
The mes~age further announced that the Honse had passed a bill 

(H. R.11391) for the construction and completion of suitable school 
buildings for Indian industrial schools in Wisconsin and other States; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. SA WYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re­

ferred the bill (H. R. 11304) granting a pension to Mary Jane Black­
ledge, reported it without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

SUMMARY MILITARY COURTS. 
lfr. HA. WLEY. By instruction of the Committee on Military Affairs 

I report lavorahly the bill ( H. K 7989) to promote the administration 
ot justice in the Army. It is a bill to which there can be no po~sible 
ohjection. It merely recommenrls the appointment of minor courts in 
the Army. I hope the Senate will concur with the Hoose in the passage 
ot the bill. There is a smglfl verbal amendment. 

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

The VICE-PKESIDE~1'. The amendment of the Committee on 
Military Affairs will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 10, strike out ''in" before 
"court;" so that the bill shall read: 

Be it enttcted, etc., That herearter in time of Reace all enlisted men charged 
with olfl'nses qo'v cogniZl\ble by a. garrh!on or regimental court-martial l'hall, 
within twenly-four boors lrom the time of their a.rretit, be brought before a 
summary court, which shall conHL;t of the line officer second in rank at the po'4t 
or s tation or of the command of the a.lle~ed offender, and atste,tions where only 
officers of the statf are on duty the officers second in rank. shall constitute such 
co1:rt, who shall have power w admiuist..- r oaths and to hear and dewrmine the 
case, and when sati.-1fied of the guilt of the accused pa.ny adjudKe t-be punh!h­
meut lo be inflicted, etc. 

The amendment was aszreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendment 

was concarred in. 
The amepdment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 

read a third time. 
The hill wa.~ read the third time, and passed. 
Yr. HAWLEY. The correction is merely of an error in copying 

the bill. The word "in " was inserted by mistake. I move that the 
Senate request a conference with the Hoose of Representatives on the 
bill an<l amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to apPQint 

the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HAWLEY, .Mr. MAN· 
DERSON, and Mr. w ALTHALL were appointed. 

ADDITIOYAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. JO~ES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution suhmitted by Mr. SANDERS on the 27th instant, reported a 
sub. titute; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and the sa.me is hereby, 
authorized to empioy an additional clerk durin~ the rem,\inder ot the present 
ses11ion tmd for three days after its expiration, l\t a compen11ation of SO perdi .·m. 
to be paid out of the contini:ent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be ap­
proved by the chairman of the Committee to Audit and Control I.he Contingent 
Expeuses of the isenate. 

SELECT COYMITTEE ON IRRIGATION. 

)fr. JO~E8, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent E:rcpeo~f'..S of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso­
lution submitted by .Mr. STEW4BT on the 25th instant, reported it 

• 

without amendment; andi t was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclt\mation or Arid 
Lands be continued during the present Coni1:ress. 

LIST OF PRIVATE CLAIMS. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to .Audit and Control 
the Contingtmt Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso­
lution submitted by Mr. SPOONER on tbe 26th instant, reported it with­
out a.mendment; and it was considered by unanimotU consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senat.e cause to ue prepared an alphabet­
ical list of all private claims which have been before the Senate, with the action 
of the Senate thereon, since tile 4th d>1.y of Marc11, 188L, anJ. up to t11e 4th day of 
March, 1891,and t.hat he communicate the same to tile :5ena.te when completed. 

UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION • 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol­
lowing resolution submitted by Mr. STOCKBRIDGE June 5, 1890, re­
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Fi!iiheries in the investigation of theadmin­
istrlltion of the alfairs of tile United :-;tates Fish Commi'4siouer's 0 1lice. ordered 
by the resolution>1 of tbe Senate of the 31 instant, be a.ut11orized t-0 employ a 
stenographer, and that the expenses of the investigation be paid out of the con­
tin~ent fund of the Senate. 

CHEROKEE OUTLET INVESTIGATION, 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to .Aafiit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol­
lowing resolution, submitted. by lli. BUTLER .AprJl 15, 1890, reported 
it withont amendment: 

Resolved, That the resolution orthe Senate pa.s'ied on the 26th day of Febru­
ary, A. D. lb'9·•, be, and the same is her .. by, amended 110 as to read: "That the 
Select Committee on the Five Civilized 'l'ribes of Indians be, and it is hereby, 
authorized and empo,vered to investigate the status of the n~gotialions be­
tween the United States Gover1uue11t and the Cherokee lribe of Indians in re­
lation to tbe tract of country known as the Cherokee Outlet, with power to 
send !or persons and IJapere, to em ploy a stenographer, and to administer oaths, 
and 1hat they have leM-e t-0 hold sessions of said select cornm1ttee during the 
se11Sions, and to visit by 1mbcomrnittee the Indian Territory at the earliest day 
prac1icable to conbi11ue said investigation, and as so,,u as may be report to the 
Senate; all necessary expenses incurred uuder the authorization of this reso· 
lution to be paid out of th~ contingent fund of the Sena.le." 

Mr. DA WES. Is that a new resolution? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is reported from the Committee on 

Contin~ent Expenses. 
Mr. DAWE:-;. Let it f!O over. 
The VICE-PRESIDE~T. The resolution will be placed on the Cal­

endar. 
PAY OF SESSION CLERKS. 

Mr. JO"N"ES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was reforred the res­
olution submitted by Mr. Mo&GAN on t.be 29th instant, reported the 
1ollowing substitute; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the per diern clerks to the comTUittee3 or the .3en!l.te and the 
clerkA to Senators be retained in the !!ervice o r the ::3anat' duri11~ the c >ming 
recess, and that tile Secre tdry of the S m'\te is herel>v anthorizad >1. •1d directed 
to pay out of the contin~ent fund of the Senate the per diem now allo,ved such 
clerks by law during tb.e 11essioas of the Sen11te. 

HEARL.'iGS BEFORE CO::\IillTTEE ON TERRITORIES. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contin~ent Expenies of the Seuate, to whom wJa referred the re:i­
olution submitted by Mr. PLATT July 3, 18JO, reported the following 
substitute; which was considered by unanimous consent, anJ agreed to: 

Resoltied. That t l1e expe n.,es of reporting the h ear inits g-iven bv the Com­
mittee on Territories on Sen'l.te bills &'B, for the a I mi~sion of l laho into the 
Unio n: 2446 a nd 3ST.'J, for the admissi•m of N"ew :\fexico into the Union, and 341!0, 
rela.ling to the exerci-,e of the elective fr\ncllise in the Territory of Utah, be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the s~nate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SA WYER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4448) for the relief 
of the administrator of Daniel S. Mershon, deceased; which was read 
twice by- it8 tide, and referred to the Committee on C1a1ms. 

Mr. D:\.NlEL. I beg leave, by request of GeorJ{e 0. Jone.'!, chairman 
of the national Greenback party, to present bis petition for an increase 
of the le~al-tenrler currency, and by a like request I introduce the ac­
companying bill. I beg leave to state that I do not m ·an thereby to 
express any opinion upon the measure, but simply ofter it a& a duty 
due to a citizeu who d~ires it. 

The bill (S. 4449) to enable the Government to pay its debts, sala­
ries, pensions, and other cnrrentexpense.c:i by issuing United States le~al­
tender notes now as it did during the late civil war, until the volume 
of money in actual circulation will revive business and give perma­
nent prosperity to the American people was read twice by its title, and 
reJerred to the Committee on Finance • 
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GEORGE W. G. ESLIN AND MICHAEL SHINER. 
l\Ir. BARBOUR submitted the followin,g resolution; which was re­

ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be. and he is hereby, directed to 

cause the proper accounting officers of the District of Columbia to examine a!'.ld 
audit the claims of the legal representatives of the estate of George W. G. Eslin, 
deceased. and l\Iichael Shiner, deceased, and to certify to Congress the sums 
due for work done for the District of Columbia, and the amount pa.id, so as to 
show the bal11nce due said estates. 

TARIFF COMPILATION. 

lli. ALDRICH submitted the following resolution; which was re­
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 

Ordered, That the Comm ittee on Finn.nee have authority to collate, index, 
and print snch tes timony as may be on file with the committee in connection 
with the bill H. R. 9416, together with any other data. relative to tariff' matters 
they may dee m va lua ble, the expense iherefor to be paid from the contingent 
fund of the Senate . 

LA?\-00 IN SEVERALTY TO INDIANS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT In.id before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Repre entatives to the bill (S. 3043) to amend and further 
extend the benefits of the act approved February 8, 1887, entitled "An 
act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty to Indians on the 
various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the 
United States over the Indians, and for other purposes. 77 

The amendment of the House of Representatives Wa.!\ to strike out 
all after t he enactinJ:? clause and insert a substitute. 

1-tir. PLUMB. I think that the amendment had better be printed 
in order that it may be understood more fully by Senators. 

Mr. DA. WES. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend­
ment of the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap­

point the conlerees on the part ot the Senate; and Mr. DA WES, Mr. 
PLATT, and Mr . .MORGAN were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced t hat the House had pa.ssed the bill (S. 3721) for 
the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of the estate of .J. M. Hiatt, 
deceased, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R.113) to provide for the disposition and sale ot lands known as the 
Klamath River reservation; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should Jike to ask unanimous consent to call up Or­
der of Business l!J69, House bill 9630, which is local to the State of 
Washington, and its immeJiate passage is a matter of great impor­
tance. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall have to object to that unless opportunity is 
offered to amend it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera­
tion of the conlerence report on House bill 9416. 

The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Renate to the bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief 
of .J. L. Cain and others. 

The message <llso announced that the House had agreed to the re­
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Honse to the bill (S.1454) to 
increase the efficiency and reduce the expenses of the Signal Corps of 
the Army arid to transter the weather service to the Department of 
Agricul tur_e. 

The message further announced that the House bad passed the fol­
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill ( H. R. 1910) for the relief of Isaac H. Wheat; 
Joint resolution (H. Res.158 ) providing for printing thefifth annual 

report of the Commissioner of Labor; and 
.Joint resolution {H. Res. 218) to allow the Postmaster-General to ex­

pend ~10. 000 to test a t small towns and villages the system of the free­
delivery service, and tor other purpo es. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow­
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 2.'562) to authorize the appointment of Asst. Surg. Thomas 
Owens, Uni ted Sta.tes Navy, not in the line of promotion, to the posi­
tion of surgeon, United States Navy, not in the line of promotion, and 
for other purposes ; and 

A bill (S. 3817) for tlie protection of actual seWers who have made 
home:3tead or pre-emption entries upon the public lands of the United 
States in the State of Florida upon which deposits of phosphate have 
been discovered since such entries were made. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of the committee of con­
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9416)toreduce the revenneand equalize 
duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurriDg in the re-
port of the committee of conference. · 

~Ir. CARLISLE. Mr. President, it is not my purpose at this time to 
discuss, except perhaps incidentally, the economic theory upon which 
this bill is constructed or the general principles which, in my opinion, 
ought to govern Congress in the exercise of the great power of taxation 
delegated to it by the Constitution. This important measure is now 
about to pass entirely from our hands and beyond our control, and a. 
discussion of those questions can not be undertaken without neglecting 
this first and last opportunity to state as accurately as possible what 
its main provisions are as perfected by its framers, and what its proba­
ble effect will be upon the people of the country at large. 

Nor is it my purpose to attempt to state what the eftect of this meas­
ure will be upon the public revenue, because it would be impossible to 
do so with any degree of accuracy; but I can state, and will endeavor to 
state, approximately at least, what its effect will be upon taxation. So 
far during this discussion no member of the Committee on Finanr.e has 
ventured even to express an opinion as to what effect the bill will have 
upon the revenues of the Government--

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Kentucky--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield? 
Mr. CARLISLE. ExcepttheSenatorfro!ll.Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who 

in the r.ourse of a speech upon the subject of the expenditures of the 
Government reviewed this subject to some extent. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was before the conference report was made. 
Mr. CARLISLE. And that was before the conference report was 

made; so that my statement, to be strictly accurate, should be that no 
member has made this attempt since the conference report was made 
and the bill has assumed its final form. 

EFFECT OF THE BILL ON TAXATION. 

In the statement submitted by the committee with the bHl when it 
was reported to the Senate, or rather in a note appended to that state­
ment, it was said that--

The reduction above given, of 871,064.,774 by the House or $60,5G9,343 by the• 
Senate, appears to be certain, but if the imports should be the same as last year 
under the new rates the reduction would 1&mount, under the House biU, to f26,-
128,642; under the Senate, to $2\J,318,283. 

The statement that the bill as it then stood would effect almost cer­
tainly a reduction of the revenue to the extent of over $60,000,000 
was true only upon the hypothesis that every increase of duty made 
upon articlf::S still remaining in the dutiable schedule was abso­
lutely prohibitory to the full extent of the increase, and that no re­
ductions made in the rates of duty upon articles still remaining in the 
dutiable scheduJes would have the effect t-0 increase to any extent the 
importation of those articles her.eafter, for unless this hypothesis is cor­
rect the bill as it then st.ood would have made no reduction in the reve­
nue to be hereafter received by the Government; upon the basis of the 
importations during the fiscal year 1889, and as it now stands will 
make an increase upon the amount of importations during that year to 
the extent of nearly $4,000,000, as I shall proceed to show. 

This sum of $60,599,343 was the precise amount which the bill 
as it then stood placed upon the ftee-list, and of this, $56,000,000 in 
round numbers consisted of sugar and molasses, leaving a.bout $4,500,-
000 as the reduction occasioned by the removal of other articles from 
the dutiable to the free list; and I desire to say here that the bill as 
it now stands, excepting sugar and molasses, removes from the free­
list and places upon the dutiable-list more than it takes from the du­
tiable-list and places upon the free-list. According to these tables, 
which the Senator from Rhode Island admitted yesterday are imperfect, 
and necessarily imperfect because the expert who made them could 
use only such facts and data as were contained in the official statis­
tics, there was an increase in the duties upon the artillles still remain­
ing on the dutiable-list 0 1 $40,281,060.59; that is to say, accordicg to 
these tables the articles-still remaining upon the dutiable-list yielded 
to the Government during the fiscal year 1889 a revenue amounting to 
$161,408,846, and under the proposed bill, as it then stood, the same 
articles according to the tables would yield to the Government, upon the 
same importations, a revenue of $20l,68i},917, or $40,281,060 more than 
was collected from the same articles in the year 1889. But the.-.e fables, 
on account of the absence of official data, omit increases in the rates 
and amounts of duty which, according to the best estimate I can pro­
cure, would yield upon th~ importations of 1889, $19,209,760, and the 
Senate, by its action upon the bill, together with the a.ction of the 
conference committee, added to that $4,895,033.94, making a total ad­
dition to the rat.es of duty upon articles still remaining in the dutfable­
list of$64, 385,854, as against $60, 599, 343 reductions, thus showing a net 
increase of taxation upou the people under the customs law of$;{, 786,-
510 notwithstanding the abolition of the duty on sugar and molasses; 
and this is not by any means all, because there are other large increases 
made in this bill which can not be calculated for the want of the requi­
site data. · In many cases where ad valorem rates have been changed 

• 
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tospecificorcompound, and where duties upon yards have been changed 
to duties upon the weight ot the article, it is impossibl~ to make any­
thing like aecurate calculations, because quantities and values can not 
be correctly ascertained. 

Mr. President, let it be understqod that I am not contending that 
the revenues of the Government will be actually increased. to the ex­
tent stated, because many of these duties are absolutely prohibitory, 
and according to the statement submitted. by the Committee on Fi· 
nance from which I have read this is confessedly a bill to reduce the 
revenues by increasing taxation. While, therefore, it will not increase 
the revenues to this extent, it will increase taxation upon the people 
many times this amount by enhancing the prices of articles of domes­
tic production similar to the imported articles upon which increased rates 
of duty are imposed in the bill. 

THE FREE-LIST. 

It was said by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHE:&:M.A.N] yesterday that 
this bill placed more than half our importations upon the free-list, but 
afterwards, upon a suggestion made by the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH], he qualified that statement by the presentation of fig­
ures which showed that nearly half-about $25, 000, 000 less than half-of 
our importations would now be placed upon the free-list. Mr. Presi· 
dent, neither of the statements is correct. The t.otal value of our im­
portations during the fiscal year 1889, which is the basis upon which 
all these calculations are made, was over $7 41. 000, 000, and according to 
the tables submitted the total valuation of the goods imported subject 
to duty under this bill will be over $390,000,000; but since thoseta.bles 
were made the Senate and the conference committee ha.v-e taken arti­
cles which then stood upon the free-list and placed them upou the du­
tiable-list of the value of more than $10,000,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ·will the Senator be kind enough to state what 
those articles are? 

l\Ir. CA~LISLE. Bristles, amounting to oYer $1,000,000; tin in 
bars, blocks, and pigs, amounting to nearly $9,000,000, and many other 
smaller items, all of which, taken together, increase the amount taken 
from the free-list and placed upon the dutiable-list since these tables 
were made over$10,000,0UO, making, therefore, the total value of du­
tia.ble articles hereafter to be imported under this bill, upon the basis 
of 1889, more than $400,0'00,000, and plaeing upon the free-list articles 
of the value ot $341,000,000, not near one-half of the whole importa­
tions; and it must be remembered that $83,388,286 of this sum consists 
of sugar and molasses alone. 

AVERAGE RATE OF DUTY-THE ADMINISTRATIVE :BI LL •. 

It may not be inappropriate in this connection, Mr. President, to 
state what will be the average ad valorem rate of duty upon oar im­
portations, dutiahle and free, under this bill. If I am correct m the 
statements heretofore made-and I can furnish the evidence whenever 
it is required, and may perhaps with the permission of the Senate ap­
pend to my remarks a statement showing the increases which are not 
stated in the tables-upon the basis of the importations of 1889 the 
customs duties will be over $225,0U0,000, and the average rate of duty 
upon dutiable articles under its provisions will be 57. 70 per cent., 
without making any calculation whatever as to the effect of the ninth 
section of the customs administrative act which was passed during 
this session. and which will, upon a. reasonable estimate, add from 4 
to 5 per cent. 

Then, unless all my calculations are at fault, the average rate ot 
duty under this bill and the administrative act will be over 60 per cent. 
upon the dutiable articles instead of 45.13 per cent., as it is under the 
present law. 

Moreover, Mr. President, if the Senator from Rhode Island will take 
the articles now remaining upon the dutiable-list after deducting sugar 
and molasses, he will find that the average rate of duty upon those ar­
ticles alone in 1889 was only a little over 41 per cent. while the aver­
age i-ate of duty upon the same articles under this bill, as I have said, 
will be over 6U per cent.-an increase of about 50 per cent. in the av­
erage rate of duty. It was sugar and molasses then included in the 
dutiable-list which raised the aver~e ad valorem rate in 1889 to 45.13 
per cent., and those articles being deducted the average ad valorem upon 
the remaining articles was only a little over 41 per cent.. The average 
rate of duty upon all importa.tions to this country, dutiable and free, 
under existing law is 29 t per cent., but the average rate of duty under 
this bill upon all importations into thiscouutry, dutiable and free, will 
be over 3U~ per cent. The Senator from Rhode Island shakes his head. 
If I am correct in the statement of the incr(la.ses made in the rates of 
taxation and in the aggregate amount of revenue to be collected, or 
rather of taxation to be impo ed, the average rate on the wbole impor­
tations, dutiable and free, will be 30~ per cent. Taking the increases 
as they Mt.and in the tables, which the Senator himself admits are im­
perfect~ the avera~e rate of duty would not be what I have stated 
either upon the imported dutiable articles or upon articles dutiable and 
free, but when the necessary corrections are made the result I have 
stated follows inevitably as a mere matter of mathematics. 

Ql'CREASES ON NECESSARIES. 

Then, Mr. President, this enormous increase in taxation is made 
niainly upon articles in common use among our people, and which 
they are compelled to buy. Thereisanincreaseofmore than~l0,000,~ 

000 in the metal schedule, upon iron and steel and their manufactures, 
two articles which lie at the very base of all ouT industries, and without 
which scarcely any useful occupation can be carried on in this country. 
There is an increase of nearly $14, 500, 000 in the woolen schedule which 
embraces a large and absolutely necessary part of the clothing of our 
people, rich and poor alike, in every part of the country. There is an 
increase of $1, 9 6, 385 in the cotton schedule, and an inerease of more than 
$5,000,000 in the flax and linen schedule-two other schedules which 
embrance a large and important part of the clothing of the people. 
There is an increase of $8, 735,351 upon tin-plate which enters into the 
manufacture cf a great nmnber of useful articles, giving employment 
to thousands of laborers in almost every State in the Union, and there 
is an increase of $1,357,042 upon block, bar, and pig tin, the raw mate­
rial used in the manufacture of tin-plate, which of course will increase 
its price to the people, becaase it will increase the .cost of production. 
There is an increase of $671,995 on cotton-ties, an article which is used 
exclusively by the farmers, white and colored, in the South. 

Th"'TERNAL REVENUE-REDUCTION OF TOBACCO TAX. 

Mr. President, no man can predict what the effect of this enormous 
increase will be upon the taxation ot the people, nor can any man pre­
dict what its effect will be upon the revenues of the Government. All 
we certainly know is that the very purpose, in fact the sole purpose 
and object of the imposition of these increased rates of duties upon these 
necessaries of life, is to increase the price of the domestic product so as 
to enable in some cases, as it is claimed, new industries to be establi bed 
here, and in others to enable old industries to realize larger profits. 
To compensate the farmers and mechanics for these great increaises ot 
taxation upon their tools and implements of trade, and UJ)On their 
cotton and woolen and linen clothing, the bill proposes to repeal inter­
nal-revenue taxes to the amount of $5,897,380 on manufactured to­
bacco, snuff, and on dealers in these articles. 

Heretofore we have been told by our Republican friends that the in­
ternal-revenue taxes upon tobacco ongbt to be repealed entirely, and 
durinJt the last two or three years, while the Democratic party con- · 
trolled the House, there was a great and persistent demand here and 
at the other end of the Capit.ol to have them removed. The Senator 
from Ohio (Mr. SHERl\IAN], who spoke yesterday in advocacy of this 
bill which proposes· to reduce the tax upon manufactured tobacco and 
snuff only 2 cents per pound, or from 8 to 6 cents, has heretofore been 
an ardent advocate of the repeal of the whole tax. This proposition 
to reduce the taxes upon manufactured tobacco- and snuff to the extent 
of 2 cents a pound will, in my judgment, afford nQ relief to any man 
in this country and be beneficia1 t.o nobody except the manufacturer 
and the retail dealer, who will divide the amount between them. No 
producer of tobacco and no consumer of tobacco will be benefited, in 
my judgment, to the extent of 1 mill, for the man who purchases in 
small quantities will pay hereafter exactly the same price be has paid 
heretofore. 

The Senator from Ohio said in a speech delivered before the Home 
Market Club in February, 1889: 

The direct taxes upon. American productions, levied by our internal-revenue 
laws, which interfere with the industry of our people, should be modified or re­
pealed; t.hat in tbis way the revenues of the Government sbould be reduced 
so as to supply only enough revenue to pay the expenses of tb.e Government 
wisely and economically administered, and to carry out the provisions of the 
sinking fund for the gradual reduction of the uublic debt. 

It seems the sinking fund is to be entirely ignored hereafter, judging 
from the statements made by Senators on the other side of the Cham­
ber; and, in fact, payments upon the public debt will necessarily cease 
after the expiration of the present fiscal yearf if not before, by reason 
of the extravagapt appropriations made by this Congress for other pur­
poses . . 

The Senat.or from Ohio then proceeded to. say, in the speech re­
ferred to: 

I know that at any time in the last Congress taxation coo.Id have been re­
duced but for the desire of the Speaker of the House and the Pre-3ident t-0 strike 
at home industries ra.tber than to reduce taxation. A majority of the Hoose, 
though Democratic, woold have passed in an hour a bill reducing taxation if it 
bad been permitted by the Speaker to vote upon a redaction of internal rather 
than external truces. 

This, Mr. President, was an entirely legitimate political criticism 
upon the action oi the Speaker, and I do not quote it for the purpose 
of makin~ complaint,' but simply for the purpose of showing the great 
anxiety which then existed on the part of the Senator from Ohio to 
repeal these internal-revenue taxes; and yet when he and his party 
have the control of both Houses of Congress and the Execative office 
the proposition is made simply to reduce the tax 2 cents a pound, and 
that was rejected here and conceded by the conference committee after 
long hesitation beC{liuse it was demanded by the Honse of Representa­
tives. The Senate Finance Committee and the Senate itself struck 
out every provision making reductions of internal-revenue taxation, 
and this compromise comes from the committee of conference. 

R E DUCTION OF REVE:>'UE WHOLLY DUE TO D ECREASE D TOBACCO TAX. 

But after deducting from the incresse in customs taxation the $5,897,· 
380 which is the amount of internal-revenue taxes repealed, there is a 
net decrease of revenue under this bill. according to the receipts for 
1889, of$2,110,870; and that is the final result of this prolonged effort 
to revise the tariff and reduce the revenues of the Government, in the 
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langual?e of the Senator from Ohio, to a point sufficient only t-0 supply 
the demands of the Government honestly and economically adminis­
tered-about $2,000,000 reductton, and all that comes from the in-

. ternal revenue. 
l!UGAR BOUNTIES-NEW DEPARTURE. 

Bat sugar and molas...~s are placed upon the free-list, and the voters 
of the coantry are to be reconciled to the enormous increases upon other 
necessaries ot life by the promise that the bill will give them cheaper 
sugar. In lieu of thu tax upon sugar the bill proposes, as it comes 
from the bonterence committee, to pay out of the public Treasury a 
bounty of l l cents a pound upon all sugar polatizing between 80 and 
90 degrees and 2 centB a pound upon all sugar pola!'izing. over 90 de­
grees, which will amount, according to ~he pre;se~t production of sugar 
in this country, to between seven and eight m1~1on dollars ~er annum. 

· This is the tirst time in our history, Mr. Presulent, when it has been 
proposed to pay out of the public Treasury a bounty to the do_mestic 
producer of any article not exported, and never heretofore has it b~en 
proposed to pay out of the public Treasury a bounty upon any article 
actually exported unless it was manufactured in whole or in part from 
foreiirn duty-paid materials. The first tariff act passed by Congress 
lm~ed a duty upon salt and provided ~hat there shonlJ be allow~, 
in lien of a drawback upon salted and pickled fish and salted provis­
ions therealter exported: the sum of 5 cents on each quintal offish and 
5 cents on each barrel of provisions, and we have now upon the stat­
u te-books laws under which drawbacks are paid upon the exportation 
ot articles mapnfactured in whole or in part from imported materials. 
In lien of these payment.Ii allowed by the act of 1789, the act of 1792 
provided that there should be a bounty paid u~on vessels engaged in 
tbe fisheries of $1.50 per ton on a vessel exceedrng 20 and not exceed­
in~ 30 tons, and $2.50 on vessels exceeding 30 tons. 

But this bounty was not paid for the purpose of encouraging the 
production or the catching of fish, because it was not made to de­
pen1l to any extent whatever upon the number or quai:itity ?~ fish 
cauuht. The sole policy of the act was to encourage Amencan Citizens 
to J~arn the art of seamanship, which in those days of sailing vessels 
was a matter of the very graTest importance to a young nation strug­
gling to establish an efficient nav~, but t~e mere ~tchi?g of fish was a 
matter of little importance and did not, m the est1mat1on of anybody, 
rise to the dignity of a public necessity. This bounty was to be justi­
fied, it justifiable at all, upon the s:ime principle which underlies our 
le.,islation e~tablisbing Na val and Military Academies for the education 
ol' officers for the Army and the Navy and maintaininJ? them at the 
public expense-a purely public object, and not a private one. 
BOUNTY ENTmELY FOB SUGAR HANUFACTURER-li'OTHING FOR FARHEB OB LA· 

BOREB. 

.Uoreover, Mr. President, under that bounty act the money wa.s di­
Yided bet.ween the owners of the vessels and the laborers upon them, the 
laborers receiving five-eighths ot the money and the owner of the vessel 
three-eiuhths. Under this bill the laborer is entirely ignored in the dis­
tribntio~ of the bounty and all the money ia to be paid to the capitalist, 
the manufacturer ot sugar, the man who is able to own and operate 
the expensive machinery necessarily used in that business. Noris any 
part of this bounty to be paid to the grower of beets or sorghum or 
smmr-caoe, but every dollar of it will go to the manufacturer who makes 
sugar from those materials. But it may be argued that the producer 
of beet.q and sorghum and cane who is not able to own the necessary 
machinery to convert' them into sugar will receive higher price3 for 
hi~ products. That can not be, for, in the first place, the farmer can 
not control and nev:er has been able to control the prices of his 
products; and, in the second place, the manufacturer of beet-sngar­
and that is the article for which this encouragement is mainly in­
tende -will be compelled to sell his sugar in the open marketB of the 
conutry in competition with the sugar made from cane and sorghum, 
and he wi II not pay to the farmer who sells bis beets one cent more for 
bis material than its value, as material, compared with the value of 
the material from which other sugar is made. Neither will the con­
sumer receive any benefit from this bounty. He will not get bis sugar 
one cent cheaper than be would if no bounty were paid, because the 
bounty-paid sugar prodn,,.ed in this coantry will sell in the marketB at 
the same price precisely as the duty-paid refined sugar which comes 
here from other countries, but the consumers will be taxed seven or 
ei!.1.ht million dollars per annum to be paid as a ~ratuity to the manu­
facture~, and to this extent their sugar will cost them more than it 
wonld have cost without t he bounty. 

Mr. President, this is an entirely new departure in the application 
of the doctrine or principle of protection in this country, and is an im­
itahon or the policy adopted by the monarchical and paternal govern­
ments of Europe, Fraa(e, Germany, Belgium, and Anstro-Hnngary. 
In Germany, however, the Government, instead of paying out of the 
puhlic treasury a sum, as we shall have to pay, amounting to seven or 
ei).!:ht million dollars per annum, previously collected from the people, 
actDall.v realized in ld89 a net revenue amounting t.o ·more than $7,-
000, 000, aJter paying all the bounties upon exported SUjl;ar. Under 
the Ja.ws of that country an excise tax is imposed upon the beets, called 
a material tax, and an excise tax, called a coosnmption tax, is imposed 
upon all the sugar withdrawn Jrom the refuieries and consumed by the 

German people, and the bounty is paid simply to the exporter. After 
deducting from the revenue raised by this taxation all the payments 
made in the form of bounties there remains a balance every year of be­
tween seven and eight million dollars in favor of the Government . 

DISCRilllNATING SUGAR DUTY VIOLATiVE OF OUR TREATY STIPULATIONS. 

Now, we propose in this bill, as I have already said; to pay a bounty 
of lf centB a pound upon cerlain grades of l'IUgar and 2 cents per pound 
upon another grade, and then we propose to impose a duty under the 
bill as it comes from the conference committee of five-tenths of a cent 
per pound upon all sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and an 
additional or discriminating duty of one-tenth of 1 cent per pound upon 
all such sugars imported into this country trom countries which pay B 
higher bounty upon refined sugars than they pay upon the sugars of a 
lolver grade. 

Under this provision all the manufacturers of consumable beet, sor­
ghum, or cane sugar in this country, made from domestic material­
not the growers of the beets, sorghum, or cane, bat the manufacturers 
of sugar in this country-will receive out of the public Treasury, at the 
expense of all the people, 2 cents per pound upon all their sn~ar polar­
izing over 90 degrees, and be protected besides by a duty ot six-tenths 
ot 1 cent per pound, or 60 cents per hundred pounds, against all the 
beet-sugar which comes here from Germany, France, A nstria, and Bel­
gium, because those are the countries which pay export bounties, and 
this is proposed to be done in open and flagrant violation of our treaty 
stipulations with every one of those countries. We have a treaty with 
Anstro-Hungary, with Belgium, with Prussia-I see the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALD:&lCH] smiles. Perhaps bethinks that a treaty 
with Prussia has no binding force, but if there is any question made 
upon that point, I think it can be demonstrated aa a rule or public Jaw 
that so long as the German Empire, of which Prm•sia has become a part, 
does not itself enter into treaties with us abro~ating or moditying the 
previouslyexistingtreaties with the principalities and kingdoms which 
now compose it, those treaties remain in lull force. It is true, of course, 
that when a government is ext10unished, destroyed by conquest or 
otherwise, all its existing treaties fall to the ground. But we have 
treaties with these ~reat beet-producing and bounty-paying countries, 
except France, from which all our beet-sugar must come, which expressly 
in terms forbid us to impose any higher rates of duty upon their productB 
imported into this countryt.han we impo'3e upon the products imported 
from any other foreign country; and, in violation of these solemn stipu­
lations, this bill proposes to make a clear discrimination against their 
trade, to break our treaties for the benefit of the manufacturers of do­
mestic sugars. 

SUGAR BOUNTIES UNCONSTITUTIONAL. 

· I have said that this is an entirely new departure in the application 
of the.Protective system in this country, and therefore it may not be 
improper to consider now as briefly as possible the que.~tion whether 
Congress has the power to tax all the people of the conn try for the pnr­
pol'le of raiemg money to be paid to individuals engaged in a particular 
industry and in a particular locality; because there are wide areas of 
this country in which no American citizen can possibly receive any of 
this money. There is a very large proportion of our country in which 
none of these materials can poosibly be prod uoed, and thi;re1ore every 
man who lives within that area is as effectually excluded from a par­
ticipation in this bounty as it the bill itself had expzes.sly provided that 
he should not receive it. The que'ltion, therefore, whether or not Con­
gress has the constitutional right to appropriate money to promote the 
general or common welfare is not necessarily involved. Many of our 
citizens, more than half, perhaps as many as two-thirds, being abso­
lutely, for geographical and climatic reasons, excluded from all partici­
pation in this bounty, it must go only to the manufacturers of cane 
sn~r in Louisiana, to the mannfactnrers of sorj!;hum sugar in Kansas, 
and to the manufacturers of beet sugar in a few other States of the 
Northwest, all whom constitute but the merest fraction of oar total 
population. 

Mr. Presinent, there is no possible ground upon which the constitu­
tionality of this provision can be maintained except that Congress hM a 
right to impose taxes and raise money to be appropriated tor the purpose 
of promoting the general welfare, and that this is a proposition to pro­
mote the general welfare within the meanin2 of the Com~titution. 'l hat 
what is usually known as the general-welfare clau,.;e of the Coni:ititu­
tion is not of itself a distinct and sub tantive grant of power is 
conceded by everybody. But the proposit ion contended for on the 
other side, or which mast be contended for in order to snl!tain this pro­
vision, is that the power of appropriation is greater than the power of 
legh1lation, and that Congress may raise money by taxation to be ex­
pended for pnrpo~es not embraced in the enumeration of powers dele· 
gated to it. Even that proposition, however, may be true and still this 
)eirislatioo would not be valid, because in order to bring it within the 
te;ms of such a proposition it mnst be for the promotion of the general 
or public welfare and not local or private in its application. It has 
been held by all the courts without exception ia the States, and by the 
United States circuit and Supreme Courts, that there can be no lawful 
or valid taxation except for public purposes, and that the validity of 
the legislation always depends upon the question whether the purp<\9 
is public or merely private or local. 
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I have here a great number of decisions, and had intended to make 
some citations from them, and perhaps may do so yet, but the propo­
sition that taxation-is invalid, or rather that it is not taxation at all 
unless it is imposed for a purely public purpose, has never been dis­
puted in any court in this country so far as I know; and it ba.s been 
held to be invalid without re~ard to constitutional prohibitions, be· 
cause the courts place it upon the clear and dlStinct ground that it is 
simply takinJ? the money or property of one man to be donated to an­
other, which is contrary to the fundamental principles of our Govern­
ment and a violation of the principles of every social compact in a free 
coantry. 

It requires, therefore, no constitutional prohibition in order to in­
validate such laws. In the States the Legislatures represent the sov­
ereignty of the people except so far as the people themselves have im­
posed limitations upon their power in the constitution, and except so 
far as there are inhibitions upon the power of the States in the Consti­
tution of the United States; and yet the courts have invariably held 
that, notwithstanding the pos.~ession of this broad, comprehensive, and 
general power of legislation and taxation, no State could authorize a 
county or municipality, even upon the vote of the people interested, to 
impo e taxes upon themselves for the purpose of encouraging manu­
facturing or any other industrial pursuit. It the States can not do it, 
although posse..<1Sing this broad and comprehensive power of taxation, 
unlimited by any provisions of their constitutions, bow is it possible 
that the General Government can do it under a Constitution which 
limit.sits power of both legislation and taxation? 

In Mcertaining the powers of a State Legislature we look to the State 
constitution, not to see whether the power is delegated, but to see 
whether it is prohibited. On the other band, in ascertaining the pow­
ers of Congress, we look to the Constitution of the United States, not 
to see whether the exercise of the power is prohibited, but whether it 
is delegated expressly or by reasonable implication, and unless Sena· 
tord upon the other side can show some delegation of this power to 
Congress. some warrant under which it can impose taxation upon my 
constituents to raise money to be donated to the constituents of the 
Senator from Louisiana, I must deny the exi'>tence ot Ruch authority. 

It is true that there is no difference in principle between tbe pay­
ment of the money directly out of the public Treasury to encourage 
or promote the private interests of private individuals or corporations 
and a protective or prohibitory provision which compels the con· 
somers of the country to pay the money indirectly to them out of 
their own pockets in the lorm of enhanced prices for their products. 
This is a proposition to pay a bounty out of the public Treasury from 
money realized by taxation on all the people as a compensation• tor the 
repeal of protective duties, and it is of course a plain admission that 
the whole protective system is a system of bounties, because upon no 
other ground can gentlemen justify the suhstitntion of the one for the 
other; but, unlortunately, in the case of the imposition of protective 
duties there is no way in which the question ot constitutionality can be 
raised, for the law imposing them appt>ars upon its face to be a law to 
raise revenue, and no court can inquire into the motives of Congress as 
a body or ofaoy individual member who casts his vote for it. 

Here, however, we have an open, plain, undisguised provision in a 
tax law to take $8, 000, UUUof the money raised under it and pay it to pri­
vate individuals, without any sort of compensation or any sort of contract, 
because no man obligates himselftoprodncesugar. It might be different 
if the Governmentshoald enter into a contract with somebody by which 
the par~y of the second part agreed that be would produce a certain 
amount of sugar if the Government would pay him a certain amount 
of m'.oney. But this is purely gratuitous, and if the Governm~at bas 
a ri~ht to pay the manufacturer 01 beet-sugar in Kansas 2 cents a pound 
upon all the su}!ar he produces, it has pr~cisely the same rjgbt to pay 
him the whole cost of the sugar he produces, or bay it and distribute 
it gratuitously among the people of the country. It it can pay a part, 
it can pay all. If it can pay_ a part of the cost ot producing sugar, it 
can pay a part of or the whole cost of producing woolen goods and 
iron and steel or wheat or corn or any other product, and monopolize 
all those articles. 

DECISIONS OF THE COtrnTS. 

Mr. President, this questio has been jniticially decided from Cali­
fornia to Maine, and in every instance decided oue way. I will not 
undertake to read all the ca'>es or even to state the circumstances 
under which each one arose, because that woald consume too much of 
the time of the St'nate, and I have other que3tions to discuss if my 
stren~tb and the time will permit. 

In 58 California Reports, page 639, in the case of People t·s. Parks, 
the court said: 

To promote a pubTic purpose by a tax levy upon the property in the 8tate 
is within lhe p•>wer of the Legisl>tture; but the Legislature has no power to 
impose taxes for the benefit of individuals counected with a oriv.,te enterprise, 
even though the private enterprise might btmetlt the local public in a remote 
or collatera.l way. Legislative power of taxation is not illimitable. It can be 
used only in aid .,fa public object-an object which is within the purpose for 
which governmentR are e.;tablishe<I. In the vigorous language of the supreme 
court of Pennsylvania,·• the Leitislature has no constitutional right to levy a 
tax, or to authorize any municipal corporntion to do iL "-

I call the attention ot Senators to this language: 
"The Legislature has no constitutional right to levy a tax, or t-0 authorize any 

municipal corporation to do it, in order to raise funds for a. mere private pur­
pose. No such authority passed to the As_c;ernby by the general grant of the 
legislative power. This would not be legislation. T>1.xatio11 is a moue of rais­
ing revenue for public purpo->e.<t. Wnen it is prostituted to object~ in no way 
connected with the public interest or welfare it cea.se.'i t-0 be taxation and be• 
comes plunder." 

In 27 Iowa, page.'i 46 and 47, the court said: 
What are taxes? This is the question which lies at the heart of the present 

case. I answer that, by the concurrent opinion of lawyers, judges, le:ricog­
rapbers, and political t»conomists. as well as by the general 11.nd popular under­
standing, taxes are burdens or charges imposed by th~ Legislature upon persons 
or property to raisl\ money for public purposes, or to accomplish some govern­
mental end. A tax for a private purpose is, to use the strong yet apt expression 
of Lowe, .J., in the Wapello County Cai1e (13 lo\va, 405). "a solecism m 1angua.ge." 

In 20 Michigan Reports, page 474, the court said, speaking of a valid 
tax: 
It must be imposed for a public. not for a mere private purpose. Taxati'ln is 

a mode of raising revenue for public purposes only, and. as is said in some of 
the cases, when it is prostituted w ohjects in no w>1oy connected with the public 
interest or welfare it ceMes to be taxation and becomes plunder 

Jn 24 Wisconsin., page 356-
lt is conceded-

Says the court--
by all tbata tax must be for a pnblic,and not for a private purpose. I!, there. 
fore, the Legislature attempts to take money from the people by leg-al compul­
sion for a. merely private purpose, that is not a tax, according t-0 the essential 
meaning of the word; and, therefore, !!Dch a lR.w is not, strictly speaking. un­
constitutional, as being prohibited by any po~itive provi .. ion of the conatitu· 
tion, but is void. for the reason that it is beyoud the scope oflegislation. 

In Maine the Legislature, nuder the constitution of that State, sub­
mitted to the judges of the supreme court of the State the question 
whether or not it could pass a Jaw authorizing the imposition of a tax 
upon a vote of the people for the purpose of encouraging certain indus­
tries, and in response the j ndges gave their opinions seriatim., every one 
of them hold in~ that such a law would be utterly void. 

Mr. SPOO~ER. Will the Senator allow me to ask what was the 
purpose of the tax in that case? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will state it. 
Mr. SPOO~E&. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Ever_y one of the judges in able opinions held that 

such a law would be utterly void, but notwithstanding the,;e opinions 
the Legislature of Maine passed the act, and it aiterwards came before 
the supreme court of Maine for a•l.iudicatioo. In answer to the Senator 
from Wisconsin I will read the question submitted by the Legi~lature: 

Has the Le~islature authority under the constitution to pass laws enabling 
towns, by giftd of money or lo m'I of bon<ts, to a'isist iniividu \ld or corporations 
to estllbli!!h or carry on mf\nufacturing ot' various kinJ.i within or without the 
limits ofs!\id t.:.wns. (58 )faine Reports, Appendix, pa~e 59:>.) 

The precise question wa.s whether the Legislature had the power to 
authorize the people to tax themselves for the purpose of encourag­
in~ the establishment and operation of-ma.nufactoriesamoog themselves, 
and every judge of the court, without an exception, held that such a 
law would be void. These opinions are very able and exhaustive, but 
I will call attention to a few sentences only from each one of them. 
The court consi:-;ted of a chief-justice and eight associate judJ,?;es, and I 
quote first from the opinion of Chief-Jmtice Appleton and Judges Wal­
ton and Danforth. They eay: 

Taxe.'I are the enforced proportional contribution of ea.ch citizen and of his 
estate. lev ied by the authority or the state, for the support of government and 
for all public needs. Tbey a.re the proµerty of the citizen, taken from the citi· 
zen by the government, and they are to be disposed ot by it. 

Again the juciges say, and this is peculiarly applicable to the ques­
tion we now have before us: 

Now the individual or corpora.tion manura.cturini;c will in the outset promise 
to be, and in the result will be, either a judicious and gainful undertaki og or 
an injudiciou" and losing one. If the manufacturing be gainlul, there see ms to 
be no public purpose t-o hea.ccomplidhed by a".ls~ssmg "ta.x: . .Jn reluct.mt citizens 
and coercing its collection t.o swell the gains of succesi ul e11terpri-1e. If the 
business bea losing one, it is not readily perceived what pnblicorgovernmen ta.I 
purpose is attained by taxinir t.ho3e who wou!d have received no 11hare of the 
profits to pay for the lo:1s of an unprospJrous manu~'a.cturer, whether arising 
from folly inc.'lpacity, or other cau'!e. The tax·pa.yer !'lhould not be compelled 
to pay for the loss when he is denied a Aha.re of the profit. 

Such a law may be for the benefit of the donee. but it can not be for that of 
the people. Gmnt this rower t~ the Legislature and let it be exercised, and all 
security for propertv is at an end. The motive lo acquire is destroyed. The 
enjoym;nt of pos~ession is t~ken away;. The pow;r to prote.ct is gone.,. 

And whRt claim bas manufacturing to such preference over other branches of 
in<lnstry, commerce, trade, agriculture, an<l the mechanic arts? These are hon­
orable and beneiiciaJ pursuits, and theconst.itutinn of thi-181.1\te will be searched 
in va\n to Ii nd any powers given to the Legislature toa11thorize towns and cities 
to discrhnin11te against these employments and in favor of manufacturing, in 
the matier of taxation. (Ibid, page 603.) 

These judges Jurther say: 
There is notbin~ of a public nature any more entitling the manufacturer to 

public gifls than the sailor. the mechanic, the lumberman, or the farmer. Our 
Government is based on equa.lily ofriA"hts. All honest employments a.r~ honor· 
able. The i<tate can not rightfully di~criminate among occupations, for a dis· 
crimination in fo.vor of one ura11ch of industry isB discriminat.ion a.Jverse to all 
other bmnches. The st.ate is eqnall~ to protect.all, giving no undue ad vantages 
or speci~l and excl~t!'.live pref~rences to :ny. • • • 

No pnblic eid~ncy can reqnire private spoliation for the private benefits of 
favored individuals. If the citizen is protected in his property l:>y the Const.i­
tutio11 against the public, much more is he against private l"apa.city. 

Judge Dickerson said: 
The argument in support of the constitutionality of such a law is that the es• 
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tablishment of the bu.'iiness of manufacturing in a. town or city promotes the 
public prosperity by increasing the value of private property, in vi Ung in en pi­
ta.I and population, and furnishing employment for the people. 

The direct purpose of tlie propo ed la\V is thus private in its character; it is 
to increase the means and impMve the property of some, and furnish employ-· 
ment to some, while the benefit, if any, to the public is only reflective, inci­
dental, and secondary. 

* * * * * * ~ 
Ancl what claim has manuract.uring to such preference over other branches of 

industry, commerce, trade, agriculture, and the mechanic arts? Thes~ are 
honorable and beneficial pursuits, and the constit11tion of this Stab~ will be 
sean~heu in vain for any powe1·s given to the Legislature to authorize towns 
and-cities to discriminate against these employments and in fa>or of manufact­
uring, in the matter of to.xation. 
It is againlt common right-

8ays Judge Barrows-
and beyond the legitimate sphere of legislation to raise, under color of taxa­
tion, any sums of monev except those which are required to promote the ap­
propriate objects for which the Government was instituted. 

I imagine no Senator will contend that this Government was insti­
tuted for the purpose of producing sugar ol' supplying sugar or any 
other article of consumption to the people. It is not a governmental 
purpose; it is not an object which comes within the scope urthe power 
of the Genera.I Government under the Constitution; and according to 
the decisions of the courts the authority to tax for that purpose does 
not belong to any government in this country, State or Federal, berause 
it is contrary to the first principles upon which our institutions them~ 
selves are founded, and does not depend upon questions of constitu­
tional delegation or constitutional prohibition. It is the same principle, 
stated by every writer upon civil government, from Locke down, that 
in ~free c·1 nntry no department of the government can violate the fun­
damental principles of the social compact by taking the private prop­
erty of one man and donating it to another under the form of taxation 
or otherwise. 

The same judge said: 
Doubtless the specious butdecepti ve clo.im of their advocates will ba that they 

tend to promot.e the common welfare. But to know for a certainty thnt that 
claim can not be allowed we have only to look at the definition of the word 
common when used in such connection: 

"Common: Belonging to the public; having no separate owner; general; 
serving for the use of all; uni>ersal; belonging to all." (Webster's Diction­
ary.) 

1t is to promote the com'Don welfare as t.hus defined that you have authority 
to legislat.ea.nd to raise money by taxation; and you can confer upon towns no 
delegated authority exceeding thi . In fine, it is a principle that lies at the 
very foundation of all legitimate exercise of the power of tn.xation that the rev­
enue shall be raised for public purp.213es a.lone, and not for private profit and 
advantage. This alone makes the ai tinction between lawful taxation anu 
public plunder. 

But the subUe and sophistical ar2:ument of those who are seeking their own 
private ad vantage by the u .. -e of the public purse is that.the succeSBful establish­
ment of a manufacturing- business, though the profits inure to pri>ate individ­
uals or corporations, is indirectly a benefit to the community. But this is not 
an answer; it is simply a pretext for an evasion of the fundamental principle 
above stated. 

Judge Tapley said: 
These inquiries do not leave my mind entil·ely cleat· as to the information 

sought by them. If Lhey reln.te to purely private enterprises, in no wise con­
nected with public uses or the public exigencies, I answer without hesilation in 
the negative. 

This conclusion is so clear to my mind and so frea from all doubt that I can 
hardly persuade myself that the house of representatives really needed or de­
sired the opinion of any one upon the subject. 

Further along-.he says: 
Taxes should be imposed or levied for those pul'poses which properly con ti­

tute the public burden. '.rhey are levied to secure the performance of public 
duties and relieve public necessitfes. 

But, as I have already stared, notwithstanding the unanimoas ad­
verse opinions of the judges, given in response to its own interrogatory, 
the Legislature passed the act, anci the question came before the court 
for adjudication in the case of Allen vs. Inhabitants of Jay, reported in 
60 Maine, page 124. In the coarse of its opinion the court said: 

A tax is a. sum of money as<Jessed under the authority of the State on the 
person or property of an individual for the use of the Slalc. Taxation, by the 
very meaning of the term, implies the r~ising of money for publio uses, and 
excludes the raising of it for private objects and purposes. 

On page 129 the court said, and I call the particular attention of our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber to this clear exposition of the 
effect of taxation: 

The idea seems to be that thereby capital would be created. But such is not 
the oase. Capital is the savings of past earnings ready for productive employ­
ment. The bonds of a. town may enable the holder to obtain money by their 
transfer as he might do by that ot any other good note. Butnocapital is thereby 
created. It is only a transfer of capital from one kinu of busines.<J to another. 

Nor is ca.pita! created by the i·aising of money by taxation. If the wealth of 
the country was increased by taxation, the result would be the higher ti.le 
taxes the more rapid the increase of its wealth. But the reverse is the case. 

On page 130 the court said: 
Our Government is based on equality of right. 
The State can not discriminate among occupations, for a discrimination in 

favor of one is a. discrimination adverse to all others. While the State is bound 
to protect all, it ceast:is to give that ju t protection when it affords undue ad­
vantages or gives special and exclush'e preferences to particular individuals 
and particular and special industries at the cost and charge of the rest of the 
community. 
Uni~ there is something peculiar and transcendental in the new saw-mill 

to be removed and in the grist-mill to be erected-
. This was an attempt to pay a bounty in the form of bonds under the 

act of the Legislature, to aid a company in establishing a saw and grist 
mill-

and in the labor of Messrs. Hutchins and Lane, it must stand in the same cate­
gory with other saw-mills and grist-mills, which are, and have beeu, and will be 
built, and other laborious industries, which are pursued for private gain nnd 
emolument. 

Again, on pages 132 and 133, the court said: 
Whether the estates of citizens are to be placed in the public treasllry for the 

purpose of dividing them, or of loaning them to those who have not accumu­
lated them, matters not. In either case the owner is despoiled of his estate, 
and his savings are confiscated. 
If the loan be made to one or more for a particular object, U is favoritism. 

It is a. discrimination in favor of the particular individual and a particular 
industry thereby aided, and is one adverse to and against all individuals, all 
industries not aided. 

If it is to be loaned to all, then it is practically a division of property under 
the name of a loan. It is communism incipient, if not perfected. 

In 21 Pennsylvania State Reports, page 168, the court said: 
Neither has the Legislature any constitutional right to create a public debt, nor 

to lay a tax, nor to authorize any municipal corporation to do it, in order to 
r a ise fnnda- for a mere prh·ate purpose. No such authority pas ed to the As­
sembly by the general grant of legislath·e power. '£his would not be legisla­
tion. Taxation is a mode of raising revenue for public purposes. 'Yhen it is 
prostituted to objects is no way conneoted with the public interests or welfare, 
it ceases to be taxation and becomes- plunder. Tran,,,ferring money from the 
owners of it into the possession of those who have no title to it, though it oo 
done under the name and form of a tax, is unconstitutional for all the reasons 
which forbid the Legisl>1 ture to usurp any other power not granted to them. 

But it has been argued (and here, perhaps, is the strain of the cllSe) lha.t t.hi.11 
will be taxation for a private purpose, because the money levied will be In effect 
handed over to a. private corporation. I have conceded that a law authorizing 
taxation for any other t-han public purposes is void, aud it can not be denied 
that a railroad company is a private corporation. 

The court held that while the principle was nniver.;ally correct that 
taxation cannot belawlullyimposed for any other than a public parpose, 
yet in that rose the purpose was a. pllblic one, as it was imposed to pay a 
subscription authorized by law to a railroad company, a public high­
way. The courts in some of the States, however, have held that even 
that could not be done, though the Supreme Court of the United 
States has decided otherwise. In the United States circuit court Judge 
Dillon says: 

So ta.::ro.tion to aid ordinary mauufactories, or the establishment of private en­
terpl'ises, is a thing until recently quite unbeard of; and the power must be de­
nied to exist, unless all limits to the appropriation of prh,ate property and to the 
powe1· to tax be disregarded. 

This case is reported in 9 Kansa.s, page 689. 
In the case of Grim 't'S. Wei5Senberg School District, 57 Pa., 433, 

speaking of tho power of taxation (page 437), the court said: 
The power of taxation is a necessary and indispensa.ble incident of govern­

ment. It aiso has limits, but they are broadly marked and well defined. That it 
may be local and special, as well as general, it is entirely too 1ate at this day ts> 
question. 

Yet an act of the Legi lature authorizing contribution!'! to uo levied for a mere 
private purpose, or for a pnrposa which, though public, is one in which the 
people from whom they are to be exacted have no interest, wonld not be a law, 
but a judicial sentence, and not within the legitimate scope of legislative au­
thority. 

In the United States circaitcourtfor the eastern district of Missouri, 
Judge Treat, in deciding the case of Cole vs. Lagrange, said: 

The Supreme Oourt of the United States stated the elemental thought under­
lying American constitutional law when it declared that an attempt, through 
the guise of the taxing power, t-0 take one man'sproperty for the private benefit 
of another is void, an act of spoliation, and no~ 111 lawful use of legislative or 
mnnicipa.I functions. 

There have been so many well considered cases in the United States courts and 
in the State courts on this subject that it would be the work of supererogation 
to repeat their arguments. h must suffice that the weiitht of authority and 
sound reason co.nonr in holding bonds and coupons like those in question void 
ab initi-0. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question at this point? 
Mr. CA.RLIBLE. Certainly. 
Mr. BLAIR. In our State they have alwayspaidn.bountyoncrows 

for the purpose of preventing the destruction of the industry of agri­
culture. I should like to know whether if there could be taxation to 
prevent the destruction of an industry, there may not also be taxes 
for the purpose of establishing one. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suppose that the bounty paid in the State of 
New Hampshire for the destruction of crows inures to the benefit of 
everybody in that State or ma.y inure to the benefit of everybody in that 
State; and besides it is an expenditure for the protection of property, 
which is one of the principal purposes for which 2overnments are estab­
lished. To protect private property froJll destruction i.a quite a differ­
ent thing from paying money out of the public Treasaryto assist par­
tical;u· individuals in acquiring property. But the bounty paid to the 
manufacturer of sugar out of money raised from taxation upon the peo­
ple of the whole Unit.ed States can inure only to the benefit of the peo­
ple of tho e localities in the United States where sagar can be produced. 
Judge Cooley in one of the decisions to which I shall now refer expressly 
makes the distinction that the State may pay bounties to encourage 
men, for instance, t.o enlist in the Army and engage in·the public defense, 
or for the destruction of wolves or other wild animals which are danger­
ous or injurious to the people or their property; and it is evident that 
there is a broad and clear distinctioQ which will occur to the mind of 
any lawyer art once between a bounty which will inure or may inure 
to the benefitofall the people of a country and a bounty which can only 
in are to the benefit of comparatively a few persons . 

The case decided by .Jadge Cooley, mentioned by me a moment ago in 
response to the Senator from New Hampshire was The People vs. Salem, 
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20 :Michigan, 452. In the course of the decision that distinguished 
j mist said: 

But it is not in the power of the State, in my opinion, under the nnme of a. 
bounty or under a.ny other cover or subterfuge to furnish the ca.pi ta.l to set private 
parties up in any kind of husiness, or to subsidize their business after they 
have entered upon it. A bounty law of which this is the re:i.l nature is void, 
whatever may be the pretense on which it may be enacted. The right t-0 hold 
out pecuniary inducements to the faithful performance of public duty in danger­
ous or responsible positions stands upon a. different footing altogether; nor 
have I any occasion to question the right to pay rewards for the destruction of 
wild beasts and other public pesti;i; a. provision of· this character being a. mere 
police regnlation. But the discrimination by the State between differentclasses 
of occup'ltions, a.nd the favoring of one at the expense of the rest, whether that 
one be farming or banking, merchandising or millin.ir, printing or railroading, 
is not legitimate legislation, and it is n.n invasion of that equality of right and 
privilege which is a. maxim in State government. When the door is once 
opened to it, there is no line at which we can stop and say with confidence that 
thus far we may go with safety and propriety, but no furthe1·. 

Every honest employment is honorable: it is beneficial to the public; H de­
serves encouragement. The more successful we can make it, the moi;e does it gen­
erally subserve the public good. Bot it is not the business of the State to make 
discriminations in favor of one clq,ss against another, or in fa.vor of one employ­
ment against another. The State can have no fa.vorit.es. Its business is to pro­
tect the industry of all, and to give all the benefits of equal laws. Hean not com­
pel a.n unwilling minority to submit to taxation in order that it may keep upon 
Us feet any business tha.t can not stand a.lone. 

Elsewhere in the decision he says: 
By common consent, also, a large portion of the most urgent needs of society 

are relegated exclusively to the law of demand and supply. It is this in its 
natural operation and without.the interference of the Government that gives as 
the proper proportion of tillers of the soil, artisans, manufacturers, merchants, 
a.nd professional men, and that determines when and where they will give to 
society the benefit of their particular services. However great the need in the 
direction of any particular callint?, the interference of the Government is not 
tolerated, because, though it might be supplying a. public want, it is considered 
a.s invading the domain that belongs exclusively to private inclination and en­
terprise. We perceive, therefore, that the term "public purpose" as employed 
to denote the objects for which taxes may be levied has no relation to the urgency 
of the public need or to the extent of the public benefit which is to follow. It is, 
on the other hand, merely a. term of classitication to distinguish the objects 
whicll, according to s ettled usage, are left to private inclination, interest, or 
liberty. 

It creates a broad and mnnifest distinction-one in regard to which there need 
be neither doubt nor difficulty-between public works and private enterprises; 
between the public conveniences. which it is the business of Government to pro­
vide, and those which private interest and competition will supply whenever 
the demand is sufficient·. -

The decision tow hi ch I now refer was rendered in the case of Parkers­
burg vs. Bro~. in 106 United St.ates Supreme Court Reports, page487, a 
case which c:lme op from the State of West Virginia. The question arose 
under a law of the Legislature of that State authorizing the city of 
Wheeling to issue bonds and loan money for the purpose of encourag­
ing the establishment of manufactnri.ng industries, and to t.ake bonds 
and mortgages upon the property to secure its repayment; and yet the 
Supreme Court held that it was utterly void. I ought t.o say that the 
city after a vote of the people actually issued bonds which had passed 
into the hands of third parties, and this snit was brought upon some 
of the coupons. The court said, among other things: 

Ta.xe.tion to pay the bonds in question is not taxation for a. public object. It 
is taxation wb.ich takes the private property of one person for the private use 
of another person. 

It is not necessary t.o read further from this decision, because these 
two sentences distinctly state the principle upon which the judgment 
of the court was founded. 

In the case of Olcott vs. The Supervisors, in 16 Wallace, the Supreme 
Court of the United States said, in reviewing the judgment of the 
court below: ' 

The question considered by the court was not one of interpretation or con­
struction. The meaning of no provision of the State constitution was consid­
ered or declared. \Vhat was considered was the ll.!es for which taxation gen­
erally, taxation by any government, might be authorized, and particularly 
whether the construction and maintenance or a railroad, owned by a corpora­
tion, is a matter of public concern. It was asserted (what nobody doubts) that 
the taxing power of a. State extends no further than to raise money for a. public 
use as distinguished from private

1 
or to accomplish some end public in its nat­

ure, and it was decided that buildmg a railroad, if it be constructed and owned 
by a corporation, though built by authority of the Stat~, is not a matter in 
which the public has any interest, etc. 

The court then restates the proposition which I have stated and 
read so often, that in order t.o sustain the validity of the act it must be 
judicially determined that the tax was imposed for a public purpose, 
and it held that the tax then in controversy was levied for a public 
purpose, and was therefore valid. 

Tbe case of The Loan Association vs. Topeka. {20 Wall., 655) is a fa­
miliar one, but I will call attention t.o a. few extracts. The court said: 

Of all the powers conferred upon government that of taxation is most liable 
to abuse. Gi\Ten a purpose or object for which taxation may be lawfully used, 
and the extent ofils exercise is in its very nature unlimited. 

If we once concede that it is within the constitutional power of Con­
gress t.o impose a tax for the purpose of raising money to pay a bounty 
for the production of sugar, it follows inevitably that it is within the 
constitutional power of Congress t.o raise money by taxation to pay 
bounties upon every other article produced in this country. No limit 
can be fixed anj all the property in the country will be at the mercy 
of the taxing power. The court then cites what was said by Chief­
Justice Mar hall in Maryland t•. McCulloch, that the power to tax was 
the power to destroy, and proceeds as follows: 
It is true that express limitation on the amount of tax to be levied or the 

things to be taxed may be imposed by constitution or statute, but in most in-

s~ances for which taxes are levied, as the support of government, the prosecu· 
t100 of war, the national defense, any limitation is unsafe. The entire resources 
of the people should in some instances be at the disposal of the government. 

The power to tax is, therefore, the strongest. the most pervading- of a.ll the 
~fe'."ers of government, reaching directly or indire-:!tly to all classes of the peo· 

Tolay-

Says the conrt-
with one band the power of the Government on the property of the citizen. 
and \Vith the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to a.id private enter­
prises and build up priv.ile fortunes, is none the less a robbery because it is done 
under the forms of law a.nd is called taxation. This is not legislation. It is a 
decree under legislative forms. 

Nor is it taxation. A" tax:," Eays Webster's Dictionary, "is a. rate or sum of 
money assessed on the person or property of a citizen by government for the 
use of the nation or state." "Taxes are burdens or charges imposed by the 
legislature upon persons or property to raise money for public purposes." 

Then the court said: 
We have established, we think, beyond cavil that there can be no lawful tax 

which is not laid for a public purpose. It may not be easy to draw the line in 
all cases so as to decide what is n. public purpose in this sense and what is not. 

But it says that whenever the line is drawn it is bound to hold that 
the tax is invalid unless it is imposed for a public purpose, a govern­
mental purpose. 

In the cases of Brewer Brick Company vs. Inhabitants of Brewer, 
and Farnsworth Company vs. Inhabitants of Lisbon, both reported in 
62 Maine, pages 62 and 451, the court held that the Legislature could 
not constitutionally confer upon towns the power to encourage manu· 
factoring establishments by exempting them from taxation; and In 
Hooper vs. Emery, reported in 14 Maine, 375, it was decided that a 
town could not distribute gratuitously among its inhabitants money 
which it had received on deposit from the State. In this last case the 
Legislature had passed an act loaning to the various towns the money 
received by the State under the act of Congress of June 23, 1836, dis· 
tributing the surplus public money among the several States, and the 
t.own of Biddeford undortook to donate its share of the fond t.o the peo· 
pie of the town. While the question presented was not the precise one 
I am now discussing, the con1·t in its opinion expressly sanctioned the 
principles upon which I rely. 

Mr. President, this proposition as it stands is to pay money out of the 
common Treasury to comparatively a very fow individualsin the country 
for the purpose of making their private business profitable. The people 
in Kentucky and Maryland and many other States of the Union, em­
bracing within their limits three-fourths perhaps of our area, are just 
as effectually excluded from all participation in the benefits of this 
bounty as if the law had said in terms that it should not be paid to 
them, because they can. not produce the s11gar and nobody expects they 
ever will produce it. 
THE "GE~'""ERAL WELFARE CLAUSE" NOT A SUBSTANT.IVE GRANT OF POWER­

JUDGE STORY'S OPINION, 

My conclusion from this proposition-the proposition itself being 
indisputable-is that it is not a bounty to promote the general weUare 
in any legal or constitutional sense, bnt only the welfare of particular 
individuals in certain localities, and therefore is not authorized by the 
ConPtitution even if it be assumed that Congress possesses a power t.o 
appropriate money wider and more comprehensive in its scope than the 
power to legislate over the subject for which the money is appropriated. 
But I deny absolutely that Congress can raise money by taxation npon 
the people and expend it constitutionally for the promotion of the 
general welfare except substantially in execution of the enumerated 
powers contained in the Constitution. If the purpose for which the 
money is appropriated is one in no way connected with the execution 
ofa delegated power, the act is null and void. Judge Story, who was 
not a Democrat nor a State rights advocate nor a strict constructionist, 
says that the clause of the Constitution should be understood as if it 
read-

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, dutie , imposts, and 
e;xcises, in order to pro>ide for the common defense and general welfare of the 
United States. 

He says in section 909: 
If the clause ''to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 

welfare of the United States" is construed to be an independent and substantive 
grant of power, it not. only renders wholly unimportant and unnecessary the 
subsequent enumeration of specific powers. but it plainly extends far beyond 
them aud creates a. genera.I authority in Congress to p!l.ss all laws which. they 
may deem for the common defense and general welfare. • * • • * • • 

Under such circumstances the Constitution would practically create au un­
limited National Government. The enumerated powers would tend to em­
barrassment and confusion, since they would only give rise to doubts as to the 
true extent of the general power or or the enumerated powei-s. 

And in section 910 be says: 
* • * For what purpose could the enumei-ation of particular powers be in­

serted if these and all others were meant to be included in the preceding gen­
eral power? Nothing is more nlllural or common than first to use a general 
phrase, and then to qualify it by a recital of particulars. But the idea. of an 
enumeration of particular powers which neither explain noi- qualify the general 
meaning, and can have no other effect than to confound and mislead, is an ab­
surdity which no one ought to charge on the enlightened authors of the Consti­
tution . It would be to charge them either with premedittl.ted folly or premed­
tated fraud. 

So Judge Story holds, and Judge Cooley and every other commen­
tator upon the Constitution holds, that this is not a distinct and sub-
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stantive grant of power, and so far as I know no lawyer bas ever yet 
Yentared to contend in a respectable court of justice in this country 
that it was a distinct grant of powt:r, or anything else except a limita­
tion upon the power to tax. The only open question, therefore, is not 
whether this is a distinct delegatio_n of power. a power ot legislation 
separate and distinct from the enumerated powers, but whether Con­
gres~ way raise money by taxation and after the money is raised ap­
propriate it for the accomplishment of an object over which it has no 
power of le~lation. But in this instance Congress not only appro­
priates the money, but it legi!llates. If we had no internal-t.evenue 
system already in existence, the payment of this bounty would involve 
the establishment of a department or bu~eau composed ot officers and 
employes charged with the duty ot administerinJt the law. 

Even as it is the payment of the bounty involves the empJo.vment of 
an additional force and the establishment of regulations by statute 
and by the Treasury Department; for the ascertainment of the sugar 
which is entitled to bounty. and for the distribution of the money 
afterwards, and in order to protect the Government against. fraud the 
bill imposes penalties for the violation ofits provisions. It is not even 
like the cru e of a mere appropliation of money tor a benevolent or char­
itable purpose, which, in my opinion, is not authorized by ·any proper 
construction of the Constitution; but this has been the practire of the 
Government for so long a time that such mea_sures now pass suhstan­
tially without question. But this is a new departure, and it becomes 
on.r dnty here and now to dhmnss and decide whether or not Congress 
bas this power, for -if it has, we are about to enter upon a field of leg­
islation and appropriation unlimited in extent. The line can be drawn 
nowhere. 

If it is constitutional and expedient and just to tax the people for 
the purpose of raising money to pay bounties to the manufacturers of 
SUlo"{ar, it is equally constitutional, equally expedient, aod equally just 
to tax the people for the purpose of raising money to pay bounties for 
the produclion of corn, wheat, r.ve, woolen i::oods, iron and steel, and 
every other article that can be produced in this country-more in fact 
in these fatter cases than in the tormer, beca'u e these are articles which 
ca.n be prodacerl all over the country aod therefore the people of the 
whole United States would have at least an opportunity to participate 
in the bounties paid on them. 
RECIPROCITY-EEDIPOSTlON OP DUTIES-TRANSFEBRING TAXllG POWER TO THE 

EXECUTIVE. 

Mr. President, having put sugar upon the free-list and provided for the 
pa_yment of a bounty out of the public Treasury to the manufacturers 
of that article, this bill as it passed the Senate and as it is reported back 
from the committee of conference threatens to reimpose a duty upon 
that article, or, to speak more accurately, threatens to authorize the 
Pre' ident by execative decree to reimpose a dnty upon that article, 
nnle! s tlie l?:Overnments of the sugar-producing countries on this bem­
ispllere shall say something on paper which will he satisfactory to his 
excellency. It is proposed not to enact a law which shall take effect 
upon the happening or not happening of a particular event or upon the 
Ol!cm:rence ot a particular fact specified and defined in the law itself, 
which I concedtt may be done, but it is a proposition to confide to the 
judgment aud discretion or caprice of the President alone tbe deter­
mination not merely of certain facts unspecified and undefined in the 
law, but the result and effect of those unspecified and undefined facts 
and circumstances. 

This proposition is tocontide to the President the sole and exclusive 
right to impose or to suspend and reimpose duties upon sugar, coffee, 
tea, aud bides at his own discretion and upon bis own judgment that 
the governments of the countries producing these articles do or do not 
impose unequal and unreasonable restrictions upon prodact·s imported 
from ibis count.ry into those P.ountries. In other words, the very foan­
datfon upon which the imposition, suspension, or reirnposition of duties 
depends, instead of being defined and established bf a Congressional 
enactment, is lett to the President subject to no present law ml control 
or influence. 

Brazil, for instance, may remove certain restrictions now existing, 
and the President may hold that this is sufficient to jasti(y him under 
the law in refnsing to reimpose duties upon sugar and coffee imported 
from that country; bnt 8pain may remove precisely the tiame restric­
tions and tbe Pre..,ident will have a right under this law to reimpo~e 
duties upon its sugar and coffee, if there be any coffee imported into 
this couutry from t.be Spanish po-<sessions on this hemi phere. The 
Pre ident may determine that what bas been done by a particular na­
tion removes unreasonable and unequal restrictions upon our prodact.c;, 
and therefore may refuse to reimpose duties on its sugar or coffee, or be 
may d~termine tbat what bas been done by a certain government does 
not remove what he considers unjust and unreasonable restrictions, and 
therefore he may impose duties, wnen Congress, if it had the subject 
in its own bands, might say that the country bad done all that it ought 
to do and that the duties ought not to be imposed. The whole power 
over this question, except. the mere rate of duty to be imposed, is lodged 
bv this hill in the hands of the Executive. 
·The case read by the Sf'=nator from Ohio [Mr. SHER.MAN] yesterday 

was one with which most of us are familiar, the case of the brig Au­
rora, which arose under the embargo laws of 180!:1. The language of 

the sta ute in that ca.c;e wa.s quite comprehensive, I admit, yet the law 
itself provided, not that the President shoald remove or establish an 
embargo under any given state of circumstances, but that when those 
circumstances existed and the President m:i.de bis proclamation the law 
itself declared that the embar,o should cease. Moreover, as I said 
yesterday alternoon in a briet colloquy with the Senator from Ohio, the 
Supreme Court did not discuss that question at all in its decision. It 
simply said: 

On the second point we can Bee no sufficient reason why the Legislature should 
not exercise its discretion in reviving the act o( March l, 1809, either expressly 
or conditionn.lly as their judgment should d irect. 'fhe nineteenth eection of 
that act declared thA.t it should continue in force to a. certH.in time 11.nd no 10111.rer, 
ancJ could not restrict their po\ver o f extending its operation witho11~ limita­
tion upon the occurrence of any subsequent combination of events. 

The syllabus says: 
The Legislature may make revival of the act dependent upon n future event, 

and that event be made known by proclamation. 

And that is all the court said upon this subject. 
Although the following quotation from Judge Cooley bas been read 

once during this debate, l will read it again, because in my judgment it 
states accurately in a very compact torm the true rule of law upon this 
subject: 

One of the settled maxims in constltutional law is, that the power conferred 
u pon the Legislature to make la.ws can not be delegawd b:v that department to 
any other body or authority. 'Vhere the soverei~n power of the state h is located 
the authority, there it must remain; and by the cumllitutional agency alone the 
laws wust be made until the constitution itself is changed. 

And again, speaking of conditional legislation, he says: 
The event or change of circumstances on which a law may be made to take 

effect musl be such as, in the judgment of the Legi~lature, affects the question 
ol the expediency of the law, an event on which lhe expediency of the law in 
the opinion of the ln.wma.kers depP.nds. On thi!! question of expediency the 
Legislaturemu>1texercise itsownjudgruentdefinltively and finally. \Vhen a law 
is made to take effect upon the hapµeniog of such an event the Legislature, in 
effect. dP.clared the l~w inexpedient if theeventshonld nothaJ!pen, but expedient 
if it should happen. They appeal to no other mtln or meJl to judge for them In 
relation to its present or future expediency. They exercise that power them• 
selves, and then perform the duty which the constitution impuses upon them. 

I said yesterday and I repeat to-day that if this act provided that 
when certain things happened a certain rate ofdutyshould be imposed 
upon coffee, tea, sugar, and hides it would be a valid exercise of legis· 
lative power, bat in order to make it so Congress it.c~elf must specify 
the particu ar thing which is to happen, must state the emergency or 
the contingency upon which the duty is to be reimposed; and it may 
leave to the President the power and duty to ascertain whether that 
particular thing has happened or whether that particular emergency 
or contingency has occurred, but not, as in this case, leave to him the 
whole power and discretion to dett:rmine whether certain things have 
been done or noti, and if they have been done what their effects are, 
and whether in view of those effects he ought or ought not to impose 
a duty. 

Tbe amendment offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
was sub~tanti:i.Jly correct in this particular, but not so the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Islanri [Mr. ALDRICH] and 
adorted hy the Senate and conference committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was reported by the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. CARLISLE. It was proposed first in the Senate by the Sen­

ator from Rhode Island as the representative of tho Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
Mr. CA l{LJSLE.. 

afterwards. 

But it was reported by the committee. 
It was not reported with the bill; it was reported 

Mr. lUU.RGAN. Yes, it was reported afterwards. 
RECIPROCITY .A. HISNOMER-THE BILL IS RETALIATORY. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Presiclent, the provision which was first 
adopted by the Senate and now stands in the bill is not reciprocity, nor 
does it propose reciprocity in any just or proper sense. It is retaliation 
pure and simple, and no form of words can disguise it.~ trne character. 
Coffee, tea, and hides have been upon the tree-list under oar laws for 
many years; and they wer"' placed there for the benefit of our own peo­
ple, and not as an act of favoritism or friendship for any 1oreign coun­
try producing those articles. 

Sagar and molasses were upon the free-list in this bill a<1 it came 
from the House of Representatives and in the bill as it now stands, 
and they were put there upon the sole and distinct ground that it 
would be beneficial to our own people, the consumers t>f these articles, 
without any reference whatever to the question of reciprocity with other 
nations, or retaliation upon other nations, or retaliation upon our own 
people, for this is, in fact, a proposition to retaliate o pon our own people 
by impo. ing a duty of 10 cents a pound upon tea, 3 cent; a pound 
upon coffee, and from 3.=i to 59 per cent. upon sugar, unless China and 
Japan, and Brazil and Spain. and other nations shall do certain things 
over which our consumers have no control and over which their rep­
resentatives in Comrress have no control. It was said in the report of 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

So large a proportion of oar sugar is imported that the home production of 
sugar does not materially e.tJ'ect the price, and the duty Is therefore a tax, which 
is a.dded to the price not only of the imporled, but of the domestic product, 
which is not true of duties Imposed on articles produced or made here sutJ. 
stantially to the extent of our wants. 
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Why, Mr. President, weconsumeannuallyabont $375,0~0,000wo~h 

of woolen goods: Ot this abont$100, UOO, OOU worth at the prices at w b1ch 
they are s0ld in onr market.CJ are imported, leaving $~75, uoo, 000 worth 
of domestic production. We do not, therefore, produce woolen goods 
substantially to toe extent of our wants, and some kinds of woolen 
goods that are imported subject to duty we do not produce at all; yet 
upon this argument the bill pots sogar upon the free-list, and Jar~ely 
increases the dnties ·upon woolen goods. It puts sngar upon the free­
list according to this ar}!nment because w~ do not prorlo~ as m':ch as 
we want, and it pats tin-pl•tte and block tm upon the dutiable-list be­
cause we do not produce any. But the report proceeds: 

·In 1889 t.he duties collected on imported sugar and molasses amounted to 
$55,975,610. Add to this the increase of pric" of domestic sugar arising from 
theduly-

A confession not often made by our protectionist friends-
and It is clear that the duty on sugar and molasses made the cost of the sugar 
and molasses consumed by the people of this country at lea'lt $114,000,000. or 
about Sl for eact1 man, woman, and child in the United States, mo.re than 
it would have been if no such rlut1e.s ho.d been levied and tho domestic prod­
nct had remained the same. 

Mr. President, there is no suggestion here, nor was there any sug­
gestion from the Committee on Fmauceof the Senate when the bill was 
reported to this body, that sugar, or coffee, or te.a, or bides were placed 
upon the free-list with a view of secormg reciprocity, but they were 
pot there solely because Sena.tors upon the o~ber side ad.opted what 
they have often denominated "the tree-trade idea," that it would be. 
beneficial to oar consumers to have them cheaver than they would be 
if subject to duty. 
THE BILL REPEALS THE ,ONLY RECIPROCITY AGREEMENT WE HAVE-THE TREATY 

WITH THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 

Now. it is proposed to enter upon a system of reciprocity or retalia­
tion an,l have these duties reimposed, and this so-caJled policy of reci­
procity is to be inaugurated by abro.~ting the only reciprocity treaty 
we now have with any country in the world and repealing the act of 
Con2ress passed to carry it into effect. It is to be inan~nrated by ab­
roga-ting the reciprocity treaty with the Hawaiian Islands anu instantly 
repealing the Jaw of Congress which was passed in lt!76to carry it into 
effect. This bill as it came from the House proposed to save that treaty 
by a provision that nothing i~ it shoal~ be held to impai~ ~he t~r~ or 
effect ot any existing treaty with a foreign country, a provis1on s1mtlar 
to that contained in the eleventh section of the tariff act of 1883; but. 
the Senate Finance Committee struck it oat and the House receded in 
conference, so th<Lt the bill comes back here to as at>rogati~g ab~o­
lutely and without notice to the Sandwich Islands the only rec1proc1ty 
treaty we now have in existence. 

I allude to this to show how sincere oar frienrls are in their proposi­
tion to have reciprocity with the sugar and coffee producing countries 
of the world. This reciprocity treaty is with a conn try which contains 
less than one hundred thousand people, and while it has been of great 
benefit to them it bas been of some bene!.it at least to us, which is 
more, I fear, than can be imid of any reciprocity likely to result from ar­
rangements with some _of the countries south of us. By the terms of 
that treaty agricultural implements, animals, beef, bacon, pork, hams, 
and all fresh preserved meats, hoots and shoes, grain, flour, meal, bran, 
bread and breadstnfl's ot all kinds, butter, cheese, lard, tallow, and a 
long list of other articles, many of which are produced by our farmers 
and others by our manufacturing industries, were admit•ed to the Sand­
wich Islands tree of duty; and these hundred thousand people living 
on these islands in the sea have taken from this country more ot its 
agricultural products under this treaty than have been taken by some 
of the coon tries sou th of us containing three mil 1 ions of people, al though 
we do now and have for years admitted more than 90 lJer cent. of their 
products into our ports free of duty. 

Mr. President, this great scheme of reciprocity, so called1 of retalia· 
tion in fact, is advocated by its originators upon the ground that it will 
afford our agriculturists a market for their products in foreign coun­
tries. 

Mr. MORGAN. Berore the Sena.tor from Kentucky leaves the Ha­
waiian treaty I should like to call bis attention toa supplementary con­
vention between the United States of America, etc., and the King 
of Hawaii, proclaimed on the 6th of December, 1884, in which this treaty 
of which be speaks was extended for another period. 

Mr. CARLlSLE. For seven years. 
Mr. MORGAN. It was extended for seven years; and Hawaii, in 

oro~r to secure that, ceded this additional provision of article 2 to us: 
Hie Majesty the K ing of the Hawaiian Islands grants to the Government of 

the Cnited States the exclusive rightto enter the harbor of Pearl River, in the Isl­
and ofOahu,a11d to establish and maintain thereacoa.lingand repo.irstationfor 
the use of vessels of the United States, and to that end the United States may 
improve tho entrance to said harbor nnd do o.11 other things needful to the pur­
pose aforesaid. 

'fbat was a very important concession in favor of the United States. 
Mr. CARLISLE. I was aware of that. and besides that the original 

treaty provided expressly that it shonld remam in force for seven years, 
and for the fnrtber perioil of twelve months after either party should 
give notice of its desire to terminate it, Now it is proposed in this hill, 
without a moment's notice to the Government ol the Hawaiian Islands, 
to abrogate absolutely the treaty and repeal the law passed by Congress 

to carry it into effect, so that goods imported from that country will be -
at once subject to duty. If Hawaii were a gre;Lt nat10n like so~e of 
the nations of Europe we would scarcely venture to do this, bnt we 
can do very much as we please with Jess than a hundred thousand 
people on the Sandwich Islands. 

Mr. MORGAN. We can not do as we please with the people on the 
Pacific coa.".>t, however. 

Mr. CAHLISLE. They will pass their judgment upon this meas­
ure hereafter. I refer to it only for the purpose of showiug the utter 
inconsistency of Senators who have by their votes snstain ... -0 this so-called 
reciprocity proposition which e;i,me from the Committee on Finance, 
look in~ to the establishment of reciprocal arranj/;ements with the sugar 
and cofteeprodnciog countries to the south of us, when they at the same 
time vote to abrogate the only reciprocity treaty we have wit'b. a sugar­
prodncing country, or any other country. 

THE RECIPROCITY PROVISION DELUSIVE-NO NEW OR VALUABLE MARKETS FOR 
AGRICULTURAL Pil.ODUC'TS. 

Mr. President, in view of the fact th4t thisso-callP.d reciprocity is ad­
vocated upon the ground that it is to benefit the agricultural producers 
in this country, it may not he out of place to take a briet survey of the 
markets of the world in whicb our farmers sell their sarplns products, 
and see where they go. Let as ascertain, if we can, what market would 
be famished tor the agricultural products of the United States by the 
countries to the south of ru, to which thi~ so-called reciprocity is ex­
pressly confined. We have had very little trade with them, so far as 
exports are concerned, in any kinrl of articles, notwithstanding the facts 
that we have imported very largely from nearly everyone of them, and 
that our Jaws arimit more than 90 per c~nt. of their product.'! here 'ree 
of duty; they have not taken oar agricultnrs.I products tor the simple 
rea.,on that they produce substantially all they require for their own 
use, anrt do not need ours. 

This trade has been so much on one side, notwithstanding our free 
admis.'-'ion of their products, that Mr. Blaine says we have actually lost 
about. $142,000,000 in a sin~le year on account of it. Who has lost it, 
Mr. President? ~he Government of the United States does not trade 
with the Governments of South America or with the Government of any. 
other country. The trade is carried on by the peoples of the various 
countries, and it is carried on becaase it is mutually beneficial to them. 
If anybody bas actually lost $142,000,0 0 or any other amount in 
trade with So nth America it was the merchants and others ot the United 
States who are engaged in that trade. Nobody else could lose it or any 
part of it, becanse nobody else had any interest in the transaction. 

It is incredible that the _skillful and enterprising merchants of the 
United States have contmued to carry on a trade, and are still contin­
uing to carr.Y on a trade, in which they Jose every year out of their own 
pockets $142,000,000. Nor do we pay $142,UUO,OuO in gold or any 
other kind of currenc.v out of our own countr_y, as Mr. Blaine and others 
of bis school of political economists are constantly contending. We 
pay for oar imports with the products of our farms, our forests! and 
o.ur mines atid fisheries that are exported and sold in the countries of 
Eurooe where oar best markets are located. It we had undertaken to 
pa.y out of our own store of gold here at home $142,000,000 in any one 
year to the countries of South America or any other conn try it would 
have produced such financial disturbances at home as would have been 
disastrous to all our commercial and industrial intere::1ts, and Mr. Blaine 
knows it, or ought to know it. 

We sold over $:WO,OOU,OOO worth of products, mainly agricultural 
products, in Great Britain, daring the year to which Mr. Blaine refers, 
more than we purchased from that country, and when our people 
bought the sugar and coffee aml other articles that our consumers 
needed from South America, they drew drafts apon the proceeds of 
these sales of our agricultural products in Europe and thus paid for 
what we were com pell Ad to bay. If we had not se'lt these products to 
Europe and sold them tbere so as to have the gold ou deposit in the 
banks to meet our drafts we could not have purchased the coffee, sugar, 
and other articles which oar people needed, because we could not have 
paid the money for them. 

So the true mP.asure of the value of our trade is not the amount 
which we send to any particular country to the south or to the north 
of us, bat what we send to all the countries of the world and upon 
the proceeds of which we can draw to pay for what we want. 

OUR AGRICULTURAL EXPORTS TO VARIOUS cou:NT&IBS COMPARED: 

We ~xported in the year 1889 $16,616,0llO worth of live cattle. Eng­
land and Scotland alone took $16,189,000 worth of them, or nearly all; 
Caba took $31~ worth; Porto Rico took none. All South America took 
$.'>4,410 worth. We exported $H5:~.ooo worth of barle_y, and England, 
Scotland, and Ireland took $616,000 worth; Mexico took $:~,000 worth; 
Cuba took none; Porto Rico none. Alltionth America took $52 worth. 
We exported 69,59~,000 bushels of corn, of which England Scotland., 
and Ireland took over 41,0UO.OOO bushels; Mexico took 194.000busbels, 
Caba took 145, 000 bushels, Porto Rico took 3, 000 bushels, and all South 
America took 314,0UO bushels. 

We exported a little over 10. 000, 000 pounds of oatmeal, and England 
and Scotland to"k 9,640.000 pounds; Mexico, 10,000 pounds; Caba 
took none; Porto Rico took none; all South America. took 1,400 pounds. 
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We exported 46,414,129 bushels ofwhi>at, and England, Scotland, and 
Ireland took 31,568,506 bushels; France took 7,655,176 bushels; Por­
tugal nearly 2,000,000; Mexico, 2,280 bushels; Cnba. took 30 bushels; 
Porto Rico took none. All South America took 812,821 bushels. 

Of wheat flour we exported 9,374,803 barrels, of which England1 

Scotland, and Ireland took 4,271,344 barrels; Mexico, 183,318 barrels; 
Cuba, 243,151 barrels; Porto Rico, 129,946 barrels; ;md all South 
America took 932, 617 barrels, out of nearly nine and a halt millions. 

Our total exports of hops amounted to i2,589,262 pounds, of which 
England alone took 11,38ti,0~7 pounds; Mexico, 6,599 pounds; Cuba, 
2,107 pounds; Porto Rico, 2,810 pounds; and all South America, 
15, 152 pounds. 

Of canned beef, which is an important article of _export, our total 
exports were 51,025,254 pounds, and England, Scotland, and Ireland 
took 37,333,528 pounds; France, 3,544,99ri pounds; Germany, 2,266,-
793 pounds; Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and the Northwest Territory 
lying to the north of us, with which we are to have no reciprocity, 
took 5,939,965 pounds; .Mexico took 20,234 pounds; Cuba took 1,116 
pounds; Porto Rico rook 960pounds; and a11SouthAmericatook109,­
'i577 pounds. The total exports of fresh beef were 137,895,391 pounds, 
of which England and Scotland took 137,286,553 pound8, nearly the 
whole of it, befag all except 508,838 pounds; Mexico took 28,465 
pounds; Cnba took 2,515 pounds; Porto Rico rook none, and all South 
.America took none-not a pound out of nearly 138, 000, 000 pounds that 
we exported. Of salted beef we exported 55,006,391 pounds, and Eng­
land and Scotland alone took 31,7tH,119 pounds; France took 1,597,-
691; Germany, 2,422,775; Mexico, 12,318; Cuba, 75,500; Porto Rico, 
47,400, and all South .America 642,208 pounds, out of more than 55,-
000,000 pounds. 

Our total exports of tallow were 77,844,555 pounds, of which Eng­
land, Scotland, and Ireland took 34,858,526 pounds; France, 2,478,399 
pounds; Germany, 1,279,614 pounds; The Netherlands, 28,321,849 
pounds; .Mexico, 5,602,415 poands; Cuba, 62,792 pound~; Porto Rico, 
8,6"4 pounds, and all the South American countrie8 took only 167,931 
pounds. 

We extJorted 64,410,845 pounds of pickled pork, of which England 
and Scotland took 14,Hl2,0ij7 pounds; Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and 
the Northwest Territory took H>,3~9,233 pounds; Newfoundland and 
Labrador, 2,993,901 pounds; ~he British West Indies, 8,003,173 pounds; 
British Guiana, 3,258,470 pounds; Mexico, 2,038 pounds; Caba, 713,200 
pounds; Porto Rico, 2,871,400 pounds, and all South America. took 
512,290 pounds. 

During the same fiscal year, 1889, we sold abroad 357, 377, 399 pounds 
of bacon, and of this England and Scotland took 299, 796,456 pounds; 
Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and the Northwest Territory took 28,556,-
591 pounds; Sweden and Norway, 3,632,824 pounds; Mexico, 80,497 
pounds; Cuba, 3,521 pounds; Porro Rico, 784 pounds, and all South 
.America purcha,ed from us only 1,091,561 pounds. 

Of hams we exported in the same year 42,847,247pounds. England 
and Scotland took 34, 766,806 pounds; Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and 
the Northwest Territory tookl,908,868 pounds; Mexico, 9,645pounds; 
Cuba, 3,319,956 pounds; Porto Rico, 540, 186 pounds, and all the coun­
tries of South .America took 778, 354 pounds. 

Our total exports ot cheese amounted to 84,999,828 pounds. of which 
England and Scotland took 72,304,393; Quebec, Ontario, l\Ianitoba, and 
the Northwest Territory, 10,829,027 pounds; Mexico, 69,367 pounds; 
Cuh 55,695 pounds; Porto Rico, 118,363 pounds, and all Son th .Amer­
ica, 247, 097 pounds. 

We exported and sold abroad 318,242,990 pounds of lard, of which 
England, Scotland, and Ireland took 165,139,325 pounds; Denmark, 
11,256,296 pounds; France, 29,326,634 pounds; Germany, 48,664,002 
pounds; Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and the Northwest Territory, 
l2,n03,391 pounds; Mexico, 1,363,539 pounds; Cuba, 30,096,838 
pounds; Porto Rico, 3,101,652 pounds, and all South America, 16,-
633, 488 pounds. 

We exported 15,504, 978 pounds of butter, and England and Scotland 
took 7,454, 107 pounds of this; France, 973,815 pounds; British West 
Indies, 1,560,952 pounds; .Mexico, l-.!8,78-1 pounds; Cuba, 112,209 
pounds; Porto l{ico, 68,425 pounds, and all South America , 965,428 
pounds. 

Our exports of clover seed were 34,253,157 pounds. Belgium took 
of this 1,054,163 pounds; Denmark, 1,.001,170pounds; French Posses­
sions, 10,5li8,140; England, Scotland, and Ireland, 6,6'24,373 pounds, 
Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and the Northwest Territory, 4,332,092 
pounds; Mexico, none; Cuba, 34,025pouuds; Porto Rico, none, and all 
South America, 2,525 pounds. 

This long and, I fear, somewhat tedious statement shows that our 
markets for agricultural products in these countries with which alone 
we are to be allowed to have reciprocity under this bill is utterly in­
significant, so small that it does not affeet to any extent whatever the 
prices of our agricultural products at home or abroad, notwithstanding 
the fact, which I repeat ~<Yfiln, that we have for yeara admitted more 
than 90 per cent. of their proancts here free ot duty. 

LOSING OUR ll'OREIG!i MARKETS. 

We have refused to take wool from the Argentine Republic except 
upon the payment of a. high duty, and they are converting their sheep 

pastures into wheat fields and sending their products to the markets of 
Enrope to compete with ours. In 18dU the United Sta test Russia, India, 
Australia, and the Argentine Republic sold in the European markets 
20d,9d7,072 bushels of wheat, and our share of this trade was over 69 
per cent.; but in 1887 the same countries sold 187, 210,303 bushels, and 
our share was less than 48 per cent. . Our exports of this article are 
constantly decreasing, not only relatively, but actually. This is the 
result of the policy which w~ have adopted here, and which ttiis bill 
extends, of imposing high rates of duty upon the articles which other 
countries want to sell us, thus inaugurating a commercial war and 
compelling our farmers to pay all its expenses, because retaliation, 
whatever may be its form, whether by the imposition of increased 
duties or by laws and regulations expressly imposing restrictions upon 
the sale or importation of our commodities, must fall most heavily upon 
the farmer, whose products usually constitute about 75 per cent. of our 
total exports. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would itioterrupttheSenatoriflshonld ask him 
a question? ~ 

The P.H.ESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). Does 
theSenaror from Kentucky yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to understand exactly the Senator's 

contention in this regard, whether it is that we have no part of the 
markets of South .America or whether there are no markets there in 
existence. 

IS FAVOR OF REAL RECIPROCITY. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I assert there are no markets there for our agri­
cultural products and never will be; but the Senator must not misun­
derstand me. I am not taking a position against tair and proper re­
ciprocal trade with the countries of South America or any other coun­
try, but I am contending that the pretense, if Senators will excuse the 
expression, that the reciprocity now suggested is for the benefit of on:r 
farmers is a fa1'3e pretense; that it can benefit only the producers of 
manutactnred articles in this country, these being substantially the 
only kind of articles the people of South America need from abroad. 

In the first place, I do not think any Senator npon that side of the 
Chamber seriously contemplates that this reciprocity clause will ever 
be executed in any form whatever. I do not believe any Senator on 
thatsideof theChamberwonld be willingto tell thepeopleofthiscoun­
try that he really expt cts the President of the United States to impose 
a duty of 10 cents a pound upon tea, 3 cents .a pound upon coffee, and 
from 35 to 59 per cent .. ad valorem upon sugar, in order to coerce the 
countries of China and Japan and Spain and Brazil and others to enter 
into reciprocal arrangements with us. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 
Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 
Mr. BLAIR. I understood the Senator to say that he did not think 

this proposed reciprocity would assist the farmers of the country, but 
that it would help the manufacturers. I should like to ask him his 
opinion as to its being of substantial assistance to tho manufacturing 
interest. 

Air. CARLISLE. . I have said that in my opinion it will assist them 
to some extent, and that I was not opposing a proper reciprocity, but 
was endeavoring to expose the unsubstantial character of the grounds 
upon which this partial and restricted reciprncity is advocated. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask another question, but I understand the 
Senator upon that point that he thinks this proposed reciprocity with 
the Rtatfs sou th of us may be of substantial as.sistance to the manu­
facturers of the country. 

THIS R ECIPROCITY BE N E FICIAL TO NO DO:ll:ESTIC INTEREST. 

:riir. CARLISLE. Reciprocity with the countries of South America 
will be of no substantial benefit to our manutacturers unless it is ac­
companied by a stipulation that the privileges accorded to us are not 
to be granted to any other conn try, because if they are still left free to 
a-Omit the goods from Germany, France, and England, which are manu­
factured from free raw materials, upon the same terms that they admit 
ours, we shall stand in the markets of South America precisely where 
we sbi.nd now, unable to compete with those productions. If we can 
not compete in our own markets here at home with European manu­
factured products without a high tariff to protect us against their lower 
prices, of course we can not successfully compete with them upon equal 
terms in South America or anywhere else. 

Doubtless our manufacturers would be able to export to South Amer­
ica a few articles manuJactured in whole or in part from imported ma­
terial u pon which a drawback is allowed by law, and sell them to the 
people there cheaper than they sell them to their own fellow-citizens, 
and this will be more probable if all our citizens are taxed to pay ships 
for carrying their goods, as is proposed in the subsidy bill passed by 
the Senate and now pending in the Honse. 

.Mr. BLAIR. Then I understand the Senator does not expect from 
the passage of tbis biiJ any ·substantial benefit either to our farmers or 
to our manufacturers? 

.Mr. CARLISLE. I do not. I have said that a real reciprocity in 
proper form, containing proper provisions for our security in their mar· 
kets, might be advantageous to us, bnt this project would not be. I 
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l'egard this as a mere political device to apprase as far as possible an 
indignant public sentiment, and to check, for the time being at least, 
the rising tide of opposition to the radical policy of protection and 
prohibition inaugurated by this bill. Its real purpose is not to divert 
trade from other countries to this, but to divert public attention from 
the enormities of this bill, and it will probably accomplish that pur­
pose to a certain extent, but it will accomplish nothing else. 

CHINA ~-D JAPAN-PAPER RF~IlOCITY. 

Mr. President, we are to have a duty under this bill of 10 cents a 
pound on tea and 3 cents a pound on coffee unless China and Japan re­
move" unequal and unreasonable" restrictior:.s. What restrictions 
have they? Both admit nearly all our agricultural products free now 
and on all our other products sent to those countries the rates of duty 
are very J ow. We imported from China during the year 1889 40, 751, OUO 
pounds of tea, from Japan 33, 303, 000 pounds, and from En~Ja.nd 4, 673, -
000 pounds. Our total importations were 79, 575, 984 pounds valued at 
$12,654,000; and now, unless China and Japan do something on paper, 
because, no matter what their laws or regulations are, they will take 
none of our agricnltrual products--soruething on paper which will sat­
isfy the President, we are to compel our people to pay $7,957,000 duty 
ev-ery year on their tea; that is to say, we are to punish the consumers 
of tea in the Uni red States forsomedelinquencyorsupposed delinquency 
on the part of China and Japan. 

Oor total exports to China, agricultural, manufactured, and all 
others, amounted to only $2, 790, 000, and less than 10 per cent. of our 
total exports were ajtricultural products. Our total exports to Japan, 
the other t.ea-producing country from which we get our supply, 
amounted to $4,615,000, and less than 10 per cent. of those were agri­
cultural products. This is the whole extent of their purchases from 
us, notwithstanding the fact that we now admit 68 per cent. of the im­
portations from China and nearly 87 per cent. of the importations from 
Japan free of duty, and, Mr. President, if we should admit all their 
products into our market.a free, th«;iy would not buy another dollar's 
worth of our breadstntl's or provisions, because they do not need them. 
But unless they will write down something or enact some law which 
will satisfy the Executive that they mean well to\fard us, we are to 
taxour own people a greater amount on tea alone than the total value 
of all our exports to both countries. 
ROW THE "RECIPROCITY P&OVISIO:l< Wll..L OPERilE-BO~TIES, TAXF. , . AJl."1> 

PRICES. 

But suppose China should make a law or a regulation which satisfies 
the President that he ought not to impose a duty upon the Chinese 
tea, but Japan fails to do so; then there will be a duty of 10 centc; a 
pound upon all the tea imported from Japan, and all the tea imported 
free from China will be sold to our people at the duty-paid price of the 
Japanese tea, of course, because until we get free tea or free coffee or 
free sugar substantially to the extent of our demands for home con­
sumption the duty-paid article will fix the price of the whole, just as 
duty-paid sugar now fixes the price of all the sugar which comes from 
the Hawaiian Islands. 

Suppose Brazil makes some regulation or agreement which satisfies 
the President that it makes no dia,criminationsagainst us, and he there­
fore continues to admit Brazilian sugar and coffee free, but Spain does 
notmakeany such arrangement, The Netherlandsdonotmake any such 
arrangement (and we get large qrumtitie3 of coffee from The Netherlands 
pos.session.s in the East Indies), then duties 'vill be imposed upon sugar 
and coffee coming here from the Spanish and Dutch possessions, but 
the Bra~ilian coffee and sugar, admitted free of duty, will be sold to our 
people at the same· price precisely as the duty-pa.id sugar and coffee 
from the other countries. 

In the mean time a bounty of more than $7,000,000 will be paid every 
year to the manufacturers of domestic sugar in this country; that is to 
say, the duty-paid sugar from ahroad will fix the price of sugar to our 
consumers, and we will continue to pay out of the public Treasury 2 
cents a pound to the manufacturer, tor this bill makes no provision 
whatever for the cessation of the bounty when the President impo es 
or reimposes a duty. They are to goon together. We are to i~uethe 
money t.o these favorites of the Government with both hands, from one 
in the form of a protective duty upon their products, from the other 
in the form of gold and silver from the Treasury of the people. 

WHERE OUR FARMERS MUST LOOK FOR FOREIG~ MARKETS 

Mr. President, this is the character of the reciprocity and retaliation 
proposed by the pending bill. It will be of n o value to our people 
but may inflict great injury upGn them. If we are to find markets fo; 
the products of our farms we must look across the ocean to the people 
who want such products and who are able and willing to buy them and 
p~y for them. We.mus~ look also to_ our English-speaking neighbors 
on the north, ~~o, m spite of our unfriendly, tariff, purcha e e>ery year 
four or five million dollars' worth ofour agricultural products in excess 

T~ England, France, Germany, Belgium, and The Netherlands our 
farmers send their products and sell them at prices which fix the prices 
here at home, and notwithstanding all the paper arrangements that 
may be made with the countries of South and Central America or China 
and Japan they must continue to send their surplus to those great 
markets in Europe. Juste-ad of inviting genuine _reciprocity or inau­
gurating a more liberal policy towards our best customers, we are in· 
creasing the rates of duty upon nearly ail the articles which they have 
to sell us, contracting our trade, and depriving the farmer of a market 
at home or abroad for his surplus products; and this is being dt>ne upon 
the avowed theory that international commerce is a calamity from 
which the people should be protected by all the power and ingenuity 
of the Government. 

CO:!ILllERCE IS ::lfOT WAR j IT IS PEACE. 

Very greatly to my surprise, I heard the distinguished Senator from 
New York who now sits in front of me [Mr. EVARTS] announce a 
doctrine the other day which struck me as so extraordinary in the 
Senate of the United States in these closing years of the nineteenth 
century that I made a. note ofit. Speaking on this bill, he said: 

Sir, let us understand thn.t with us in our system tUld age of civilization trade 
between nations stands for war in a. sense ne>er to be overlooked and never 
safely to be misundcrl:ltood. 

The Senator then proceeded to speak of our shores being ravaged by 
foreign incursions in the guise of trade. That, Mr. President, is the 
old and barbarous doctrine that all trade between the peoples of dif­
ferent countries was commercia.l war, a doctrine which I supp.osed had 
been abandoned in every civilized and enlighteued country. Com­
merce has, in my judgment, contributed more to the civilization of 
the world, more to establish fraternal relations between the peoples of 
different countries, than all other human agencies combined. 

Commerce is not war; it is peace. People of different countries 
trade with each other for precisely the same reason that people of the 
same country trade with each other, because it is mutually bene­
ficial; and whether there be high tariffs or low ta.riffs, or no tariffs at 
all, they will not trade unless it is profitable to do so. They do not 
trade for amusement or as a matter of charity or friendship, but for 
pro.fit or to supply themselves with the necessaries of life; and the usual 
result is that both parties are benefited by the transaction. 

But, Mr. President, while there are several other questions which I 
desired to discuss, and w bile, in fact, I had expected to say considera­
bly more upon the subjects already presented, I have now occupied 
the time of the Senate for over two hours, and I feel that inasmuch as 
the vote is to be taken this aft;ernoon I ought to close. 

l\Ir. MORGAN. Before the Senator concludes I wish to call his at· 
tention to the state of our treaty relations with Japan. In 1869 we 
negotiated a. treaty of commerce with Japan in conjunction with four 
other powers, in which we practically limited by agreement the right 
of the Chinese Government to tax the larger part of the imports int-0 
that country from either of those countries to 5 per cent. ad valorem. 
A modification of the provisions of that treaty was provided by a con­
vention signed by the respective plenipotentiaries of the several Gov­
ernments in 1868. The first article of that modification reads as fol­
lows in regard to our goods imported into Japan: 

ARTICLE I. 

The contracting parties declare in the nnmei;i oftheirrespe<itiveGovernments 
that they accept·, and t.hey hereby do formally ac.cept as binding on the citizens 
of their respecth·e countries and on the subjects of their respective sovereigns, 
the tariff hereby established and annexed to the present convention. 

This tariff is substituted not only for the original ta,;iff attached to the trea­
ties concluded with the above-named four powers, but also for the special con­
ventions and arrangements relative to the same tariff, which have been en• 
tered into at different dates up to this time between tile Go>ernments of the 
United States, Great Britain, and France on one side, and the Japanese Govern­
ment on the other. 

In class 4 of the tariff thus provided the following articles, when im­
ported into Japan, are tax:ed a<> follows: 
CLA fV.-GOODS SUBJECT TO AX AD VALOREM DUTY OF 5 PER CE]l"'T, O:l< ORIG­

L"'AL VALUE. 

.Al."fns and munitions of war; articles de Paris; boots and shoes; clocks, 
watches, and musical boxes; coral; cutlery; drugs 11.Ild medicines, such as 
ginseng. etc.; dyes; porcelain and earthen ware; furnitu~·e of all kindA, 'new 
and second band; glass and crystal ware; gold and silver lace and thread; 
gums and spices not named in tariff; lamps; looking glasses; jewelry; ma­
cilin,ery and manufactures in iron or steel. manufactures of all kinds in silk, 
silk and cotton, or silk and wool, as velvets, dar"lasks, brocades, etc.; paint­
ings·o.nd engrann~s; perfumery, scented soap; v•ated ware; skins and furs; 
telescopes and scientificinstraments; timber; wines, malta.nd spirituous liquors; 
table stores of all kintls, and all other unenumerated goods. 

By treaty arrangement Japan is prohibited from charging thepeople 
of the United States more than 5 per cent. ad valorem upon those arti­
cles. Then follows this provision as to exports: 

CLASS Il!.-PROHIDITED GOODS. 

Rice, paddy, wheat, and barley. FJour made from the above. Saltpeter. 

* * * 
IV.--Goons ('B.JECT TO AN AD VALORE"ll DUTY OF 5 PER CE-.~T. TO BE 

CAL.CGLATED ON THE!& MABKET VALUE. 

of the amount we pure base from them. If we can not have unrestricted 
reciprocity with the great countries of Europe, we can at Jea.;;t adopt, CL 

and ought to adopt, a far more liberal policy towards them than now 
prevails, and thus encourage their people to trade with us instead of ex­
pending millions.of dollars every year to stimulate production else­

Bamboo-ware: copper utensils of all kinds; charcoal; ginseng and unenu­
merated drugs; horns, deer, young or soft; mats and matting; silk dresses, man­
ufactures or embroideries; timber; and all other unenumerated goods. 

where. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to the fact 

/ 
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ibat we have by stipu1ations with Japan agreed that wheat and wh~t 
1lonr and saltpeter and the other articles I have just referred to, m­
cloding rice and paddy, are prohibited Jrom being exported from Japan, 
and that nearly everything we export to Japan is ta:r:ed 5 per cent. by 
treaty agreement. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What is the date of that treaty? 
Mr. MORGAN. This is the convention tollowingthe treaty of 1864. 

This convention was ad vised and ratified by the Senate on the 17th day 
of June, 1868. This bill is in directcontraventionof that treaty. We 
can not get reciprocity in flour and wheat or in scarcely anything else 
in Japan unless that treaty is set aside. 

Tea 'has an export duty fixed upon it in that convention of 50 cents 
and 75 cents on the 100 catties, according to quality, the weight of the 
catties being one pound and a thirdi English avoirdupois. 

AMOUNT OF TAXES ON SUGAR, COFFEE, Ali{D TEA TO BE DlPOSED BY THE PRES-
IDEJ!<""T, ' 

Mr. CARLISLE. The' Senator from Uaryland [Mr. GORMAN) re­
quests me to state before concluding my remarks what would be the 
amount of revenue collected in addition to that already provided for 
in the bill in case the President should reimpose duties upon coffee, 
sngar,1and tea. The revenue derived from sugar would be $28,000,000, 
from coffee $17,200,000, from tea $7,500,000, making in the aggregate 
an addition ot $52, 7UO,OOO to the taxes under the bill. 

INCREASED TAXES ON V A.RIOGS ARTICLES. 

Mr. President, I have dwelt very briefly upon the increases made by 
this bill in the woolen, cotton. and linen schedules, and I shall not 
DOW consume ~be time of the Senate by adding anything to what has 
been said except that I should like permission to insert in my remarks 
some of the rates which have been established upon those articles. As 
to the matter of linen goods I desire to say that the conference com­
mittee, in one instance, at least, has imposed upon articles of wearing 
apparel a higher rate of duty than was put upon them by either the 
Honse or the Senate. The bill as it passed the Honse imposed a duty 
upon shirts and all other articles of wearing apparel of every descrip­
tion composed wholly or in part of linen of 50 per cent. ad valorem. 
The Senate struck that out, the effect of which was to subject these 
articles to a duty of 40 per cent. under the general clause embracing 
all 8llch manufactures not otherwise provided for. 

The conference committee has restored the clame and made the duty 
55 per cent. ad valorem, instead of 50 per cent., as the Honse had it, or 
4u per cent., the "rate a)?reed to by the Senate. In other words, the 
conference committee was not satisfied either with the rate which the 
Honse bad made or the rate which the Senate had made, but increased 
it over both, and it so stands in the bill. The effect of this is to make 
quite a large increase in the duties upon thesearticlesofnecessityover 
the existing Jaw and over the bill as it was agreed to in both Houses. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask permission to insert in the RECORD some 
ot the rates ot duty--

Mr. ALDRICH. I of course do not intend to object to the reqnest 
the Senator now makes, but if it would not be asking too much of him­
I know h.e has been 8peaking for some time-but I should be very glad 
if he could make thos~ statement::J now in the hearing of the Senate, 
that there may' be an opportunity to answer any statement which he 
may make as to the effect of these increases. I am quite willing that 
he should have consent to print them, but I should like to know some­
thing about their nature. 

Mr. CAHLISLE. I will state to the Senator that I have a state­
ment prepared here which I think is accurate, but which I desire to 
review, of course, before putting it into the RECORD. It relates, I be­
lieve, only to woolen goods and to window·glass and cotton goods. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Can the Senator have it read by the Secretary? 
Mr. CARLISLE. I will make a statement from it myself. 'fheduty 

on woolen and worsted yarns valued at not over 30 cents per pound is 
increa.,ed from 70 per cent. to more than 132 per cent. 

I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island that in nearly every 
instance. and I believe in every one, the rate of duty stated is based 
upon the unit of value as shown by the importations for the fiscal year 
1889. 0 f coarse the Senator will n nderstand that there may be articles 
upon which the rate of duty is very much higher than this, while on 
some it may be lower, because the official tables give Rimply the aver­
a,:i:e value and the actual rate on a particular article will depend on its 
value or cost ahroad. 

On one ~rade of worsted knit ~oods for underwear and women's and 
children's dress goods, valued at ledS than 30 cents per pound, the duty 
is increased from 73 per cent. to 170 per cent.; and on another grade 
froni a little over76 to 176 per cent. 

On the next class, valued at betwe~n 30 and 40 cents per pound, the 
duty is increased from 6 ~~ to 147 per cent. ; and on the next class, "al ned -
above 40 cents per pound, the duty is increased from 67t tol29 per cent. 

The duty on worsted shaw1s is increasedfrom62to BU per cent. The 
Senate will remember that there was some controversy about the para­
graph under which these articles would be taxed, and on my motion 
in the Senate it was expressly inserted J1.mong tbe woolen and worsted 
cloths, in order to prevent them from beinJOt subject to a much higher 

rate of duty under the clause relating to ready-made clothing, 01' the 
one which embraces cloaks and dolmans. 

The duty on one class of woolen shawls is increa!'led from 88! to 
nearly 99 per cent., and on another class trom 69! to over 99 percent. 

The duty on one grade of flannels is increased from 67 to 120 per 
cent., and on blankets valued at more than 30 and not more than 40 
cents per pound the duty ia increased from 67 to 120 per cent. 

The duty on ready-made clothing made wbolly or in part of wool 
is increased from 54 to 84 per cent.; on cloaks, dolmans, etc., from 60 
to 82 per cent. On cotton-ties and barrel-hoops the duty is increased 
from 35 tO about 104 per cent., and on tin and terne plates from 34 to 
over 76 per cent. · 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to interrupt the Senator to ask him 
a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLISON. I see the Senator states that on cotton-ties and bar­

rel-hoops the rate bas been increased. As I understand it there has 
been no increase in the rate on barrel-hoops. 

Ur. CARLISLE. They are expressly provided for in the same para­
graph, and if they are cut to length, or punched, or splayed, or wholly 
or partially manufactured in any other way, they are subjected to ex­
actly the same rate of duty that ii; imposed upon cotton-ties. 

Mr. ALLISON. But that is not the point. The point I make with 
the Senator is that cotton-ties are put upon the same rate of duty that 
has prevailed for years as respects every other kind of hoop-iron. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That may be, but the duty on cotton-ties is in· 
creased by this bill from 34 per cent. to about 104 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the duty on barrel-hoops is not increased. 
Mr. CARLISLE. I may bemist.aken in the statement that the duty 

on barrel-hoops is actually increased by this bill over the rate of the ex­
isting law, but I am not mistaken in the statement that if that article 
is cut to length, punched, splayed or flared, or otherwise wholJy or par­
tially manulactured for baling purposes, it will pay the same duty as 
cotton-ties. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me a moment more: 
Cotton-ties have been a separate article since 1883, and perhaps before 
that time, and they have been specially denominated in the tariff. 
This bill, as I understand it, simp1y relegates cotton-ties to the duty 
that has prevailed as respects other hoop-iron, which includes barrel­
hoops. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That may be; but it does not affect the accuracy 
of my statement. It is simply an argument iu favor of what bas been 
done, while I am merely stating the fact as to what has been done, and 
am not making an argument on the subject. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kentucky mean to say that 
this bill in any one of it.s provisions fixes a duty of 104 per cent. either 
upon cotton-ties or opon barrel-hoops'? 

Mr. HARRIS. Unquestionably upon cotton-ties. 
Mr. CARLISLE. I say it does upon cotton-ties. 
Mr. ALDRICH. A duty of 104 per cent.? 
Mr. CARLISLE. · Yes, according to thestatementofthe expert sub­

mitted by the committee itselt: 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senators upon that sine uiscnssed this ques­

tion for three days, and I think every one of them said the duty fixed 
by the bill was 105 per cent. I notice that elsewhere in the discuS8ion 
it was said that the duty was 135 per cent. Now, I want to impre.'18 
upon the Senator, what be probably knows as well as I, that a state· 
ment to go out to the country that we have imposed a duty of 104 per 
cent. upon cotton-ties and barrel-hoops is as misleading and as incor­
rect as a statement can be. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the Senatorsay that a datyof104per cent., 
or about that, bas not been imposed upon cotton-ties? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do. I say that a duty of 1.3 cents a pound bas 
been imposed upon cotton-ties. . The Senator can take a unit of value 
possibly in some year when there may have been importations at a 
unit of value which would make a rate of duty of 104 per cent.,·bntin 
the next year it may have been 52 per cent. What I mean is to im­
press upon the Senator, not only in regard to this increase, which he is 
now quoting, but the whole list he has given, that no such duties have 
been impqsed by this bill, but it depends upon a hypothetical case 
which never existed. 

Mr. CARLISLE. No, Mr. President, I take in every one of these 
cases the unit of value as given in the official statistics of importations 
which are here before me in the tables reported by the Comnii ttee on 
Finance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are no such--
Mr. CARLISLE. And on many articles the duties are much higher 

t.ban I have stated. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator fro:n Kentucky 

yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; but before yielding I desire to call the 

attention of the Senator Jrom Rhode Island to the fact that not with· 
standing he says we may ''suppose" a unit of value which would put 
the rate of duty upon cotton-ties at 104 per cent., in the tablee submitted. 



1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-·SENATE. 10721 
by the Committee on Finance the actual unit of value for the fiscal year 
l&:m is given and the equivalent ad valorem is calculated and stated 
by the expert at 10:~. 71 percent., which correspQnds with my statement 
that it was nearly 104 per cent. (n order that there may be no further 
controver1:1y as to the accuracy of my statement, if these tables are cor­
rnct, I will give the figures from the tables now before me. 

In 1889 there were imported 67,573,062 pounds of cotton-ties valned 
at $847,012.61, and the dnties collected, at 35 per cent. ad valorem, 
were $296,454.40. 'fhe tables state that the duty collected under the 
specific rate fixed by the Honse bill would be $~78,449.80, and under 
the Senate bill precisely the same; that the value was 1.3 cents per 
pound, and that the ad valorem rate under the bill as it now stands is 
103. 71 per cent. This is the statement submitted hy tho committee 
itself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky yield 

to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky understands as well 

as I, and I have repeat.ad it in his presence a. dozen times, that the .fig­
ures which he has read are not in any sense the report of the Commit­
tee on Finance. 

Mr. CARLrnLE. I l.tave not said they were, but they were sub­
mitted to the Senate by the committee with the bill. 

Mr. ALDfdCH. They were fnrnished by the Bureau of Statistics, 
and purport to furnish a unit of value for the importations of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889. What I saytotheSena.toristhat ifcotton­
ties are worth abroad 1.3 cents, of course a duty of 1.3 cents is 100 per 
cent. If they were worth 2.6 cents abroad (and they are worth to-day 
nearer 2.G cents than they are worth 1.3 cents) then the dut.7 is only 
50 per cent. I say it misleads the public to assert that we have im­
posed a duty of 104 per cent. upon cotton-ties when we have done 
nothing of the sort, and it can only be made 104 per cent.. upon some 
hypothetical case which can never exist, because the importations for 
another year can never be what they were in 1889. 

Ur. CARLISLE. The Senator is of coarse proceeding upon the hy­
pothesis that there has been au undervaluation ~t the cosrom-houses, 
about which I know nothing. I barn taken the official statistics just 
as they are. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Bnt they show nothing. They do not show the 
rate. The Senator is undertaking to discuss the rates of this bill and 
lle is not discussing the rates of the bill o.t all. He is saying that if the 
price of cotton-ties is 1.3 cents, a. duty of 1.3 cents is 100 per cent. 
That is a. plain mathematical proposition that anybody will agree to. 

l\Ir. CARLISLE. Certainly, and that is all of it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Bnt I say to the Sena.tor if the price is 2.G cents 

the duty is only 50 per cent., and I have just as much right to say that 
the duty fixed by this bill is 50 per cent. as the ~enator bas to say that 
it is lOU per cent. 

Mr. CARL IBLE. The Senator has no such right, l.Jecause my state­
ment is based upon the official returns now before me. I agree with the 
&nator that if the price was 5 cents a pound, for instance, 1.3 cents 
would he comparatively a. very small duty, but the price was not 5 
cents a po and, nor 2 cents a pound, nor l~ cents a pound, bnt accord­
ing to the official statistics it was 1.3, and that is what I must be gov­
erned by, unless the Sena.tor can produce evidence to show that im­
ported cotton.ties were undervalued in 1839, or that their cost abroad 
has increased since that time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, I will call his at­
tention later on to a statement made by the Senator fromSoath Caro­
lina [Mr. BUTLER], who is very much interested in this question, and 
who read a letter or telegram, I am not sure which, from some corre­
spondent of his in Charleston, saying that it cost at the present time 
to import cotton-ties $1.26} a bond.le, which is aboutl.9centsaponnd 
instead of l.3 cents, and fixing the rate of duty, according to bis own 
statement, at about 70 per cent. According to the statement of the 
Senator from South Carolina. himself the duty is only 70 per cent. in­
stead of 103 or 105 per cent. What I object to on the part of the Sen­
ator and all Senators upon that side is that they speak ofa duty based 
upon a hypothetical ca.se as though it bad an actual existence, when it 
exists merely in tbe imagination of Senators on the other side. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does not the report show that it has an actual 
existence? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; not by any means. 
Mr. CARLI8LE. Then what does it show? 
J\fr. ALDRICH. It shows that during the year 1889 the unit of 

value on cotton-ties imported was 1.3 cents, and the Senator takes that 
and applies it to the proposed law and says that this propl'sed law im­
poses :i. duty of 104: per cent. I will agree with him that if 1.3 cents 
was an honest valuation, which it was not, and if the price in the year 
1890 is what it was in 18S9, as it is not, then be won Id be undoubtedly 
correct; but there are two •;ifs" in the way. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Well, Mr. President, there seems to be no real 
issue between the Senator and myself at all He agrees that if these 
official statements are correct my deductions are correct. 

Mr. HARRIS. And they are official. 

XXI-671 

l\Ir. CA.RLISLE. Now, in order to reconcile the di1forences between 
us I will agree that if these official statement6 are not correct my de­
ductions are not correct. 

The committee of conference has reported a clause which will bear 
with peculiar hard8hip upon the workingmen and workingwomen of 
the country, and I desire to call attention to it before concluding, be­
cause it contains an entirely new provision. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the Senator completed bis statement of the 
advances made by the bill? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have not attempted to state all the advances 
made by the bill, bot only a few. On some grades of cotton plash and 
velveteens the duty is increased from 40 to over 100 per cent.; on one 
class at least it i ... increased to 118 per cent.; on hosiery, from 40 to over 
60 per cent. ; on some kinds of cotton wearing apparel, Jrom 35 and 40 
to 50 per cent.; and on nearly all the better grades of cotton cloth the 
duties are largely increased. 

THE TAX OS GOSSAMERS. 

Mr. President, as this bill ca.me from the House it containetl this 
provision in the cotton schedule: 

Provided, That all such clothing ready made and a.rt.icles of wearing apva1·el 
having India. rubber as a component ma.teria.l shall be subject to a. duty of 60 
cents per pound, and in addition ibereto 50 per cent. ad va.lorem. 

This includes rubber or pa1·tly rubber coata, cloaks, and other gar­
ments which all our working men and women are compelled to buy 
and use in order to protect themselves against the inclemency of the 
weather, articles which can not be dispensed with if this class of our 
people nre to be comfortable while engaged in their occupations and 
going to and from them. The Senate struck this provision from the 
bill, but the conference bas reported it back in the following form: 

Provi!Ud, Tha.t all such clothing ready m'lde and articles of wearing apparel 
having Indio. rubber as a component material-

N ot the component material of chief value, but the component ma­
terial to any extent whatever-
(not including gloves or elastic a1·ticles that a.re specio.lly provided for in this 
actl shall be subject to n. duty of 50 cents per pound, and in tuldiUon thereto 
50 pe1· cent. ad valorem. 

I am advised that one of th~ garments for mens wear weighs about 
4! pounds, and that 2 pounds of this is rubber and the remainder of 
the material cotron. Rubber is free and raw cotton is tree, so that the 
whole dnty which is given by this bill is a protective dnty for the e.x:­
clusjve benefit of the manufacturer. This article weighin~ 4~ pounds 
costs abroad $5. The duty, therefore, will be $2. 25 specific and $2.50 
ad valorem, making a tax of $4. 75 upon this necessary article of wearA 
ingapparel, the cost of which without the tax is only $5. There is no 
justification whatever for this excessive rate of duty in view of the 
tact that the manufacturer gets all his materials free except the but­
tons and the thread, if any thread is used. Mr. President, I will not 
detain the Senate longer. • 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, havin~ been a member of the con­
ference committee on the part of the Senate and having signed this re­
port, I desire to say a few words respecting it. 

I think il is well enough for us to consider the stage of the bill at this 
time. Of course, if this report is adopted nothing remains except the 
signatures of the two presiding officers and of the President of the 
United States to the enrolled bill. 

This bill came to us from the House of Representatives on the 21st 
day of May. It was amended in n very large degree in the Committee 
on Finance and ·was further amended in the Senate Chamber, so that 
when it reached the conference upon the part of the two Houses there 
were~ I think, about four hundred and sL'\'.ty substantial amendmentB. 
These amendments in a few instances covered increases of du ties, nota­
bly in the case of sugar. In a large number of instances there were 
diminutions of duties as compared with the House bill. 

The amendments of the Senate went to the House of Representatives 
and were. non-concurred in, so that the judgment of the.House as re­
spects the merits of the original bill and as respects the merits of that 
bill compared with the Senate amendments was twice expressed, non­
concurring in each and all of the amendments of the Senate. So the 
conferees on the part of the Senate bad only before them those portions 
of the bill wherein the Senate had disagreed from the original text of 
the House bill. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] says that the conferees 
upon the part of the Honse and the Senat.e have largely increased the 
duties as compai·ed with the bill as a.mended by the Senate. That is 
true to a certain degree, but not true with the exception of two sched­
ules in this bill. 

As I understand the duty of a conference, it is to endeavor to bring 
the two Houses together, and to do whatever can be reasonably done to 
facilitate the passage of the bill, and not to interfere with it.s passage. 
So, having that in view, I as one member of the conference committee 
did consent to an increase in one or two of the schedules of this bill; 
but with the exceptions I have named, most of the amendments pro~ 
posed by the Senate were agreed t-0, or, if not agreed to, they were com:.. 
promised, so tba.t in the compromise the rates of duty fixed were less 
than those originally proposed in the House bill. I agreed to this com~ 

• 
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promise as a means of bringing the two Houses together and making try tin-plate to a very large extent, and to that extent the importations 
a report and subjecting it to the judgment of the Senate. will be diminished. 

The Senator from Kentucky says that the effect of this bill, by and We have retained substantially in the conference report the nmend-
large, as the conference have report.edit, is to only diminish the reve- ment introduced in the Senate by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
nues $2,000,000. I wish to difter with him absolutely as respects the SPOOYER] extending the time for a single year. That amendment has 
effect of this bill by and lar~e. I believe this bill as it now stands substanco in it, but there is more substance combined within that than 
will reduce the revenues of the Government to the extent of from forty in the amendment itself. It is that if the great iron and steel indus­
to forty-five million dollars and it will rnduce those revenues without try in the United States will not, now that they are to be protected in 
materially increasing any burdens unless it may be upon one or two the production of tin, engage in that production, and compel the people 
articles. of the United States, as hitherto, to pay large and undiminished _prices 

The Senator from Kentucky states that upon the ba is of the impor- to monopolies in other countries for the tin they produce1 then this tin 
tations of 1880 there will come in dutiable articles under this bill duty will be swept from your statute-books. 
$390,000,000 in value; I think that was, in substance, his statement. I believe that within five years from this time we shall be mana.fact­
Of that $390,000,000 I assert here that more than one-half of tho whole urinl! substantially all the tin that we consume in the United State . 
is not subject to an increase of duty over and above the existing law; I believe also that instead of increasing the price that price will 
that of five schedules in this bill the general tenor and effect is to re- be diminished to all the consumers in the United St.ates within the 
dnce duties. These five schedules were reiterated by mein the debate, next five years; and I now put my own prediction against the predic­
and cover an importation of $107,000,0UO in round numbers. They are tion of Senators on the other side of this Chamber that within five 
SchP.dules A, B, D, M, and N. In thee schedules the rates of duty are years from this time we shall sub tantially produce all the tin we con­
not substantially changed, and all the increase of revenue upon the · snme, and that we shall receive it, if we consume it, atalesspricethan 
basis of the importations of 1889 comes from two or three or four sched- we have paid for the last ten yearn to those who manufacture it. abroad. 
ules in this bill. Mr. COCKRELL. What has alrnady been the effect of this bill? 

As I stated in the debate, this increase comes largely from tob3 cco Mr. ALLISON. What has bern the effect of it? 
and from wool and woolen goods. These are the two great schedules Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 
in this bill where there are increases of duty over and above the exist- Mr. ALLISO~. I do not understand exactly what the Senator means. 
ing law, and tbese increases come from the fact in the one case that the Mr. ALDRICH. He means as to tin-plate. 
committee decided that tobacco could bear au increase of taxation- Mr. COCKRELL. I a k wha.t bas been the effect already in increas-
because it is taxation-and that in the other case the million or more ing the price of tin-plate? 
of wool-growers in the United Stat.es were fairly entitled to an in- Mr. ALLISON. This bill certainly has bad no effect in that direc-
creased duty upon this farm product which they produce. Having set- tion, for that portion of it does not go iJ!to effect until July, 1891. 
tled that question, it became necessary in the judgment not only of Mr. DA WEK What was the eftect of the Mills bill? 
this side of the Chamber, but of the other side, to increase correspond- Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Massachusetts very prnperly asks 
ingly the duties upon woolen goods. Otherwise the farmers who pro- what was the effect of the Mills bill. That certain)y increased the 
duce wool could receive no benefit from that increase. price of tin-plate, if any statute has bad that effect. 

It is true that we have increased the duties upon the higher mann- - Mr. HOAR. Let me ask the Senator from Iowa if it is not true that 
factures of cotton goods to some extent, but this will cut a very insig- one or two manufactories of tin-plate went into operation in St. Louis 
nificant figure comparatively in the imp~rtations as well as in the within a few days? 
revenue. But I do not wish to enter into the details of that discus- Mr. ALLISON. I understand that since this bill has passed the Sen-
sion. ate there have been three tin-plate factories already established in the 

The Senator from Keniucl.."Y estimates the increase of revenue upon United States. I hope and expect to see them established in the very 
woolen goods at $15,000,000. That will not, in my judgment, be its region in which !..dwell, in Chicago and in Wisconsin, where there are 
effect; it will probably be an increase of one-half of that., as I esti- inexhaustible quantities of the very best ore:; for the production of 
mated some days ago. The increa.-,e upon cotton goods will not ex- tin-plate. . 
ceed $700, 000. The increase upon linen goods the Senator from Ken- Mr. GRAY. I understand the Senator from Iowa to say that already 
tucky estimates at $5,000,000. three manufactories for the manufacture of tin-plate have gone into 

I think that to9 large an estimate, although I agree with him that the operation. 
conference report does indicate a considerable increase in the duties Mr. ALLISON- So I have learned. 
levied upon linen goods, and I agree with him also that until this Mr. GRAY. Then they ha>e gone into operation under the present 
linen industry is more thoroughly established in our country it may laws and must continue under the present laws until July, 1891. 
be within the power of those who import these goods to add somewhat Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 
to the price of them. It was because the House of Representatives, Mr. GRAY. If they can do that, they can keep on. 
that body which, by the Constitution of the United States, originates Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly they will keep on. It is true we have 
tax bills, insisted that this linen schedule as amended in the Senate enough tin-plate in this country for a great many years. It is only a 
was an unjust schedule to the agricultural interests of our country, certain class of tin-plate that our manufacturers were not able to pro­
that I, as one of the conferees on the part of the Senate, finally agreed to duce because of the :fluctuating price in Wales down and up as against 
the compromise provisions which are inserted in the conference report. our own manufacturers; but I did not wish to enter into the discussion 

Tlte Senator from Kentucky stated that we had in one instance in- ot that tin-plate question beyond merely expressing my own belief 
creased the dqty beyond even the House bill. That is true. It was respecting it. 
the intent of the conference to increase the duty upon one single arti- Mr. GRA.Y. May I ask the Senator one other question? 
cle of importation of linen goods beyond the amount inserted in the l\Ir. ALLISON. Cert.ainly. 
Honse bill. That was done because we had increased therawmaterial Mr. GRAY. The tax proposed to be placed on tin-plate is upon all 
of that article all along the line. But I will say to the Senator from classes of tin-plate, is it not? 
Kentucky that unfortunately that increase is not in the conference re- Mr. ALLISO~. It is. 
port. I am told that a joint resolution of some kind or a concurrent Mr. GRAY. And yet the Senator says that there is only one class 
resolution instructing the enrolling clerks to insert it will be intro- that can be manufactured in this country under the present law. 
duced elsewhere and may be here for consideration very soon. Mr. ALLISON. I will say with sincerity that I have always be-

Mr. CARLISLE. I said in the conference report, because at that lieved that if our manufacturers bad resolutely foaght this combina­
time I did not know that a mistake had occurred. I unite with the tion in Wales they could have kept it out; but they have not been able 
Senator in saying that it ought t-0 have been there, because it was to do it as respects the thinner gauges of tin-plate. That is what I am 
agreed to by the conferee~. speakinp; of. It is not a class particularly, but we have manulaetured 

Mr. ALLISON. I cay it was agreed upon. The Senator from Ken- the heavier grades oi tin-plate for some years in our own country, and 
tucky says that we have increased the revenue upon tin-plate $8.,000,- we have manufactured the lighter grades to a considerable extent in 
000. That is trne if it shall turn out that for the year ending June 30, many of the manufactories in this country, as I am told. 
1892, as much tin-plate will be imported as was imported in the year We have placed a light duty upon block-tin of 4 cents per pound, 
1889. but the Senator from Kentucky states that that increases the revenues 

Mr. PLATT. At the same price? $1,200,000 per annum. The importations of block-tin into the United 
l\Ir. ALLISON. No. without reference to the price, because we have St.ates are very large, 18,000 tons in all, I believe, in round numbers, 

a specific duty; but if the same quantity shall be imported between the which is more than one-third of the entire production of block-tin in 
1st day of July, 1891, and June 30. 1892, then I agree that the revenues the world. Am I right about that? 
will be increased to that extent. But if there is·anv faith to be nlaced Mr. ALDRICH nodded aS! ent. 
in the iron and steel industry ofour country, which-increased its prod- Mr. ALLISON. Certainly more than one-quarter of the entire con~ 
uct between 18 0 and 1890 to the extent of 6,000,000 tons, or about sumption of block-tin. 
trebling its productions-if there be anything in the promises, the pros- Now, it is said that there are in North and South Dakota, or perhaps 
pects, the projects of these men, then it will "tllrn out that when the wholly in South Dakota, mountains of this tin, and those mines are 
1st of July, 1892, shall come we shall be producing in our own coun- richer in tin than the mines of Wales. Tin is a product of such scar-

• 
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city in the world that it is of immense value; not only to ourselves, The theory of -this bill is not to discriminate against Louisiana or 
but to all the world that uses tin, to develop its production. There- that industry of Louisiana. It has for its object, as I understand it, 
fore, if it shall turn out that under the provisions of this bill5,000 tons two purposes: First, to nroduce cheap sugar to the consumers of our 
of ca.ssiterite shall be produced in the United States in any one year country. It is just as well known as that we are sitting here to-day 
between now and 1895, the price of tin will be reduced the world over, that we pay 2 cents more a pound for su2ar than the people of England 
and we shall not only ·ecure eheaper tin by this development of this pay for sugar, sugar there being free and here being taxed on an aver. 
new industry in the Northwest, but all the world will secure cheaper age 2 cents per pound upon a polariscopic test of 90 degrees. Then in 
tin, and what is true about tin is practically true of tin-plate. connection with this question of cheap sugar comes another question. 

As you increase the production of these articles, the consumption Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question at that point? · 
being the same, the · price must go down; and is it not as clear as noon- iifr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 
day that if we shall produce 250,000 or 300,000 tons of tin-plate in the l\Ir. GRAY. Does the Senator say the effect of this bill in the sugar 
United States we shall thus add to the tin-plate production more than schedule will bring to the people of the United States, the consumers 
one-half, and that the price not only here but everywhere must go down? of sugar in this country, sugar at the same cost that it is obtained now 

I wish to say one word about cotton-ties, having a memorandum of in Great Britain? 
what the Senator from Kentucky said on that subject. I do not un- Mr. ALLISON. I mean to say that the difference now between the 
dertake to say what the duty upon cotton-ties will be under this bill. price of sugar in this country and in Great Britain is on an average, on 
Of coa.rse it will depend upon the unit of value abroad. It may be the polariscopic test of 90 degrees, 2 cents a pound. I mean to say that 
100 per cent.; it may be 50 or it may be bO per cent. under the provisions of this bill sugar testing 90 degrees by the polar-

Bat what I objeqt to as respects the r6marks of the Senator from iscope will come in 2 cents cheaper than it comes in now, and that the 
Kentucky is that be included in that written statement of his. with consumers of this country will have the benefit of the 2 cents redaction. 
cotton-ties, barrel-hoops. Why, l\fr. President, those who use barrel- l\Ir. GRAY. Is i~ not a fact that the refined sugars will pay a tax 
hoops and all other forms of hoop-iron have been compelled to pay the which is not imposed in Great Britain on the sugars of the same class 
duty imposed in this bill for all these years, and p.11 this bill has done to-day, under this bill? 
is to place cotton-ties, which have hitherto been in a separate para- Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. I am now speaking of sugars hav­
graph, upon an equal footing with the other forms of iron of a like ing a. Dutch standard of color not more than 16, which is the common 
quality and character. If this operates harshly upon some of the yellow sugar of our country. I am saying that as respects these sugars 
people in the Southern States it is infinitesimal in its results upon the there will be a reduction in the price to the consumers of our country 
great cotton crop of this country, as I have heretofore shown. to the extent of 2 cents a pound. That fa the first thing. In addition 

Mr. President, I wish to say a word or two as respects the conference to that, by the provisions of this bill as respects refined sugar, which I 
agreement on this bill. The Senate reduced the crockery schedule 5 will reach later on perhaps, if I have time, we shall be substantially 
per cent. This schedule was restored as provided in the House bill, upon a footing as respects that price, certainly not a difterence of half 
the phraseology being changed in many important respects, and esoe- a cent a pound between our sugars and the sugars of the world. 
cially in one, which, as I understand, is the leading change in this bill That is one thing sought to be accomplished by tlns bill Another 
with the exception of the linen schedule. In other respects the Sen- thing is that we believe it is to the interest of this continental posses- · 
ate amendments stand substantially as reported, with here and there sion of ours, peopled by a population of sixty-five millions, to produce 
a division of the amount of duty as between the two Houses. all it needs of as essential an article as s~ar. Therefore, having failed 

The Senate put upon this bill binding-twine as free. The Honse of . for one hundred years to do it by the processes that we have hitherto 
Representatives with great persistence insisted upon a. duty upon bind- adopted, we said we would· insert in this bill a provision whereby we 
ing-twine, .and finally these differences were composed by a substantial would give a bounty of 2 cents a pound to every producer of sugar 
division between the rate imposed in the House bill and the free bind- who would produce sugar that woula test 90 degrees polariscope, thus 
ing-twine proposed by the Senate, and I agreed to it. To those who placing the sugar producer in our country upon an ex.act equality with 
object to that provision .of the report I answer that it is better for those his present position as respects exisiting law. If that sugar tests less 
who consume binding-twine to have the duty atseven-tenths of a cent than 90 and more than 80 be is to receive li-cent.a a -pound bounty. 
a pound rather than 2! cents a pound, which is the present law. In M:r. President, I regard this bounty as ample for the sugar producers 
other words, the rate of duty has been reduced eighteen twenty-fifths, of our own country. Therefore, I am not in sympathy with the Senator 
or 72 per cent., as compared with the existing law on binding-twine. from Nebraska [Mr. P .AD DOCK], who criticised these provisions as re-

l do not; know of any other material changes as respects the rate of apects sugar. Why do we give this bounty at all? It is only neces­
duty than tho!:c I have mentioned. The cotton schedule was scarcely sary because great European nations who do not give a bounty, except 
iil conference, and the woolen schedule · not at all practically, for the tor exports, send their sugar here at a very low rate of cost, and our 
Senate had agreed to the woolen schedule of the House substantially, people are not likely to compete with them unless they have a bounty. 
so that that was not in conference. I wish to consider for a. moment Their arrangements as respects sugar are very peculiar. Their own 
the question involved in the changed provisions of the bill regarding people pay a. high price for sugar, and if we could tax our people as 
sugar, and I mnst say that I am not quite satisfied nor am I much Germany taxes her people or as France taxes hers, I have no doubt by 
gratified at the disposition of that subject exhibited in this debate by that method we could soon establish sugar production in this coun­
those who produce sugar. try. Bat surely on the other side of the Chamber there would be no 

I conversed with the planters of Louisiana on the subject when they one willing to do that, and it would be a question of experiment with 
were here, and there was not one of them with whom I conversed us on this side whether the people would sustain such taxes. 
who did not say that this bounty of 2 cents a. pound would manifestly If beet sugar is a success in our country I have no doubt that in ten 
stimulate the production of sugar in Louisiana; that it it could be years we shall adopt that method of excluding foreign sugar. We 
maintained it would be a great boon to them. The Senator from Loni- have a right to do it, but we can not afford, nor is it necessary for us 
siana [Mr. GIBSON] yesterday, as I understood him, charged the com· now, to tax sugar for that purpose. Germany taxes the roots, the beets, 
mittee and the cvnterees with discriminating against this great ind us- -and the manufacture, and then taxes to the extent of prohibition all 
try. sugar from other countries. France does practica11ythe same thing, and 

Why, Mr. President, so far from discriminating against them, we Russia does the same. It is by this doable exclusion that they not 
have discriminated in their favor. If they are to be turned out of only produce the .sugar which they consume, bat in recent years they 
court and not to he discriminated for, then the policy marked out by have produced a surplus, and th&.tsurplus, under their arrangements as 
the Senator from Kentucky is to di criminate against and dest.roy them. respects their taxes, can be exported in such a way ~ to result in a 

Can it be supposed by the people of Louisiana and the other States, bounty to the men who export the sugar. Cuban sugars are excluded 
who produce less than one-tenth of the sugar consumed in this country, from Germany and from France and from Holland and from Russia. 
that we are to tax everybody in the country in order to give them 2 and from all Europe except England, and that is the reason why the 
cents a pound or 2~ cents a pound upon the sugar they produce? That West India Island sugars practically come here. The only competi­
has been the effect of it during all these years. tion they have is the competition between the English refiners and our 

This protection, so called, to the sugar industry, as far as it respects own and the English consumers and our own people. Therefore this 
the production of cane sugar in Louisiana, has been a menace to the bounty provision is inserted for the care and protection of all the people 
tax-payers of theeountry. They ham not increased substantially their who produce sugar in our co~ntry, whethei.· from beets or sorghum or 
product of sugar; they have not proposed to increase that product sub- cane. 
stantially; and but for the fact that there seems now to be an indica- But if the position taken by the Senator from Kentucky be true then 
tion that we shall have sugar in large quantities from beets and from all these provisions ought to fall. His argument is that under the Con· 
sorghum there would be little inducement, I confe s, to give to the cane- stitution we have no right to impose a bounty for the production of 
sugar planters of Louisiana a bounty in order to tlevelop the prodnc- sugar. The bounty system proposed in this bill, the Senator says, is 
tion. They have tried it for forty years, and they have produced this unconstitutional. He argues that all these tariff schedules are butsys­
year but little more than they did forty years ago, and under special terns of bounty, a.nd the inevitable logic of his argument i9 that this 
prot-ection and stimulation beyond any other industry of the time, be- whole bill is unconstitutional, although be did not quite say so. In 
cause e'fen in the days of what is known as ,the tariff of Mr. Walker, of other words, the Senator from Kentucky has argued here by the hour 
1846, they had better protection than any other industry in the country, to show that under the Constitution of the United States we have n<> 
if that could be called a protective tariff. right to impose a system of direct or indirect bounties, and therefore 
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this whole bill is unconstitutional, because the eftect of it is in both On every barrel of pickled fish, 5 cents. 
instances to impose bounties in Javor of certain persons on certa.inarti- On every barrel of salted provision, 5 cents. 
des. What was the object of putting a bounty of 5 cents upon every barrel 

Mr. President, if this bill be constitutional at all U is as constitu- ofsalt-ed provisions? Was that to create sailors? It was said that the 
tional to impose a. bounty directly as it is to impose a bounty indirectly, object of a bounty to the fishermen was to create sailors in onr country, 
as suggested by the Senator from Kentucky. Therefore, accordin~ to hardy seamen, but the hardy seamen and the producer of salted pro­
tbe argument of the Senator from Kentucky and the inevitable logic Tisions alike became the beneficiaries of this law. 
of bis argument, we can only impose duties tor revenue and for no other So, sir, from the very foundation of oar Government w this moment 
purpose. That is his argument, and I do not see why it is necessary we have dealt in bount.ies and in drawbacks which are but bounties, 
for him to spend time in showing that we might impose a duty under and we have asserted, as the preamble to the first· law on this subject 
the reciprocity provision of the bill of 10 cents a pound upon tea. Ac- declares, that we have a right by our l~islation to encourage and pro­
cording to the logic of bis argument we ought t-0 do that now in this tect manulactutes. So the question sag1tested by the Senator from 
bill for the purpose of raising revenue, instead ot levying duties dis- Kentucky and the authorities read by him are mere "leather and 
criminating in favor of our industries where such discrimination is prunella" in the presence of :.ill these great facts and the history of our 
'1e '!med wise a.nd just; and the Senator argued for a long time to show country in this rej!a.rd. 
that this direct system of bounty was in this bill. When be was argu- What does it matter whether a State can give a bounty to a man who 
ing I took up the first volume of the United Stat.es Statutes, being at- will build a mill or not? This bounty is not pot upon such narrow 
tracted to it by his owastatement, which was that we had given bounties ~rounds as that: It i~ put upon the solid ground that we believe it is 
to fishermen for nearly a century of ti mo, and that in different phrase- as much to th_e ~nterest of the 65,000,0UO people t~at we produc~ our 
ology those bounties still ~ist, running through all the changes and I own suJl:ar as it is that we prod~ce our own steel ralls, or our c;>wn iron, 
mutations of politics practically since the found:!tion of our Govern- or our own ~nns, or our own ships. Are we to be dependent m case of 
ment. difficulty with Germa,ny upon the bounty-protected sugar of Germany? 

I am sorry the Senator fr. om Kentucky is not in his seat. I should I Are we to be cut off from ou~ supplies ~fsa~a~ from the isla~d~ of the 
like to ask him why it is that the fathers of tbe Republic, the men who sea because percban~e ~e are ma war with Spam or Gn:at Br1tam? It 
sat in the first Congress of the United St.ates and -who passed this law, seems.to me ~bat this view as respects o~r duty to b01ld !1P ~11 these 
did not see the unconstitutionality ot the provision as he now sees it, grea~ mdustr1es necessary to ou~ protection and preservation is as es­
and nearly one-third of them were members ot the Constitutional Con- se~t1al as an~ ot~er connecteCl with our Government. 
vention itself. These men, in 1789, on the 4th day of July-a mem- . Hnt there is ~till ~not~er view as regards the sugar bounty, and that 
omble dav-passed the law which I bold in my hand. They began it. is that the tnam ob.1ect is to produce cheaper sugar to 'the consumer. 
by saying: That is another main objec~·· GermanJ: thinks it wiser for her to pro-

Whereas it is necessary for the s uppor t of gov~rnment, fo1· t.he discharge of duce her Town sugar. R.us.:na does, Belgi~m doe.ci, ~~Ua.nd does, France 
the debts o(tbe United States, and the tmcouragement and p rotection of ma nu- does. W by do they thmk so? They wish to nt1hze lll the best pos-
factures, that duties be laid on goods, wares, aud merchandises imported. sible way their agricultural lands. and that is found to be the best way. 

That wa.s what our fathers thought of their constitutional power. Now, can it be said that because sugar may not be grown upon every 
Bat that was not all. They discriminated, and they gave bonnties in acre of land in the United St.ates, therefore the bounty is unconstitu­
this first law-to whom? They dealt with teas as we do. tional? That is the ar~ument of the Senator from Kentucky. I am 

On all teas imported from China or India, in ships built in. the United States, not so certain, and I will give a note ot warning on this question of 
and belonging to a citizen or citizens thereof, or in ships or vessels built in for- bounty to snaar-cane. If it be true that all the peoole who are inter-
eign countries, and on the 16th day of May last wholly I.Ile property of a citi- J ted · th" "'b t •t d d d d 1· •t · 
zen or citizens or the United S tl\tes and 110 continuiug until the time of imoor- es ID 18 oun Y spurn 1 an enounce an ec are l unconst1tu-
talion, as follows: ' • · - tional. they may find a Congress tbat will take them at their word. I 

On Bob~ wa, per ponnd, 6cents. for one am in favor of takina care of thatindnstryin tbesame way that 
On a.ll 8ouchon~ or other black tens, per pounll. lOcents . I take care of tbe beet indu:'try· but how long can i .. be popular to th 
On all Hyson ~as, per pound, 2•J cents. • . . 1 ti US 
On all other green teas, per pound, 12 cents. admmister this bounty when the l>eneficiaries of it say that it is an-
on all tea imported in any other manner than as aboYe mentioned, R'3 fol- constitutional and they spurn it? 

10()! Bohea tea, roer pound, l'> ccul . l\fr. President., I hav~ said a good deal u:iore than I intended when I 

Tb d
. . . . . rose to speak th1s mornrng. I merely desired to put upon record the 

us iscnmmatrng 9 cents per pound Ill favor of the men who at f: t tb t · th· t b"ll · t d d 'th b b th R bl" 
that moment owned ships in the Umted tates and sailed them. What ac a m 18 grea i . • m ro .nee ns 1 as een Y e . epu ican 
wast.he constitutional authority to gi ,.e those bounties to the men who party, t~tered and sustam_ed as it bas been by the Repubhcan party, 
were sailing our ships in 1789 ? Tile Senator 1rom Kentncky stated opposed m each and all oflts stages h.f the Democr~ts, I have done t~e 
t hat there was a public purpos3 in it, to improve and build up a navy b~t I coul~ as a mern.ber of t~e conference committee to_ arr~n~e it 
and commerce; but I should like t o know what interest the Kentucky fairly and Jnst!y ~regards the mt~rests I r~present. I beheve1t is .on 
pioneer had in the building up of our commerce which was at all equal the whole a fair bill to e_very sect1.oa ot this conn try. as a protective 
t-0 that of th m 0 h ed th h" to h , tt · d. · · t" . measure, and I do not. beheve that its general effect w1ll be to operate 
his favor e a w 0 own es 1P a ... e 11s 1 crumna ion rn harshly upon one section of the country as against another. I think 

Mr AL. DRICH 11. r 11 th "tt .11 11 to many of these duties are t-00 high. I have so said more than once upon 
• .a. • J..uy co eagne on , e commt ee w1 a ow me th· fl . I h t "ed ·th · th" "d r h Cb call his attention to a t b · h . ~ d . 18.19 t b f • . 1s 001. ave ri w1 my associates on 1s s1 e o t e am-

n ac :V 1c . :W·ts p~sse m - • o c ounu rn ber and on that to modify many of them. 
-t SLatutes at Large, page 331, which patd a bounty on refined sugar I have felt all the time that neither the State of Ohio no1· the tate 
of 5 cents a pound when exported. f M b tts th s t f I h' h I · Id 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator, and I wish he would hand 0 • assn~ u~e ~or e ta eo owa, w ic represent m part. con 
the statute to the Reporter. I should like to have it inserted make this ?111 as_ i~ oug~t to be. We .are no:w a. people. 0 ! _forty-tw_o 

M. ALDKICH y 11 · · States, bavmg diverse mterests and mdustnes and actn1ties. It 1S 
T~· stat te · · f. 1~ry ~e · for us in a j!reat measure of this kind, affecting the whole country, to 

e u ISas 0 ows. soadjustitandarrangeitasto create theleastpossiblefrictioninany 
An act allowing :m additional drawback on sugar i·efined in the United . ' ta I.es part of the country, anu deal justly and fairly by every section of 

anu exported therefrom. it. I have been animated by that SJlirit in what I have done person· 
Be it enacled by Ille Senate ana Ilouse of Rcpresenta!ives of tJLe United States or h 

.tmerica, in Congrtss assembled, 'rhat from and after the passage of tilts act ally upon t is bill, and I believe that my associates upon this side 
there shall be aHowed a drn wba.ck on sugar refined in the United States, and of the Chamber have been so animated. It goe now to the country 
exported therefrom, ofo cents per pound, in lieu of tbc drawback at present al- as nn experiment in many of its features, especially as respects the 
lowedbylawonsug:usoreHnedaude.xported: ProvW.cd,Tba.tlhisactshallnot SU!ror bounty. I hope to maintain it and sustain it in my place 
a\t.er or repeo.l any law now in force regulating the exportation of sugar re- · L-

tined in the United Slo.tes, except to change the rate of drawback when so ex- here, in a sense being responsible for it, as long as I have t.he opportu· 
ported: Ana provid~d. That this a.ct shall cease to be in force so oon as the ex- nity to do so, in order to test our capacity to compete with Europe in 
ports of sugar shall be equal to the imports of the same article. the production of sugar. 

Approved J1mu:uy 21, 1829. . 

Mr . .ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky says it is a great pub· 
lie purpo. e to build up a navy. So it is. If it is a great public pur­
pose to build up an army or a navy, is it not a great public purpose to 
be self-sustaining as respects our Army and our Navy? Is it possible 
that you ~u draw a line in this way, splitting and dividing hairs, by 
saying that one thing is a great public purpose and another is not? 
The Senator, it seems to me, in his argument failed to draw any dis­
tinction. Now, then, as respects the importation-I only illustrate it 
by tea. The fourth section of the same law provides: 

SEC. 4. A11a be it (further) enacted by the autl101'ity afOf'eaaid, That there shall be 
allowed o.nd paid on every quints] of dried and on every barrel of pick.led fisil 
of t?e fisheries of the United States and on every barrel o( salted provision of the 
Umted Sta.tea exported to any country within the limits thereof, in lieu o( a 
dralTback of the duties imposed on the importation of the salt employed and 
expended t.herein, namely: 

On every quintal of dried fish, 5 cents. 

I hope this bill wiil bave a fair test as respects its other provisions, 
and if it shall prove beneficial, as I believe it wil1, it will settle the 
question of the tariff for many years to come. 

But I feel sure that no measure can ever receive the apprOVill of the 
American people that is possible to be framed under the interpretation 
of the Constitution as delineated this afternoon by the Senator from 
Kentucky, because if his argument is true at all it goes to the point 
that we are compelled al ways under our Constitution to draw a line 
such as we drew upon Japan, a 5 per cent. or 10 per cent. or 20 per 
cent. ad valorem rate, because under bis argument we can in no way, 
directly or indirectly. discriminate against or in fa'rnr of nny int.ere t 
in this country. Surely that will not do. 

:'.\I:ESSAGE FROM TIIE IlOl:SE. 

.A. message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. M PllER ON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Hou P. had passed the bill t . 2014) for 
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tbe relief of certain settlers on the public lands of the United Sta1'es 
and to authorize the taking and filin~ of final proofs in certain cases. 

The message also announced that the Honse had passed a concurrent 
resolution directing the Clerk of the Eionse to number consecutively 
the paragraphs and sections of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the rev­
enue aod equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes; in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

SIGNAL CORPS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. BA.TE. I ask the indulgence of the Senate to present at this 
time a conference report on the bill in relation to the Signal Corp.q and 
the Weather Bureau. The bill as agreed upon by the conference com­
mittee is substantially the same as the Senate bill. There are some 
changes of phraseology which were mutually agreed upon by .the con­
ferees, but it does not affect the bill materially, and I therefore ask that 
the report be concurrecl in. 

The VICE-P.ll.E::>IDE~T. The C{)nference report will be reacl. 
The Secretary read as follows : 

Tho committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the a.men•lmeot of the House to the bill (S.1454) to increase the efficiency and 
reduce the exptinses of the Si1rnal Corps of the Army and to transfer the Weather 
Service to the Department of Agriculture, having met, after full and free con­
ference have agreed to reoommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

Tllat the House recede from its amendment to the bill of the Senate (S. 1454), 
and agree to the same with the following a.mendment8: 

In line 1, page 1 of the Senate bill, before the word "duties," insert the word 
"civilian;" and the !Senate agree to the same. 

In line 2, page 1 of the Sentlte bill, after the word" shall," insert the word 
" hereafter; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 2, page 1 of the Senate bill, after the word" upon," strike out" two 
bureaus, one" and insert in lieu tllereof the words "a bureau; " and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

In line 4, page l of the Senate bill, strike out the word ••transferred" and in­
sert in lieu thereof the words "established in and attached; " and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

In line 4, page 1 of the Senate bill, after the word "and." strike out the words 
"the other to be known a.s: " and the Senate a.:.:-ree to the same. 

In line5, page l of the Senate bill, a.ft.er the word "Army," strikeout the words 
"to remain in the War Departtnent" and insert iu lieu thereof the words 
"shall r1:1ma.in a. part of the military establishment;" and the Senate agree t-0 
the same. 

In line 6, page 1 of the Senate bill, after the word "War," insert the words 
"and all ostunate" for its support shall be included with other estimat~s for the 
support of the military establishment;" and tho Senate agree to the same. 

Jn line 7, paize l, section 2 of the &mate bill, a.ft.er tile word "tJ:w," strike out 
the words ··Signal L:orps shall, as at present, form a pa.rt of the .Army and the; " 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 9, pa-ce 1, 11ection 2 of the Senate bill, after the word" duties," insert 
the words "and of; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line JO, page I, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the woed "including," in­
sert the words "telegraph and-;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 10, page J..secLlon 2 of the Sena.te bill, strikeout the word "absolutely" 
and insert in lieu thereof the word "tbe;" and the 8ena.te a.gree to the same. 

In line 11, page l, section i of the Senate bill, after the word "ranges," insert 
the words "and other military uses; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 13, page 1, section 2 ol the Senate bill, after the word "collecting," 
strike out the word" information;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 13, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, arter the word "transmitting," 
strike out the word "it," and insert in lieu thereof the word "information;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 14, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, alter the word "otherwise," 
strike out the words" which duty" and insert in lieu thereof the words "and 
all other duties usually pertaining to military signaling; and the operations of 
said corps;" and the 8enate agree to the same. 

In line 27, page l, section 3 of tile Senate bill, after the word "established," 
insert the words'' and record;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 3. page 2, section 4 of the Senate bill, aft.er the word "Chief," insert 
the words·• of Weather Bureau;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 11, page 2, section 4fof the Senate bill, after the word~" expert in the," 
strike out the words "pre para.lion of weather forecasts, may temporarily, pend­
ing the training of a sufficient number of civilian experts for forecasting" and 
insert in lieu thereof the words•· duties of the 'VeatherSorvice may;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

In line 16, page :.!, secLion 5 of the Renate bill, after the words" shall be," in­
sert the word" honorably;" and the Senate agree to the same." 

In line W, pa!te 2, section 5 of the Senate bill, atter the word "shall," insert 
the words" if they so elect;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 21, page 2, section 5 or the Senate bill, after the words" continue as." 
insert the words "it s~ll be in the Signal Service;" and the Senate ,agree to 
the same. • 

In hue 23, page 2, section 5 of the Senate bill, after the word "observers,' 
strike out the word "now; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 24, page 2, section 5 of the Senate bill. after the word "service," insert 
the words "at said date;" and the Senate a~ree to the same. 

In line 4, p11.ge 3, sectiou 6 of the Senate bill, after the word ''performed," in­
sert the words '·long and;" and the Senat-e agree to the au.me. 

In line 5, pa.ge 3. section 6 of the Senate bill, after the word" board," strike 
out the words "of officers;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 6, page 3. section 5 ot the 8ena.te bill, after the word "war," strike out 
the word" has" and insert in lieu thereof the words "shall ha.ve;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

ln line 19, page 3, section 7 of the $enal.e Lill, after the words "which are," 
insert the word "hereby;" and the Senate agree to the Sl\me. 

In line 20, page 3, secUon 7 of the Senate bill, after the words "as to." in­
sert the words" be applicable to and to;" and the Senate agree to the eame. 

In line 21, page 3, section 7 of the lSena.te bill, after the words "corp'i in," 
strike 011t the word" such" n-nd insert in lieu thereof the words" the same;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 21, page 3, section 7 or the Senate bill, after the words "manner as," 
strike out the wo1·ds "now n.pplies" aud insert in lieu thereof "they now a.p· 
ply; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 25. page 3,section 7 of the Senate bill, after the word "examination," 
eirike out the words "by and approval of" and insert in Jieu thereof t-he words 
••and recommendation by; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 26. page 3, section 7 or the Senate bill, after the word "corps," insert 
the words "to be; " and the Senate agree to the Ao.me. 

In line 30. page 3, section 8 of the Senate bill, after the word "ma.de, 11 insert 
the words "m the Signal Corps; 11 and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 16, page 4, section 9 of the Senate bill, after the words "shall be," in­
se1·t the wort!" hereafter;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 19, pag-e 4, section 10 of t.he Senate bill, after the word "officials," 
strike out the wnrd "said" and insert in lieu thereof the word" which;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 21, page 4, section 10 of the Senatebi11,a.fterthe word "moneys," insert 
the words "pertaining tQ and; " and the Senate ag-ree to the same. 

In line 21, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, after the word "and," strike 
out the words "it shall" and insert in lieu the1·eof the words "said board shall 
as sonn as practicable; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 23, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, after the word "pTqperty,'' 
insc1·t the word "more; " a.nd the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 24, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, after the word "and," insert 
the words "not necessary;" an I the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 25, page 4. section 10 of the ::>ena.te bill, after the word "corps," Rtrike 
out the words" of the Army, and" and insert in lieu thereof the words "and 
what pa.rt of said property will be suitable and necessary for the Sigual Corps, 
and;" and the SE>nate agree to the same. 

In line 26, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, after the word "moneys,'' 
strike out the word" pertaining" and insert in lieu thereof the words" which 
shall be decided to properly pertain;" and the Senate agree to the St\rue. 

In line 28, page4, section 10 of the Senate bill, strike out the words" person 
as" a.ad insert in lieu thereof the words" bureau, and to the custody of;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 28, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, after the word" Agriculture," 
strike out the words "may direct.; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

WM. B. BATE, 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
C. K. DA. VIS, 

Managers on the part of Ute &nrrJe. 
B. M. CUTCHEON, 
FRANC rs W. ROCKWELL, 
JOS. WHEELER, 

Managers on the part of the Ilous!'. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the re­
port of the conference committee. 

The report was concurred in. 

MESSAGE FROM THE BOllSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPff:.ERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House bad agreed to the rf'lport of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. l{es.10-1) to 
permit the Secretary of War to grant a ruvocable license to use a pier 
as petitioned by vessel-owners of Chicago, Ill. 
· The message also annonni·ed that the Honse had passed the bill ( " . 

3521) for the relief of Timothy Hennessy. 
The message further announced that the House had pa.ssed the fol­

lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence ot the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 7552) to relinquish the interest of the United States 

in certain lands to the city and county of Sa.a Francisco and it.s grantees; 
A bill (H. H.11766) to correct the military record of .Marcellus Pet-

titt; and _ 
A bill (H. R.12123) granting a pension to Sophia Wenzel. 

UNITED STATES PIER AT CHICAGO, ILL. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to call up a conference report. 
Mr. ALDRICEI. I shall have to object. 
Mr. CULLOM. It will take bnta moment. 
Mr. ALDRIC EI. I allow&d. the report of the Senator from Tennes­

see [Mr. BATE] t-0 come in on the statement that it would take but a 
moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to go away, and this report will take but a 
moment. There will be no discussion abont it at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. 
Mr. CULLOM:. I present the conference report which I send to the 

desk and ask to have read. · 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreein~ votes of the two Houses on 

the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res.104) to permit ~he 
Secretary ot W n.r to ;n-an t. a revocable license to use I\ pier as petitioned by ves­
sel-owners of Chical(o, Ill., having met. after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses a.s follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment n 11mhered I to the reaolutiou of 
the House, and agree to the text of the same with the following .amendments: 

Line 3, after the word "of," strike out the words "said pier," and insert in 
Jieu thereof the words "the United States pier at Chicago, Ill., situated north 
and east of the lllinois Central Railroad Company's wharf No. I. and on south 
side of Chicago River." 

Line 8, after the word "mil road," strike out the word "car 11 and insert in 
place thereof the wo1d "company's." 

And the House agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagJ"eement to the amendment of the Sen-

ate striking out the preamble of said resolution and agree to the same. 
S. M. CULLOM, 
J. N. DOLPH, 
M. W. RA~SOM, 

Managers 01• Ute part of Ute &nate. 
WM. E. MASON, 
J.H.SWEN Y, 
FELJX OAMPBELL, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. '£he question is on concurring in the re­
port of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

PAY AND MILEAGE OF MEMBERS AND DELEGATES. 

Mr. MORGAN. This morning I entered a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate passed the bill (H. R. 12163) making: an ap-
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propriation to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for compensa­
tion of Members of the Hou e of Representatives and Delegates from 
Territories. I ask leave now to withdraw that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBOR..~ in the chair). With­
out objection, the reqae t of the Senator from Alabama will be granted. 
The Chair hears no objection, and the motion to reconsider is withdrawn. 

REPORTS OF CO:\DIITTEES. 
Mr. SA WYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re­

ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8124) granting a pension to Geo1·ge Evert.a; 
A bill (H. R. 12012) granting a. pension to Hannah B. Shepherd; and 
A bill (H. R. 9767) granting an increase of pension to John S. Fer-

guson. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire that the Senate non-concur in the amend­
ment of the House of Representatives and ask for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes. 

The mqtion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap­

point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. DAVIS, Mr. 
BLAIB, and Mr. BLODGETT were appointed. 

E~OLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHER ON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the 
following enrolled bills :md joint resolution; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 125) for the relief of Reaney, Son & Archbold; 
ROUSE DILLS REFERRED. A bill (S. 270) for the relief of the assignees of John Roach, deceased; 

The bill (H. R. 7552) to relinquish the interest of the United States A bill (S. 728) in recognition of the merits and servicca of Chief·En-
in certainlal!dstot~eci~ and conn yof San Francisco a?d its grante~s gineer George Wallace Melville, United States Navy, and of the other 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public officers and men of the Jeannette Arctic expedition; 
Lands. A bill (S. 968) for the relief of Amos L. Allen, survivor of the firm 

ThB bill (H. R.11766) to correct the military record of Marcellus of Larrabee & Allen· 
P~~ittwM r~ad twice by it.s title, and :t"eferred to the Committee on . A bill (S.1857) .t~r the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of 

'!he bil~ <:a:. R.12123) granting a pension~ Sophia We~zel was read A bill (S. 2;tl2) relative to the Rancho Punta de la Laguna; 
Military Affairs. I Chouteau Harrison and Va.Ile· 

twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pension8. A bill (S. 2916) to remit the penalties on gunboat No. 2, known as 
LAND SURVEYS. the Petrel j . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the A bill (S. 3269) for the relief of the administratrix of tbe estate of 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the Georg? W. L~~rence; . . . 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 10639) to amend section 2, act'of May 30, A b~ll (S. 3<>32) grantin~ a ~ens1on to G~oTg~ana W. Vo~des; 
1862, and asking for a confer'O'nce with the Senate on the disagreeing A bill (S. 3716) to provide tor t~e examu~ation of certam officers .of 
votes of the two Houses thereon. the Army and to xegulate promotions tberern; 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments A bill (S'. 3952) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
to the bill and accede to the request of the Rouse for a conference Alaba~a River at or near elma., Ala., by the Selma and Cahawba Val-
thereon ley Railroad Company; 

The ~otion was agreed to. · A ~ill (S.4021) to authorize the c.o~~ioners of the District of Co.-
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint lumbiato annul and cancel thesubd1vIS10nof part ofsqnarell2, known 

the conferees on the partoftheSenate; and .Mr. WALTH.ALL, Mr. PLUMB, as Coo_ke Par-k; . . . 
and Mr. DOLPH were appointed. · A bill {S.40 1) to provide for the mcorporation of trust, loan, mort-

1\ilCH.AEL M'GARVEY gage, and certain other corporations within the District of Columbia; 
. ' · A bill (S~4221) to confirm certain sales of the Kansas trust and 

The VICE-PRESIDENT la.id before the Senate the amendment of diminished reserve lands in the State of Kansas· 
the Ho~se of Re.presentatives to the b~l (S. 3196) g~anting ~-? increase A bill (S. 4354) to refer to the Court of Clai~ certain claims of the 
of pen51on to Michael .McGarvey; which was to stnke out the same Shawnee and Delaware Indians and the freedmen of the Cherokee Na.­
rate allowed for loss of both eyes'' and insert in lieu thereof the words ti.on, and for other purposes; 
"forty dollars per mont'h.'' . A bill (S. 4395) to authorize the construction of a. bridge across the 

Mr. DA. VIS. I move that the Senate concur lD the amendment of Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone County in the State 
the House of Representatives. of Mfasonri · ' 

The motion was agreed to. A bill {S. 
1

4396) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS 'RED LAKE RESERVATION-. Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in the 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the- amendment of State of .Missouri; 
the Honse of Representatives to the bill {S. ::S314) granting right of A bill (S. 4398) giving, upon conditions and limitations therein con­
wav to the Hed Lake and Western Railway and Navigation Company tained, the assent of the United' States to certain leases of rights to 
across Red Lake reservation, in Minnesota, and granting said company mine coal in the Choctaw Nation; 
the right to take lands for terminal railroad and warehouse purposes; A bill (S. 4403) to provide an American register for the .steamer .To-
which was to strike out "three hundred and twenty" and insert" one seph Oteri, Jr., of New Orleans, La.; 
hundred and sixty." A bill (S. 4405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
· Mr. DA VIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of Missouri River at the most accessible point within 1 mile above or 
the Honse of .Representatives. below the town of Quindaro, in the county of Wyandotte and State.of 

The motion was agreed to. Kansas; 
JOHN l\L DUNN. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the Housfl of Representatives to the bill (S. 4370) granting a pension 
to John :hL Dunn, which was, in line 61 after the word ''of," where 
it first occurs. to strike out "seventy-two" and insert "fifty." 

Mr. DA VIS. I move that the enate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Repre.sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 
CLASSIFICATION OF VESSELS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (8. 540) to :i.mend sections 1529, 
1530, and 1531 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to the Navy; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

MARTHA N . IIUDSOY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 

the House of Represent.atives to the bill (S. 4481) granting a pension 
to Marthan N. Hudson; which was, in line 3, after the word "laws," 
to insert "at the rate of $8 per month." 

Mr. DA VIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

Ur. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I move that the 
Senate non-concur in the ameudment and .ask for a committee of con­
fer~nce. 

.1\Ir. DA VIS. I withdraw my motion, and accept the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

A bill (S. 4309) granting the right of way to the Sherman and North­
western Rail way Company through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11459) making appropriations to supply de.ficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for prior 
years, and for other purpm•es; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 125) toextend the timeof payment to settlers 
on the public lands in certain cases. 

FREE-DELIVERY SERVICE. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 218) to allow the Postmaster-General 
to expend $10, 000 to test at small towns and villages the system of 
the free-delivery service, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. SA WYER. I ask that that joint resolution be put on its pas­
sage. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads have had a simi­
lar joint resolution under consideration and authorized me to report it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid­
eration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none. 

1\Ir. SA WYER. It takes no money to try the experiment. 
By unanimous consent, the Sena:te, as in Committee of the Whole, 

proceeded to consider the joint re:Solation. 
The joint resolution Wd.S reported to the Senate without amendment, 

ordered to a third reariing, 1ead the third time, and passed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS • 

A message from the President of -the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
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PBUDE.i..~ one of his secretarie.q announced that the President had this 
day app;oved and signed the f~llowing acts and joint resolutions: 

An act (S. 179) granting a pension to Ellen Courtney; 
An act (S. 577) granting a pens~on to Laura. J. Iv~? 
An act (S. 626) granting a pens10n to Mary E. Williams; 
An act (S. 1971) for the relief of William Clawson; 
An act (S. 4071) to provide an American register for the bark Cam­

panero, of Baltimore, lid. ; 
An act (S. 3852) to authorize the Eagle Pass Water Supply Company 

and tbe Compaiifa Proveedora. de ~gu~ de Ciudad Por1ll:io Diaz to 
c.onnect their water-works commumcations across the Rio Grande 
River at Eagle Pass, Tex.; . 

An act (S. 3996) to repeal sections 3952 and 3953 of RevIBed Statutes 
of the United States; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 95) to surrender certain bonds, drafts, !l'~dother 
papers in the Department of State to Robert S. Hargous, adm1mstrator 
of Louis S. Hargons, deceased; and . . . . 

Joint resolution (S. 123) to enable the commlSSlon bavmg charge ~f 
the prep:lration and erection of th~ statue, w~th s.uitable. emblematic 
devices thereon on one of the pnbhc reservat10ns m the city of Wash­
ington to the ~emory of General Lafayette and his compatriotB, to 
execnt'e the purpose expressed in the concurrent resolution adopted by 
the two Houses of Congress on the 28th day of August, 1890. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

· The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from ~he 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a. Senate :esolut10n 
of September 29, 1890, the last report of .the Government directors of 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from tlie Postmaster-General, 
in response to a Senate resolution of September 20, 1890, relating to 
alleaed records of the Confederate gove1nment valuable in connection 
with cerfu.in mail contractors' claims; which was referred to the Com­
mittee on PostrOffices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FRO:\! THE HOUSE. 

A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. ~lcPHERSON, 
its Clerk announced tb<>.t the Honse had disagreed to the amendment 
of the 8~nate to the bill (H. R. 7254.) to repeal timber-cnltoie laws, 
and for other purposes, a#!:reed to the conference asked by the S~nate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and bad appornted 
Mr. PAYSON, Mr. PICKLER, and Mr. HOLMAN managers at the con­
ference on the part of the House. 

The mes.sage also announced that the Honse had passed the follow-
ing bills: . . . . 

A bill (S. 1658) establishing a customs collection dIStr1ct to consLst 
of the States of North Dakota and South Dakota, and for other pur-
poses; and . 

A bill (S. 2938) concerning the jurisdiction of courts of the Umted 
States. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol­
low] ng bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2617) for the relief of Henry Clay and others, owners 
and crew of the whaling schooner Franklin, of New Bedford, Mass.; 

A bill (H. R. 3449) for the relief of James M. Lowry; 
A bill ( H. R. 6584) for the relief of certain enlisted. men of the o.rd­

nance Corps, United States Army, in the ma~t~r of claim~ for ~oui;ities; 
A bill (H. R. 6975) to provide for an additional as.5ociateJnstice of 

the supreme court of Arizona; 
A bill (H. R. 7641) for the reiief of Daniel C. Trewhitt, of Chatta­

nooga, Tenn. ; 
A bill (H. R. 9852) to authorize the Lake Charles Road and Bridge 

Company, of Lake Charles, La .. , to construct and maintain bridges 
across English Bayou and Calcasieu River; 

A bill (H. R. 11527) to amend chapter 1065 of the acts of the first 
session of the Fiftieth Congress; and 

A bill (H. R. 12187) to set apart certain tracts of land in the State of 
California as forest reservations. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con­
current resolution ot the House of Representatives; which was read: 

Resolved by the HoU8e of Representatii:es (fhe &nale concurring), piat the Clerk 
oftbe House be, and be is hereby, directed to number consecutively the pa~a.­
graphs and sections of House bill 9416, t~ reduce the revenue an~ equalize 
duties on imports, aud for other purposP.s, 1n the enrollment. of the bill. 

The Senate, by una-nimons consented, proceed to consider the resolu­
tion. 

Mr. ALDRIC II. From the conferees on the part of the Senate I offe1· 
an amendment to the concurrent resolution, which I send to·the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. Add at the end ot the resolution: 
And he is hereby further directed to enroll paragl"aphs 362 and 372, as follows: 
"362. Cables, cordage, and twine (except binding-twine composed in whole or 

in p1u·t of istle or Tampico fiber, manila., sisal-grass. orsunn) It cents per pound; 
all binding-twine manu!actm·ed in whole or in pa.rt of istle or Tampico fiber, 

manila, sisal-grass, or sunn, sevf'.n-tenths of 1 cent per pound; cables and cord­
age made of hemp, :::~ cents per pound; tarred cables and cordage, 3 cents per 

P'-!!1~~: Collars and cuffs, composed entirely of cotton, 15 cents per dozen pieces 
and35 per cent-. ad valorem; composed in whole or in part of linen,30ce!1tsper 
doz.en pieces and 40 per cent. ad valorem; shirts, and all articles of wea.nngap­
parel of every description, not specially provided for in this act, composed 
wholly or in part of linen, 55 per cent. ad valorem." 

Mr. PLUMB. I sbouldjustlike to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island if be will accept some other amendments to the bill through tl1e 
medium of this concurrent resolution. 'l'here are a number of amend­
ments which occur to me that I think ought to be made, even at this 
late stage. 

Mr. ALDRICH. These amendments incorporate the action of the. 
conlerence committee. It was erroneously engr~d by the clerks of 
the two committees. 

Mr. PLUMB. We have had this bill twice printed, I think, for the 
use of the Senate, and I supposed bad finally got it in ~e shape in 
which it was desired to pass it. I do not know what v~~ there .may 
be under which things may fall. Ot course I presu!lle it is. all nght, 
but I suggest that it is a very awkward way of domg bnswess, and 
rather more convenient than it is safe. 

Mr. CARLISLE. While I do not agree that the increases made by 
these paragraphs over the rates established by the bill as it passed the 
Senate ought to be made, yet it is a fact that they 'YerA agreed. upon 
in the conlerence committee, and they have been omitted by mistake 
from the report. Therefore I suppose the resolution is a proper one, to 
make the report conform to tbe actual fact. . . . 

Mr. ALDRICH. So tar as the first paragraph IS concerned it IS not 
an increase. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Bot there are increases. I allude only to tho3e 
parts which are increases. 

Mr. INGALLS. It would be interesting t-0 know whether now at 
last on the very heels of final adjournment, this bill and the repod of 
the 'conference committee have been so fur examined that we know 
that these are all the errors which need t-0 be corrected. It is certainly 
an extraordinary process that in a bill of tbi~ magni~de1 involving 
such questions and to endure for so long a period ot tlme, we should 
be called upon to vote tor a concurrentresolntion to direct an e~olling 
clerk to insert certain amendments in the frame-work_of the bdJ. 

I think before we agree to this resolution we bad better have some 
assurance from the conferees that the bill bas been gone over paragraph 
by paragraph and punctuation point .by pn~ctuation point, so that th.~ 
assurance may be definite that there IS nothing more to be .done, and if 
this has not been already arranged we had better leave thIS open as a 
kind of basket clause to t.ake in what other errors may be subsequently 
discovered . 

.Mr. PLUMB. It is somewhat extraordinary if in connection with 
the substance of this amendment it is found in fact that the conference 
committee have increased the duties on one certain thing at all events 
beyond that contemplated or made by the action of either H~mse. It 
seems to me that that is stretching the parliamentary authority of the 
conference committee beyond reason or authority. The two Houses 
seem t-0 have aareed on 50 per cent. as the proper duty on shirts and ar­
ticles of weari;g apparel composed wholly or in part of linen, and the 
conference committee very accommodatingly put it up to 55 per cent. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. I ought to say in answer to the suggestion. made 
by the senior Senator from Kansas (Mr. INGALLS) that the bill has 
been gone through ca.refully and thoroughly, I think, and these are the 
only errors which have been discovered, and I presume .the! are Ml 
that will be discovered. The effect of the amendments is Slmply to 
make the bill in accordance with the conference committee's action. 

Mr. HARRI8. l"desire to make an inquiry in regard to the resoln· 
tion. Is action asked upon the resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the amendment first. The ques­
tion is first on the amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Isl­
and. 

Mr HARRIS. The resolution, as I understand it, is proposed to 
corre~t the enrollment of the bill. There are two or three bills lying 
upon the table ot the President in resp:ct to which similia~ resolutions 
have been offered, which have been obJected to and are l~mg there. I 
am not sure that this is not the proper method of correctrn~ an error. 
I have favored it in respect to otbe~ bills, bnt it has. been objecte_d ~o. 
I am not quite willing to have this or any other bLll eorre~ted m .its 
enrollment by a concurrent resolution unless the san;ie rule is app~ied 
to the various bills in respect to which such resolutions ~re P.ending. 
Let the resolution lie over for the present. We can consider ~t la~r. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution will 
~~ . . . 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the commit-
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9416) to red nee the rev­
enue and equalize duties on imports, J;'nd for other pur~ses. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I had mtended to s:abm1ttotheSenate 
to-day some remarks in regard to the reciprocity feature that has been 
attached to th.is bill as it is now before the Senate and comei.i to us from 
the conference committee. The Senator from Kentucky (Mr. CAB­
J,.ISLE], in the able and exhaustive speech which he has made, has so 
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entirely covered the ground of criticism that I am not disposed to di:­
tain the Senate by any remarks of my own. 

I should have been glad, sir, it there had been more opportunity for 
the discussion of this most important report on this most important 
and serious measure 0f taxation, it there had been greater opportnuity 
ior Senators on this side and Senators upon that to have found out 
from those who have reportc,d this bill ha.ck to the Senate from the 
conference what were the reasons that constrained them at last to dis­
sent from the very moderate amendments and the very slight modifi­
cations that were made by. the Senate to the bill as it came from the 
Honse. 

But it appears that we are to be denied that opportunity. The fiat 
has gone torth that this hill is to be passed. It is to be hurried to the 
final act that is to make it a law. Whether it he that its friends-upon 
that side have discovered signs of disintegration in the party that nom­
inally support it is not for me to now question, but it'is with unseemly 
haste being rushed thro11gh the Senate without just opportunity tor 
criticism and examination. 

The Senator ll"om Iowa [Mr. ALLIRON] took occasion to criticise the 
position taken by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] in his 
most able and searching exam in 1tion of the reciprocity teature of this 
bill, this addendum that bas been made in the Sen 1te, this flag of 
trace, as the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] called it, that is to 
head the marching column of home-market ad herent.s as they come be­
fore the people. He seemed to think tbat because the Senator from 
Kentucky contended that a subsidy that was to be given to a particular 
class in this country, a subl·ention oat of tbe pockets of the people, oot 
of the Treasury of the United States to certain favored individuals, 
was not within the power of Congress, then his argument ought to have 
gone farther and to have extended to a denial of the power of Congress 
indirectly to aid a class or an industry or an interest by tariff taxa­
tion. 

Mr. President, there would be much to say upon that topic if this 
were the time and it this were the opportunity to discuss the power of 
indirect; taxation, bot the position taken by the Henator from Ken­
tucky nevertheless stands, and has not been directly attacked by the 
Senator from Iowa. It is incapable in my opimon of being success­
fully attacked by any one or in any quarter, and this must remain as a 
sheer, bald assumption of usurpation of power on the part of Congresl'I 
to take from the common Treasor_y ot all the ueop .e these millions of 
dollars to place in the pockets of thooe who shall manufacture sugar in 
Louisiana or elsewhere within the borders of the United States. 

The Senator from Iowa seemed to think that there could be no dis­
tinction drawn between the broad grounds Jor a tax for a public pur­
poseand those which support a tax levied 1or private pnq>0ses and con­
cern individual and special intere!';ts. 

Bnt, Mr. President, I onJy rose to say a very few words on one or two 
features of this report. We have just had onr proceedings interrupted 
by a resolution to correct errors in the enrolling ot the bill, and it is 
gratifying to know that in the accelerated speed with which this meas­
ure is being put through its preliminary sta!!es thie dropped stitch has 
been dis<-'Overed, and somebody who bad a cbeap shirt on his back has 
been hauled up and told be will notgeto:ff by any omission on the part 
of the conferees. 

We have discovered that we have allowed, owing to the speed with 
which it is necessary to go through with this matter, this important 
article of clothin.g to escape that tax which in all propriety you 
have put upon such articles, and therefore this man with a cheap 
shirt on his hack is not going to get off scot free, as be tbou(J'ht 
he might cio, by the omission and carelcssne~ of the committee. W~ll, 
I do not know whether there may be any other omissions or not. 

But, Mr. President, I was calling attention to this matter ot the sub­
sidy, which the Senator from Iowa seems to think is not amenable to 
the criticisms of the Senator h·om Kentu~ky, and that a subsidy is not 
only a proper abrl legitimate exercise ot the legislative power, but that 
in itself it is t.o be commended; that there is no obstruction to be found 
in the grants of legislative power to Congress to the passage of this or 
any other subsidy that the Congress of the United States may in its 
wisdom believe to be for the general good and the public welrare. 

I will stop long enough to call the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa ~ the fact t~at t.here are ~roa_d distinctions neces~rily lying at 
the ha.sis of all leg1slat1on of this kmd between a pubhc object and a 
private object to which the money of the people can be appropriated. 
A su~sidy that is to encourage one inJustry at the expense ot others, 
that IS to bestow a special favor upon a class or upon individuals that 
is not conferred upon all classes and upon all individuals, is obnoxious 
to every principle that lies at the basis of the institutions of this coun­
try. 

The Senator from Iowa seemed to think that a subsidy, a bounty. 
because it has obtained at certain times in our history, and been given 
upon certain public p;rounrts, may at all times lawfully obtain and be 
given indiscriminately whenever the ConbTTess of the United States 
shall think it is proper that it should be bestowed. 

Bot, Mr. President, I only want to call the attention of the Senator 
fr~m low:1 to the extreme result to which he is led by that logic. If 
this subsidy to the sugar manufacturers of this country, in Louisiana, 

or ~n K~nsas, or Nehraska, is legitimate and within the scope of our 
legislative power, then a subsidy to any other industry is likewise 
le~itimate. There i.~ no obstacle between the demand for such a sub­
sidy on the part· of any manufacturer and its reception except the will 
of Congress. If this is legitimate, then Congress may bestow upon a still 
larger class, and if worth is to be estimated by the extent ot' the class 
upon a wor.thier class, upon the growers of wheat and corn, upon the 
farmers of the country, a bounty or a subsidy out of the pockets ot the 
people in order to encourage their very depressed industry. There is 
no limit that can be placed by the argument of the Senator from Iowa. 
to the ex~rcise of this power. . 

Then, Mr President, we would be coming directly to that state of 
things towards which many steps have been taken in this l.iill a state 
socialism, in which the Government is to hecome a partner in, all in­
dustries, and in which the Government is to be called upon to aid and 
e11conrage, as it is called, any industry that is unp1ofitable by a bounty 
or by a tax. It matters not in principle whether this is done directly or 
indirectly. To this result -mast the logic of the Senator from Iowa 
bring us if we are to pursue his argument as a sound one. 

Mr. President, I only rise more particularly before this debate closes 
to place in tbe RECORD a table which I have, that bas been prenared 
very carefully by a very competent man, in regard to the labor-cost of 
one of the most important articles contained in this Rcheme of tariff 
tax~tio:n. I mean the labor-cost in the production ot steel rails, about 
which m the course of the debate during the last two months a good deal 
has been said on both sides ot this Chamber. There has been no argu­
ment matte ju~tifying the tariff tax that bas been laid upon stP.el rails 
or upon any otber ·ol the numerous commodities that are the subject 
of this bill exet!pt that it was meant to equalize the conditions of the 
manulacturers in this country and abroad, in order that. the manu­
facturer in this country might compete upon fairly equal terms. It 
has been called to tbe attention of the Senate more than once that if 
that were the only excuse for this taxation it was necessaiy to get at 
the exact difterence in the labor-cost for the production of these arti­
cles in this country and in Europe. 

I am 1ortunate in having had at this late day worked oui, as I said, 
by a very competent statistician, a statement ol the cost of labor in the 
production ot 1 ton of steel rails in the United States, the continent 
of Europe, and Great Britain, compiled from the preliminary report 
o.f the qommissioner of Labor as contained in House of Representa­
tives i\llscellaneous Document No. 222, ascompared with the report of 
Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 198. 

.By this table, which I shall ask leave to print in full in the RECORD 
it appears what is the labor-cost in the production of 1 tori of st~el raii.; 
in the Unite-l States, taking all the elements of cost, commencing with 
the production of the iron ore from the mines, 4, 137 pounds of iron 
ore necessary t-0 the prod action of a. ton of steel rails; the labor-cost of 
the prodnction of l,497 pounds of limestone, necessary in fl.axing that 
much ore; the labor-cost of the production of 4,808 pounds of bitumi­
nous coal, which is necessarv, according to the tables that we have be­
fore us, for the reduction ofthatmnch iron or~. fortheconversionofthat 
ma<'h coal into 3,0~2 pounds ot coke; the labor-cost for the conversion 
of the ore, ot the limestone, and the coke into 2,469 pounds of pig-iron, 
and the labor-cost and fuel for the conversion of the pig-iron into 2,488 
pounds of steel ingots; and finally, the labor-cost for the conversion of 
the steel ingots into 1 ton of steel rails. Ali the sten~ are taken into 
the account, so that this progression of labor-cost, which the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMONDS] has been so fond of referring to as be­
ing the only proper and accurate way of getting at the labor-cost of an 
article, is carried out, and we have as the result in the United States 
according to Mr~ Carroll D. Wright and according to these documen~ 
that have been presented to the Senate and are now before them. 
$11.5983 as the Jabor-cost in the United States Jor the production of 1 
ton of steel rails. 

From nine establishments on the continent of Europe and in Great 
Britain we have also a calculation of the labor-cost, taken from these 
same document.s. The average of all the nine establishments on the 
Continent and in Great :Britain for the production of a ton of steel rails 
calculated in the same manner, commencing with the production of 
the iron ore and ending with 2,240 pounds of the finished product of 
steel ra.i1s, is "$11.40 and filty-fi ve one-hundredths, making a difference 
of only 19 cents between the labor-cost of a ton of steel rails in the 
United States and the average labor-cost computed upon the product 
ot these nine establishments in Great Britain and on the continent of 
Europe of a prorl act of like amount. 

Therefore we have, to condense what I have just said, this remark­
able statement, that according to the Commissioner of Labor, Mr. Car· 
roJl D. Wrij.!bt, labor receives in the United States $11.59 t-0 produce a 
ton of steel rails, and according to the same report of thiM same Com­
missioner the average cost of production for labor in nine mills ill Eu­
rope, including the Continent and Great Britain, is $11.40 per ton. 
Hence in the United States thecos~ ofJabor is $11.59 and in nine mills 
on the Continent and in Great Britain it is $11.40. The difference in 
favor of the toreign-prodaced article, 1 ton of steel rails, is 'only 19 
cents. 

And yet t-0 cover that difference we have now a tax in the House bill 
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of $11.20, and in the Senate rednced by an amendment to this bill to I contained in this bill. It is not to cover the difference in labor-cost; 
$11. 76, bat raised by this committee ot conference back to the Honse it is not in order to protect the Ia.borer in the mills and in the mines 
rate of $13. 44. I that these rates are imposed. There is another and a difterent object 

Mr. President, this is only one of the very many exposures of what which is patent to every one who reads these schedules. I submit the 
tho Senator from Kentucky properly called the false pretenses tha L are table, which is as tollows: 

Oompa·rat fre statement of the cost of labor in t:he production of one ton, of steel rails in the United S tates, the continent of Em·ope, and Great Bi-itain. 
l Compiled from the preliminary report of the Commissioner of Labor, House Miscella neous Document No. 222, and compared with the report Senate M1soolla-

neous Document No. 198. Compiled by Ivan C. Michels, from House Miscellaneous Document No. 222, pages 29, 30, 33, 8.5, 41, 46, 47, 50, 59, and 60.] 

Continent o( Europe . Great Britain. Genera.I 
average 

Materia ls and successh-e stages of convel'sion. United 
States. 

For production of 4,137 pounds of iron ore .•..•..... ~ ............... S2.1423 
For production of 1,497 po•111ds of limestone....................... . 2tJ51 

i---~---.,.----,-------,----~----- 1---.---:----10~~:f:~e 
No.•.• I No.4.' No.5.' I No.6 .. • / No.7. * No.8. * I No.9.• No.1~.• No.11.• mllls. 

- ,----i----
sz. 6352 84. 0087 ,2. 6476 Sl. 338.5 I sz. 9765 oo. 920i e1. 6Ms si. lsu $2. 5028 $2. 4295 

. 2904 . 2004 • 2004 . 29<» • 29M • 2904 • 2904 . 200! • 29IJ4 • 2904 
For production of 4.~ pounds of bituminous coa.l .. ........ 1. 9728 1. 4952 2.1010 2. 5145 2.19?.A 2. 3.'35'> • 6'Ti9 1. 65:~ 1. 6731 1. Gm 1. 8082 
For conversion of above coal into 8,082 pounds of coke ..... . 5983 . 6996 . 4299 . 4222 . 2773 • 2141 • 3082 • 3729 . 5886 • 5501 . ~ 
For conversion of above ore, limestone, and coke into 

2,~69 pounds of pig-irou t ...................................... ............ 1.5763 
For conversion of above pig·iron into2,4!:!8poundsof steel 

inl?OtS ................ .............................. ..................... ........... 1.6891 1.2141 

.9457 .9456 .9004 1.2079 .7960 .9004 .7986 .9841 .9227 .9335 

1. 9779 2.1148 . 54.73 1.0623 1. 2589 . 1. 2-000 .8459 1.2912 1.2858 
For fuel (1.1 L tons bituminous coal) for conversion of above 

pig-iron into 2,488 pounds of steel ingots .. ...................... .. 
For conversion of above steel ingots into one ton (2,24.0 

.6904 .9124 
l 

1. 0123 . 9701 .7525 1.1610 1.0878 .876il .7725 .8485 .3130 

pounds) of steel rails.. ................................ .. .. .. ...... .... ..... 1. 5400 1. 0430 2. 5190 4. 6410 2. 5830 2. 6890 2. 9740 2. 0100 2. 5480 1. 8680 2.4860 
For ( l.17 tons) bituminous coal for conversion of above I I 

steel ingots int-0 1 ton of 2,240 pounds of steel rails ........... _. 9617 _· 7277 l. 0225 1. 2238 1. 0670 1: 1466 . 3299 • 9243 

Total..................... ... ............................... .... ............... 11. 5983 9. 7413 12. 8J45 15.1707 12. 8158 12. 7985 8. 0891 9. 5518 10. 7463 \ 10. 9021 ll.4055 
====--------------====-==.=..==:c=== 

.9844 .7932 .8143 

salaries of officials and clerks, fuel, supplies, repairs, oo 
Total cost of 1 ton of steel rails, including material, labor1 I I 

well as taxes ... ........................................................ :. .. ...... 25. 777 19. 576 22. l&l 25. 652 23.121 23.190 23. 743 '%/. 025 21. 907 18. 588 22. 776 

* Number oflocality of steel-rail mills as per page 34 of the preliminary report of the Commissioner of Labor, Honse Mi.<icellaneons Document No.222. 
t A clerical error in the report of the Acting Commissioner of Labor in8ena.te Miscellaneous Document No.198, of transposition of figures, "2,469" should read 

"2,64ll," which have <luly been ta.ken note of in the compilation of the a.bo,·e comparative statement. · 

Let me say while I am on this subject, lest I may be thought to have 
owitted anything that is at a11 important to the problem, this gentle­
man having worked oat the difference in the labor-cost of the common 
steel rails, commencing with the iron ore in the mine, also deals with 
the fignreR taken from the report of the f'.ommissioner of Labor that 
concern the t-0tal cost of a ton of steel rails in this country and in 
Europe, including material, labor, salaries of officials and clerks, fuel, 
supplies, repairs. and taxes. In the United States the cost, including 
all these things, the taxes, the Salaries of clerksandhigh-paidofficials, 
presidents of companies, vice-presidents, and secretaries, and so on, is 
$t5. 777, and in Europe the average of these nine mills on the conti­
nent and in Great Britain is $22. 776, making a difference altogether of 
$:~ in the labor-cost, including all these items, between Europe and this 
country. 

Mr. !:'resident, is it not a monst.rnus injustice, is it not a shame and 
a reproach to this Senate, that they should sit here day after day with 
these facts ascertamable staring them in the iace and yet gaining their 
own con~ent to place a burden like this upon the necks of the Ameri­
can people, a tax of $13. 44 to cov:er a mere labor-cost of 19 cents, and 
a cost, covering all possible charges, taxes, ma~rials, salaries, and all, 
ot only $3 between the production of a ton of steel rails in Europe and 
in t.bis c.mntry? 

Mr. President, that same analysis might be pursued as to the other 
schedule~ in this bill, and in every case yon would find that the tax, 
insttao. of being made to fit the difference in labor-cost in t his country 
and abroad, would multiply that difterence many fold; and that in the 
face, so far as steel is concerned. of the evidence that has been quoted 
here more than once of M~ior Bent, who is the president, I believe, or 
manager, of one of the largest steel works in the United States, that if 
you gave him free material he wanted no protective tax at all and could 
compete with the steel-rail makers of the whole world upon equal terms. 
· ·I am not about to detain the Senate any longer. l\Iy principal o~ject 
was to place upon the record this latest analysis that I have seen of the 
labor-cost of one of the most important articles contained in the sched­
ules or the bill before us. I know that I can not by detaining the 8en­
ate delay the passage of this bill, and I mast submit, as the rest of the 
citizens of the United States are compelled to submit, to the imposi· 
tion of the burdens that are contained in it, and only hope for that re­
lief which may come in the re1volving years, from a change of sent iment 
in Congress, brought about by an indignant e:xpreRSion of popular opin­
ion. 

There are many other things in regard to the features of this bill that 
deserve comment and to which the attention of the people should be 
called. There is no opportunity now to do it. 

The general adoption of specific duties in this bill is one of its most 
iniquitous features, adopted in the interest protessedly of a better ad­
mmistration of the customs of oar country, but really intended to 
iacrease the rate of taxation, by the device of a. hard and fast duty 
upon a commodity to head off and meet that cheapening process which 
is i!Oing on all over the world in its ~reat industries and in the com­
modities that are the products of those industries. So that when you 

Jay a speeific tax of so many cents or so many dollars per pound or 
per ton, you may laugh at the cheaper product tliat time and inven­
tion and skill evolve, for yon meet the cheapening process by the specific 
tax. This specific duty, amountingnowto50or6Upercent. ad valorem, 
in the process of time and by th" cheapening of these commodities 
mounts as they lower in the scale and b~comes 70 or 100 or even more 
per cent., as some of these taxes have become where they have been 
laid for long periods of time. 

It is one of the devices of those classes and of those interests for whom 
this tariff' fax has been so enormously increased. They seek t-0 ob­
scure from the people an idea of the true enormity of the measure of 
this t.axation and veil from them the burdens that they are bearing by 
this laying of a specific tax instead of the ad valorem tax, which 
always speaks for itself and explains what proportion of the value of 
an article goes in the way of tax either to the public Treasury or to the 
coffers of the protected mannfacturers. 

Bat, Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate longer upon this 
su~ject, and only trust that the people of this country will be able to 
beat with such equanimity as may come to them this increased tax 
burden, ant\ will in due time understand the-selfishness of the measure 
and of the men who are promoting it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. 1\Ir. President, at an earlier stage of this debate, 
the exact date I have not before mo now, tbe Senator from Missouri, 
who is not now in his seat [Mr. VEST], bad printed in the RECORD, in 
the coarse ot some remarks that he submitted upon the pending bill, 
an editorial from the New York Evening Post, of the 17th of April, I 
think, reflecting very severely upon the course of Mr. Joseph Wharton, 
ot Philadelphia, in respect of his position concerning .the duties upon 
nickel, it being the fact that Mr. Wharton is the principal manufact­
urer of that product in this conn try. 

I regret to say this in the absence of the Senator from Missouri, but 
I have his assurance that were he present be would himself put upon 
the record what I am now a.~king leave to do in reading the retraction 
that was made at a subsequent date by the editor of that journal upon 
a Jetter from Mr. Wharton concerning the editorial in questi1,,n and 
which he also printed in his pa.per. I will not make any further refer­
ence to Mr. Wharton's letter, which is quite long, but beg to read what 
the editor of the Post said concerning the matter. He said: 

\Ye frankly apologi ze t-0 Mr. Wharton for the misrepresentations info which 
we have been led concerning his attitude towards tile duty on nickel ore and 
concerning his min ing indus try. If we return to the sub ject of bis letter it will 
not be for the sake of excusing ourselves in these particulars. 

It was only just to the gentleman, who could not have an oppor­
tunity to correct this statement which had been put upon the record, 
that this correction should he pnt upon the record. 

:Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not rise to discuss this bill 
further than to remark that it is the result of the best deliberations 
that the two Houses could bestow upon the measure. There are things 
in the bill which I wish were otherwise. It does not come up io all 
respects to my standard of protection. I would not force any Ameri­
can citizen to work in competition with the pauper labor of other lands. 
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I would so place the tariff that we should only be compelled to com­
pete with others living in this country and enjoying the same advan­
tages. 

Against the constant declaration that the tariff is a tax upon the 
American people 1 desire to enter my protest. It is a tax upon those 
seeking our markets, not upon our people; and experience has shown 
that the only way to permanently cheapen prices is to do our work at 
home. If manufactn.ring is done abroad it will be done by trusts and 
monopolies. If done here in this con.ntry, where there is ample room 
for sharp competition among the American people, they will increase 
the amount of production and lower the prices throughout the coun-
try. There can be no doubt about that . . 

There has been so much said about foreign trade that I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate to the tact that a foreign market for farm 
products can not continue; that it will be but a few years when it will 
be impossible for ns to enjoy any portion of the European market for 
any farm product except cotton, and.. it is very doubtful whether we 
shall enjoy that monopoJy long. The history of the world for the last 
fifteen years has been entirely changed. New fields have been opened 
not hitherto explored. The market of Europe is a limited market. 
They only buy the deficiency to make up wba.t is necessary for their 
consn.mption of farm products, and they are making efforts which are 
producing great resulta to supply that market independent of the 
United States. 

For example, France at home has so improved the cultivation of 
wheat that her average yield, I am told, is 45 bushels to the acre. Other 
countries are taking other means to obtain a supply of that and other 
farm products. The Argentine Repuhlic is being opened. It is as good 
a country as-0u.r own for the production of all the farm products that 
we can produce, and in equal abundance, and with less labor. They 
have grand rivers running up through that country, which give them 
water navigation to the interior, and they are populating it by the 
million with the people of southern Europe who work at low wages. 
Italians, Austrians, and Portuguese are emigrating t-0 that country by 
the million, and their products are already enormous and are increas­
ing yearly. We Ctt.n not compete with them unless we get down to 
the grade of civilization ruid the grnde of wages that they are willing 
to work for. 

Africa is being explored and opened, and it is a virgin field for the 
production of the raw material, as it is called, although I claim that 
nothing is raw material upon which labor has been bestowed. but the 
materials that are least mauulactured, upon which the least labor has 
been bestowed. 

There are other fields being opened. India. is traversed by new rail­
roads, and over a thousand millions have been expended in t'Yenty-five 
years in the construction of railroads and irrigation works for the pur­
pose of developing the resources of India. Russia is also extending 
railroads over her vast domain. 

The millions of poorly paid laborers of those countries are going to 
supply En.rope, and it will be but a few years when there will be no 
market whatever for any of our farm products in En.rope unless we 
produce on the level of the lowe,;t paid labor in the world and against 
the vi~in fields of these new continents that are bein_g opened. The 
American people can not be red aced to that level. It is idle to talk of 
a. foreign market for farm products. That we mnstgive up. We must 
have some other market or no market at all. Cotton is in danger. 
They are attempting; to raise cotton in India. They will find other 
places besides the Southern States where they can produce it. 

The resources of Africa are not explored and not understood. It is 
said that portions of South America can produce cotton. The ti me 
may come when that means of export will also be cut off. Then what 
shall the United States export? 

We must buy from foreign countries those articles that we can not 
produce at home. We will buy them at whatever cost. We will have 
our tea and coffee and sugar, if we do not produce them at home. I 
believe we can, however, in a short time produce sugar; but mean­
while we will have those articles at whatever cost. How are we to pur­
chase them? Not by the so-called raw material, farm products, for the 
poor-paid labor of these new countries will drive us out of the foreign 
markets in that respect. Then how are we to do it? 

I say that there is but one mode of obtaining it, and that is to com­
pete with Europe in the hi~her grades of civilization and of labor and 
send our manufactured articles into those countries, M Europe does. 
We have all the advantages of Europe of having our raw material at 
home, and if we protect our manutacturers and aid our labor at home 
and bring the artisans of Europe here, and not their manufactured ar­
ticles, and manufacture here, we shall have a market of our own amply 
sufficient io absorb all the farm prod acts that can be produced. 

The farmer is short-sighted who looks across the oeean when already 
our home market is 90 per cent. at least of our entire market for farm 
products, and the other 10 per cent. hangs as a dead weight upon the 
energies ot the country, because the surplus that we sell abroad de­
termines the price of wbat is sold at home. 

If yon want better prices, have more consumers at home and use up 
the surplus here, and then you will fix your own price; -00mpetition 
here will fix the price of farm prod.nets. We are fast making a mar-

ket at home. This bill will add to that market. This bill, if it is al­
lowed to stand, will bring hundreds and thousands and mi11ions of 
artisans into the field to consume, and every farmer will have nea.r his 
home a. market for the prodn:cts that he can raise to support the manu­
facturers. If we do that and have large esta.blishmenta, the skill and 
genius of our people will manufacture better and will be able to com­
pete in any department of industry with any part of the world. 

Then we want one thing more. We want cheap and quick commu­
nication with the world. so that we can send them our manufactured 
articles. With the product of the skill and genius of the American 
people let us buy what we need abroad and cease to attempt to com­
pete with the servile labor of these new countries that are being opened 
for the expre purpose ot supplying Europe with farm products. I 
rejoice that there has been a step forward in this bill. Although it is 
not all we can desire, I shalJ vote for it with the highest pJeasnre. 
Mr~ COCKRELL. Mr. President, I merely want to read two tele­

grams that I have received in regard to this matter. One of them is 
dated Kansas City, Mo., Septembe1· 24, 1890, and is as follows: 

Free tin-plates arl.'I 11rgently needed by the West. The benefit that would re­
sul t from them to the agricultlll'al and other interests is incalculable. We re­
spectfully ask you to use all your influence in favor of free tin-plate. 

A.Rl\IOUR PACKING CO.MP A.NY. 

The other I have just received to-day, dated St. Joseph, Mo., Sep­
tember 30, 1890, and is as follows: 

We understand conference committee pla.ces duty on beans at 40 cents per 
bushe l. The crop United States this year is n. failure. Not more than quarter 
to one-third crop. This will necessit.atetbeimportatlon oflarge quantities beans 
from fo reign countries, and advanced cost will have to be borne by \Vestern peo­
ple. If date on which duty takes effect could be extended it wonld be a great 
boon to the \Vestern people, 88 their supply of this article must come from 
France and Germany and the short time given will not permit importation to 
this country for consumption until after the hlgher duty takes effect, which will 
be a hardship to consumers. 

J. W. WALKER, 
Presidtmt Board Qf 'l'rade. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH~ Mr. President, it is a subject of congratulation for 
the Senate and the country that the prolonged and wearisome discussion 
of the pending bill is at last to close. Atter a debate of such unusual 
length, extending to every paragraph and section of the bill, I do not 
deem it necessary to detain the Senate this evening beyond a brief exaw­
ination of some of the criticisms made upon the conference report by 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber. 

A comparison of the el11.borate provisions of the measure, which is 
soon to receive the official approval of Congress, with the terms of any 
tariff law which has heretofore been .enacted, will illustrate the magni · 
tude of the task we have had in band, and will at the same time fur· 
nish striking evidence of our wonderful industrial growth and develop­
ment. lt bas been found necessary to insert in this bill many provis­
ions and to include many items not contained in any prior tariff act, 
items covering articles and industries which had no existence, even at 
the time of the adoption of the act of 1883. 

This mea11ure em bodi~ foe most com piete ani comprehensive revision 
and readjustment of tariff rates that has been attempted in the annals of 
our customs legislation. That it is complete and perfect in all of its de­
tails I think no member of the Finance Committee or of the Senate will 
cbim. That it is entirely satisfactory in all of its provisions to every 
Senator or to any indi vidnal Senator I shall not claim. In its final form, 
as reported from the conierence committee, it may be said to fairly .repre­
sent the average judgment of the majority of Congress upon the inter­
ests of the whole people as well as upon the claims of sections and in­
dustries. 

We have been challenged thismomingbySenatorsupontheotbenide 
of the Chamber to pre.sent a justification for the many radical changes 
proposed, and to give to the country some statement of the principles 
which controlled the construction of the bill. As I was associated with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from New York . 
[Mr. HrscocK] in the preparation of the Senate tariff bill of 1888, which 
in most of its substantial features was identical with this, I may perhaps 
be permitted to speak upon this subject with some degree of authority. 

It is proposed by this measure to reduce the revenues, to relieve the 
people from nnnece!!!Sary taxation, to correct the errors and remedy the 
defects and inequalities of existing tariff laws, and to impose or read­
just impost duties to meet the requirements of new or changed con­
ditions. The framers of the bill, while striving to accomplish these 
results, have endeavored to preserve and extend the beneficent influ­
ences ofthe protective system. In order to provide for the successful 
pro ecution of est.."tblished industries and to secure the development of 
new one~, they have BOught to equalize, so far as legislation can do this, 
the conditions under which the various industries of the United States 
are carried on, in competition with similar industries in competing coun­
tries. 

These unequal conditions arise largely, if not entirely, from the greater 
compensation and the greater earnings of all the people eng~ed in all 
the useful occupations in the United States. The greater snm paid here 
to labor in all its forms enforces upon t1'e domestic manufacturer of 
man.v arltlcles a greater cost of production than that within the reach 
of his foreign competitor. To maintain the much higher level..of wagea 
in the United States, and at the same time to secure the widest posai· 
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ble diversification of our industries, it is necessary, in the view of those 
who believe in the wisdom of the protective policy, to levy duties which 
are equal to the difference between the cost ot production ancl distri­
bution in the United States and in competing countries. The Commit­
tee on Finance believe that in no case has a greater duty been imposed 
by the provisions of this bill than is necessary to secure this equaliza­
tion. Certainly no such case has been brought to their attention in 
the course of this long debate. 

I must confess my surprise that the distinguished Senator from Ken­
tucky [Mr. CARLISLE] should have devoted almost his entire speech 
this morning to subjects which. however important and interesting 
they may be, are simply collateral to the great problems of this bill. 
The questions he discussed belong, it seems to me, to the ante· bell um 
period, or more accurately, to an epoch long anterior to that. 

The right of Congress under the Constitution to levy protective duties 
and to authorize the payment of bounties for the encouragement of do­
mestic industries has been exercised so frequently without serious ques­
tion that the Committee on Finance did not suppose that the author­
ity of the Federal Government in this respect was a subject of doubt. 
The first Congress that met after the adoption of the Constitution im­
posed duties for protective purposes in definite terms and granted boun­
ties in lieu of impost duties to develop the fisheries, and I believe it is 
too late for the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] and the Sena­
tor from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], with all of their ability, to convince the 
people of the Unitej States that Congress is no longer in the possession 
of powers which it exercised at the very beginning of its existence at the 
suggestion and with the concurrence of the men who framed the Con-
stitution. · 

I Tegret that Senators upon the other side of the Chamber should have 
taken up a large portion of the day in the discussion of constitutional 
questions, and that they have found little time for an examination of 
the details of the bill. Both the Senator from Kentucky and the Sen­
ator from Delaware have contented themselves with denouncing the bill 
in severe terms, and calling attention in a general way to what they call 
its enormous increases in rates. The Senator from Delaware illustrated 
what he meant by enormous increases by citing orre case, that of steel 
rails. As the rat.es upon steel rails are red need by the bill from an exist­
ing .duty of $20.16 per ton on light rails and $17 per ton on heavy rails 
to a rate of $13.44 per ton on all rails, it is difficult to appreciate the 
force of the Senator's argument. The Senator from Delaware appar­
ently has foars that this reduction is not sufficient to drive out of ex­
istence our rail industry and to allow the rail-makers of Belgium and 
Great Britain to supply the American market; butwhyheshouldseize 
upon a reduction of 30 per cent. in a rate of duty as the basis ~fa claim 
of enormous increases is_ something which I do not understand. 

In the new adj ustmentand rearrangement of schedules it is true that 
increases in rates upon various products competing with our own have 
been made, and I propose to show, in as brief a time as I may, the char­
acter of these. They may for purposes of consideration be divided into 
four classes. 

The first class includes articles where an increase of rates was neces­
sary to correct errors or inequalities. To this c1ass belongs the increase 
in duties upon articles like tin-plate and cotton-ties, where by an erro­
neous construction of the law-0r by faulty legislation the duty upon an 
article has heretofore been placed at a lower rate than that .fixed either 
upon the materials from which it was made or upon articles used for 
the same purposes. To illustrate what I mean I will take the item of 
tin-plate. 

The duty upon galvanized-iron sheets. which are used for many sim­
ilar purposes with tin-plates, is 2t cents a pound. The duty upon the 
iron and steel sheets from w hicb tin-plate<; are made is 1! cents a pound. 
The cost of coating these plates with tin in the United States is three­
fourths of a cent per pound more than the cost in Wales, and yet the 
duty upon tin-plate is fixed at 1 cent per pound. We have thus pro­
vided an effective legislative prohibition against the production of tin­
plate in the United States. 

Hoop-iron, from which cotton-ties are made. pays a duty of L2 cents 
per pound. Hoops for baling hay, hops, or other products, or for use 
on barrels, tubs, buckets, or other articles in general use, pay a dnty of 
1.45 cents per pound, while cotto~-ties for baling cotton have been 
admitted at a duty averaging less than one-half of one cent per pound. 
The result bas been the destruction of the business of making cotton­
ties in the UnHed States and an improper discrimination in favor of a 
class and a section. 

As protective duties to be effectiv-e must always equal the difference 
between the cost of production here and in competing countries, and 
as this difference increases with every advancing process in manufact­
ure, so in a symmetrical and harmonious protective tariff the rates im­
posed must increase with mathematical precision from the duty levied on 
the erode material through each successive stage of manufacture to 
the ultimate finished product. Any infraction of this rule will result 
in discrimination and destruction. 

Take, for illustration, the metal schedule. If a rate is fixed which 
equalizes conditions in the case of iron ore . .a higher rate must be 
fixed upon pig-iron, and iron in bars must have a still higher rate, and 
so .on np through the whole scale of iron and steel duties. If we 

should fix upon a duty of $6. 72 per ton upon pig-iron as amply protect­
ive, and then place a duty of $3 per ton upon all iron and steel in bars 
or other forms, there would be no more pig-iron produced in the United 
States, and this industry would be lost to oar people for the obvious 
reason that with lower cost of production abroad all iron and steel 
would be imported in bars, billets, or other more advanced torms. 

In the construction of the pending bill its framers have sought as 
far as possible to cure all defects and to remedv all inequalities grow­
ing out of a want of proper relation in rates, .. and their action in this 
regard should be considered rather as a correction of rates than an in­
crease in du ties. 

There is another, more numerous, and much more important class of 
articles upon which increases have been made, more important not only 
from their greater value, but from the ultimate effect which their pro­
duction here would have upon the industrial future of the country. 
These are the articles or industries which, in the act of 1833 and in prior 
tariffs, we have surrendered withoutquestion to our foreign competitors, 
articles which we were then willing to confess could not be made in the 
United State.sand upon which we have never le\ied protective duties. 
These include all the finer and m_ore expen.o;i ve manufactures in every 
schedule of the bill. Forillnstration, asin the cotton schedule; we have 
increased the duties on all the finest cotton cloths, those which in text­
ure and in costrivalsilk fabrics. 'Ve have advanced the rates on cotton 
velvets, chenille goods, and on aJI fine fashioned hosiery and knit good.£. 
In the fl.ax schedule we have increased rates on all fine linen goods, 
on laces, lace window-curtains, and embroiderie of every descript10n. 
In the woolen schedule we have advanced rates on the finer dress goods 
for women's wenr1 -on all the more expensive kinds of cloths for men's 
wenr, and upon fancy articles composed of wool. In the silk ached nle 
we have raised the du.ties on silk velvets. and plushes, and upon silk 
laces and embroideries, and on ready-made clothing composed of si lk. 
Increases have also been mad-eon ornamented and decorated gJassware, 
china, and porcelain. On some of the more-expensive manufactures of 
iron and steel the duties have been advanced. Other increas:eshave been 
made on musical instruments, on fine tissue and surface-coated papers, 
oo.mana.facturesofi vory and shell, and many other mi. cellaneous manu­
factures of fancy articles. From arry economic standpoint an increase 
in the rates upon these articles is justifiable. They are all articles of 
voluntary use; none of them necessary for the comfortable existence of 
our people. It was the purpose of the committee in the preparation 
of this bill to formulate a declaration th:i.t hereaf.ter they should be 
produced by American working men a.ad women. \Ye have now .the 
requisite skill, taste, and the material for their manufacture, and every 
patriotic impulse dictates that we should make their production possi­
ble in the United States. 

Our importation of these articlesamonntecl lastyear to$200,000,000 
of foreign value, and ineluding duties and importers' profits, cost our 
people $350,000,000. Their production here would give employment 
to a million of men and women, and, if we include their dependents, 
four to five million people would be supported by this addition io 
our national workshop. These five millions of people wonldin turn be 
clothed and fed here and would furnish gren:tly enlarged mark~ts for 
our farmers and manufacturers. 

There is a third class of increases in duties where ad valorem rntes 
levied years ago have proven inadequate as protective barriers. The 
protection afforded ·by an ad valorem duty varies with the foreign price 
of the article upon which it is imposed. The uniform and persistent 
decline in values during the past twenty-five yeara of all mannfactured 
articles and nearly all the products of the soil bas greatly les enecl tbe 
protective power of such rates. . 

The relative difference in the labor-cost of production, say in pro­
ducing a po.and of yarn or a yard of cloth, between our own and com­
peting countries, has not changed to our advantage daring thi period. 
Other elements of cost have been greatly reduced, but with equal pace 
on both sides of the Atlantic. Fuller and more accurate statistic~ than 
were formerly accessible leave accentuated the difference in wages be­
tween the United States and European countries in e-very one of the 
great industries. 

If these differences are not greater than ten or twenty years ago we 
are more definitely conscious of their actual existence, and more thor­
oughly convinced of the necessity that they should be counteracted. 
To illustrate the decreasing value of an ad valorem rate with falling 
prices, I take the duties on cotton hosiery, although the article itself 
belongs to the class I have heretofore alluded to. Prior to 1883 there 
was a duty of 35 per cent. upon all cotton hosiery. At that time the 
finer kinds of women's fashioned hosiery were worth, say, $3 a dozen, 
and the duty would be $1. 05 a dozen. There has been since 1883 a de­
cline in price equal to one-half of the value, or, say, to $L50 per dozen, 
and the rate imposed by this bill would be 95 ceuts per dozen, and 
although it equals 65 per cent. ad valorem it furnishes less protection 
to the domestic manufacturer than the old rate of 35 per cent. furnished 
at the time it was levied. 

This may be further illustrated by tbe statistics of the importation 
of woolen cloths. The unit of value in J 868, as determined. by tbe 
imports for tha.t year, was $L52 per pound. For the year 1889 the 
unit ofvalue on the same clas~ of imports was $1.076 per pound. In 
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this instance a decline in values equivalent to nearly 30 per cent. is only no enormous increases in rat~s by this bill, but there are none what­
indicated in the period of tw.enty-one years, and a duty ot 50 per cent. ever. The American manufacturer is not asking for any increases in 
ad valorem in 18!:!l:J would afford no greater protection than 35 per cent. the protective duties on any of this class of articles, as none is neces­
in l~o8. An increased ad valorem duty does not, thereto re, furnish evi- sary; he has the entire American market to-day, and will retain it 
dence of increased protection. whether the tariff is higher or lower. In fact if it ~ere not for guard-

Taking the prices of merchandise a.~ our standard, 50 per cent. ad ing our procfucers against t4e surplus product of Europe in periods of 
valorem represents a lower tariff to-day than 25 per cent. represented great depression in prices, existing rates might with safety be very 
during the war, or to take for the comparison a more recent period, 50 ~reatly reduced. Our manufacturers supply nine-tenths of the domes­
per cent. in the pending bill will not a.lford the American producer as tic conanmption of all the articles of iron and steel ex cept those which 
much protection as 40 per cent. yielded him at the time of the last tariff have been discriminated against by legislation, like · tin-p1ate. They 
revision in 1&!3. supply the cloths to make tbe clothing of the working men and women. 

Mr. HARRIS. nr. President-- Our cotton manufacturers supply the cotton cloths and all other man-
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Isi.and yield ufactures of cotton in ordinary use by our people. This is nlso true of 

to the Senator from Tennessee? all art.icles in common m;e included in all the schedules. Not only 
Mr. ALDlUCH. Yes, sir. have our own manufacturers control of the market ot the United States, 
Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from Rhode Island, who but we exported last year of this class of manufactures $107,000, 000 

worth. 
is in charge of this bill, if he does not admit that in levying the rl uties 8enators upon the other side point out advances in certain paragraphs 
imposed by the bill the committee were controlled absolutely or largdy and seek from this to create the impression that we have made an 
by the idea of protecting American manufacturers, and not at all or iu enormous increase all along the line. These generalizations are wholly 
a very small degree if at all, by the idea of the amount of revenue neces- misleading and inaccurate. They have sought to prejudice the farmers 
sary to be raised by tariff taxation for revenue purposes. of the We.qt against the measure by the pretense that the articles in 

Mr._ ALDRICH. I will s~y to '!11Y tr~end from T~nnes.see t~at the every-day use by them will be greatly increased in price by its provis­
com~1ttee gave ample cons1derat10n alike to ques?ons affectmg the ions. After a fow months of experience with this new tariff ac t these 
reveuue and protection, as they deemed both _very importa~t. same fanr.ers will find that they can purchase clothing 1or tbemseh·es 

I havealrea~y allude~ to three classes of ar~1cles upon which we have and their families and their utensils for farming or domestic purposes 
rec?mmended mcreases m rates. There remarns but one other, namely, at the same or lower prices than be.ore, and tbe.v will learn to correctly 
agncnlt~ral ~rod~cts. The rates upon wool, t~bacco, barley, anrl the I value the gloomy forebodings and croa.kings of tbe whole brood of tariff 
wh?le li~t of agricultural products have been mcreased very l~rgely. _ reformers. I would suggest t-0 my friends upon the other side that the 
This a?tlon has been taken at the request of the representativ~EZ ot event is quite too near to mn.ke it safe to enter the realms of dismal 
the agricult.ural s~ct1ons and upon th? deman~ of t~e farme~ of the prophecy. 
country, wh_o beheve that the la.~e importations of competm~ prod- I do net believe that the higher and finer forms of manufacture to 
ncts--:-l~rg~ m the aggregate,_ a~though perhaps not large relatively- which I have alluded will be increased in price by our action unles.c:; it 
have lDJU.rio.usly affected. their mteres~. . should be temporarily. As the Sena tor from Vermont [Mr. EDM UNDS] 

. Every article upon wh1c~ the r-"~ of duty has been mcreased by the very truly suggests, all of onr previous experience shows tbat. when 
bill except th?Be mcluded m the hquor and tobacco schedules belongs Americau production and competition have been added to foreign pro­
t-0 on~ of the four cle.sses I have referred to. AB to all others t~e rates dudion the result has been a diminution in price. Do Senators upon 
~mam unchanged ~r have ueen redu~ed. There has b~n no mc.rease the other side of the Chamber seriously claim that the great mass ot the 
m rates upon any of that large class of ~anutactures w~1ch ou! friends people ot the conn try will be outraged by an increase of the duty upon 
11pon the. othe~ side are so fond of callmg the necessaries of life. Ou linen laces, or upon the finer kinds ot cotton, woolen, or linen goods 
many articles m common use by the great mass ot the people of the for men's or women's wear? These are the items to which they have 
conn try, including all ordinary grades of cotton cloth, all theJow grades repeatedly called attention. 
of wooh:n cloth, there have been reductions. Upon none of these in Mr. GRAY. How about cotton laces? 
any schedule bas there been any increase, -and I call the at.tention of Mr. ALDRICH. Cotton laces are the most expensive of all. 
Senators upon the other side of the Cham bet to this statement, and Mr. GRAY. Oh no. 
challenge them to quest.ion it.s accuracy in any particular. Mr. ALDRICH. 'They certainly are, and they are not worn hy the 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will_ the Senator allow me a moment? poor people in my part of the country. They may be in Delaw:ue. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certarnly. Senators u pan the other side are not con tent wi Lb claiming that enor-
MCCARLI8LE. AB the Senator challenges Senators upon this mans increases are universal throngbout the bill, but they insist that 

side-- . the rates have been raised much higher upon articles in common use 
.Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be glad to have the Senator pomt out a by the poor than upon articles of the same class that are used hy the 

sin~le exception to the statement I have made. rich. '.fhP~<;e claims are equally inaccurate and grounrlless. To sustain 
Mr. CARLl8LE. Does the Senator und~rtake~~ say that the cheap them an ingenious scheme has been devised of snbstituting in pince of 

woolen and worsted goods a.re not nec~ar1_e~ ?f lite tor our people? the rates actually levied by the bill what are naively called "e'}uirn-
Mr. ALDRICH. They are necessaries of Ille, an<J the duty on thP,m lent aa valorems." To such auextenthasthisbe1mcarried that Dcmo-

is reduced by this bill b~low the rates in existing law. cratic Senators no longer speak of the real rates imposed i .. the chedule, 
Mr. CARLISLE. It is much greater. . . but always of these imaginary ones; for instance, as I stated in a. col-
Mr. ALDRICH. I beg to assure th~ ~e~at.or that it is not. loquy with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] this mom-
Mr. CAl~LISLE. In the first place 1t is increased largely by chang- ing. they never quote the duty on cotton-ties at 1.3 cents per pound, 

ing the classification above the ~ine do.wn to the vl;llue of 30 cents to the rate fixed in the hill, but invariably at 105 or some other ex t rava-
15 cents per pound, and aJso by mcreasrng the specific rate of tinty as gant per cent. ad vaJorem. 
well as the ad valorem. To illustrate: As we have levied a duty of $30 per h ead on hor~es , j f 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is awax:e that upon the lowest grades horses are worth $5 each, this specific rate wonld be equal to 600 per 
of woolen and worsted cloths the pre.sent rate of duty is 35 cents a pound cent. ad valorem, and our friends may be found stoutly claiming that we 
and 35 per cent. ad valorem. Under the provisions of this bill it is 33 have taxed horses 600 per cent. ad valorem. We may not be able to 
cents per pound and a5 per cent. ad valorem. It is undon btedly true say in reply that there are no horses in Canada. or Mexico valued at $5 
that upon some cloths valued at or about 80 cents a ponnd there is an each: yet the gross in,iustice, not to say absurdity, ot the claim that the 
increase of duty, but those cloths do not belong to the class of which I bill levies a duty of 600 per cent. on horses would be evident to nl I fnfr-
am now speaking. minded men. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the present law imposes a duty, which the Sen- This plan of campaign, of attempt.in~ to show the v icious character 
ator has stated, upon all goods up to the value of 80 cents .a pound. of the bill by a jugglery with figures, seems to ha•e been first brought 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that. to the attention of our friends on the other side by a delegation of New 
Mr. CAL{LISLE. .And the duty o~ 33 cents specific ann so much ad York importers who appeared before the Fina.nee C-Ommittee some 

' 'alorem applies to goods worth less than 30 cents a pound. months ago. The state1J1ents made by this delegation have appnrently 
Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that. formed the warp and woof, if not the entire fabric, of most of the speeches 
Mr. CARLISLE. And on all a.hove 30 cents and between 30 and that have been made upon this subject on the other side of the Cbam-

80 cents it is largely increased: her. The hearin~ to which I refer was a notatile one. It was tbc first 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is trne as to the higher-priced goods. time in the history of this country that importers as a class bad un-
Mr. CARLISLE. And so in regard to worsted goods for women's d~rtaken to dictate what its tariff laws should be. The spectacle was 

and children's wear. one which will long retain a place in my memory. A lar~e number of 
Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that, and have so stated, that upon men, :filling the reception-room and the corridor of the Senate to over­

the finer and expensive goods valued at 80 cents a pound or in that flowing, representing, as they said, more than :five hundred firms and 
neighborhood we have · increased the specific rate, an increase made $200,000,000in capital. appeared before your committee and demanded 
necessary, however, by the increase of the duty upon wool. that no increase in existin~ tariff rates should be runde, and thaii a bill 

Now, I repeat that upon all the articles which Senators upon the that had alreadyreceived the approval of the representatives of all the 
other side ha•e described to-day as the necessaries ot lite there are not people should not be permitted to become a Jaw. If I bad the power 
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to faithfully reproduce that scene it would make the strongest possible 
argument in favor of the speedy passage of this bill. 

:i have no intention of questioning the eminent respectability of the 
get}tlemen who composed the delegation. Many of them were citizens of 
the IT nited States and entitled of course t-0 an the rights enjoyed by other 
citizens. Others were residents, temporarily at least., in our country, 
and entitled in the spirit of international comity to respectful treat­
ment. 

One could not help admiring the aggressiveness of this unique del­
egation. Intelligent-knowing precisely the limitations ot their own 
wants; skillful-the promptings of selfish interests having trained them 
to master the intricacies and weaknesses of our tariff laws; astute-­
with all the inherited shrewdness which belongs to e:eoerations of mer­
chants; famous-bearing names familiar upon every exchange in Eu­
rope; no such collection of men ever Lefore appeared at the doors of 
the .\merican Senate to influence its legislation. As importers they 
are entitled to have the revenue laws enacted by Congress enforced hon­
estly and without discrimination as to individuals. But these gentle­
men should be politely informed that in the :fixin~ of tariff rates broad 
questions of pubHc policy are to be considered, and not alone the spe­
cial interests of a. class whose enlarged prosperity might furnish the 
best indication of national decay. It may not be strange that these gen­
tlemen shQuld seek to guard their own bnsine.ssinterests, but it is to my· 
mind incomprehensible that the representati\"es of a great party should 
submit to their demands and make the cause they advocate their own. 

These gentlemen undertook, by the ingenious system of figure.~ and 
jugglery with ad valorem rates to which I have alluded, to show that 
the House bill imposed higher rates upon the goods used by the poor 
than upou those used by the rich. [propose t-0 carefully examine some 
of these statements. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow rue to ask him. as be has 
spoken oJ a large number-- · 

Mr. ALDRICII. I hope the Senator fron1 Tennessee will wait until 
I have concluded my statement, nnn then I shall be glad to hear bis 
suggestions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whynotwn.it a moment and let the Senator from 
Rhode Island make bis explanation? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator has spoken of a large number of im­
porters who, be says, made their demands. Will he be kind enough 
to state to the Senate the number of manufacturers who appeared be­
fore the Committee on Ways and Means of the House and the Senate 
Finance Committee making their demands in the same way? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thank the Senator for having put in antith2sis 
these two classes of people, and for calling public attention to the ef­
fect their re.spective demands have had upon the parties on either side of 
the Chamber as shown by theirnction upon this bill. As the Senator 
fromMassachusetts [Mr. Hoa&] suggests,oneclas~ represents American 
labor and Amelican industries, while the other class represents foreign 
interests alone. 

But all this is aside from the examination that I \Yas al.lout to make. 
I will first take the rate of dnty on cotton velvet. The Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] stated this morning that we had increased 
the duty upon cotton velvets from 40 to 118 per cent., thnsadopting a 
statement furnished by the importers of this article. These importers 
further atate in their printed brief that cotton velvets 'are used prin­
cipally by the very poorest classes of the population of the United 
States, and largely by the negroes of the Son th, 1 ' and that it would be 
a very marked injustice to this large class of people if the duty upon 
cotton velvets should be increased. 

In order to make it appear that this bill levies a duty of 118 per cent. 
upon cottton velvets, a foreign valuation is assumed of sixpence, or 12 
cents, per yard for goods 25 inches wide. Upon goods of the same width 
costing 40 cents per yard abroad the duty by the bill would be 17.6 
cents per yard, equivalent to 44 per cent. It is farther assumed by these 
importers that the >el vets paying the rate equivalent to 118 per cent. 
are used by the poor people and those paying 44 per cent. are used by 
the rich, and upon this assumption is based thestatemenli that we have 
levied upon the poor man's velvets nearly three times as much duty as 
upon the rich man's, and this in the face of thefactthattheactual duty 
per yarc! levied by the bill on the cheaper goods would be 14.1 cents, 
while on the dearer it would be 17.G cents. 

For the purpose of ascertaining the magnitude of tlie benefit which 
the poor colored people who are said to be the principal purchasers of 
theseJ?:oodsderive from the present low rate of duty upon cotton velvets, 
I bad a very careful inquiry made a few days ago as to prices at the 
various dry-goods stores in the city of Washington, and the lowest price 
at which a yard of 25-inch cotton velvets could be bought was 70 cents. 
I was desirous of finding out just bow careful these importers were 
of the welfare of their wards, for if yon should read the statements 
made to the Committee on Finance by these innocent ge.i;itlemen you 
would suppose that they were entirely oblivious to their own interests 
and that they simply appeared as the spe~al guardians of the poor 
people of the country whose rights were endangered. 

Now, if cotton velvets can be bought at 6d. per yard in GreatB1·itain 
and are sold for 70 cents in Washington, who receives the difference? 
The present duty is 40 per cent., or4.8 cents per yard, and the total cost 
laid no-rrn here would be, say, 17 cents per yard. Who is to-day en-

gaged in robbing these poor colored people in Washington and tbrnugh­
out the Sooth through the sale of' this article? Certainly not the Ameri­
can manuracturer, because very few cotton velvets are now made in the 
United States. An additional duty of lUcents per yard could be levied 
on cotton velvets and a margin of profit still remain of 43 cents per yard 
between the importer and the con~umer. The enormous wealth of the 
importer would not be lessened materially by this shrinkage in bis gains. 
I have not alluded in any invidious way to the great wealth of the im­
porters who appeared here, although it is doubtless true in m~ny cases 
that those who spoke for the several classes of manufacture, represented 
more wealth in the aggregate than all the manufacturers in the United 
States en~aged in making the same goods. 

The duty on pocket-knives is another item which has disturbed the 
consciences, if not the sleep, of Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber, and the increase which we have made in the rates upon cut­
lery has been paraded throughout the conn try as one of the great enor­
mities of this bill. They say that we propose to levy 117 per cent. 
upon cutlery; they seek to prove this by showing that if pocket-knives 
are worth ld cents a dozen: or a cent and a half each, the rate we pro­
pose would be equivalent to 117 percent., and they say further that as 
the rate upon a pocket-knife costing a dollar would be equivalent to 
only 75 per cent., therefore we are a1scrimmating against the poor man 
who buys a cent-and-a-half knife and in favor of th~ rich man who 
buys the dollar knile, notwithstanding the fact that the duty actually 
levied by the bill on the lower-priced knife is but l f cents upon each 
knife, while the duty upon ~ach of the higher-priced knives is 7,j cents. 
An impression is created, by quoting these equivalent ad valoremrates 
of 75 and 117 per cent., that we are actually levying a higher rate of 
duty upon low-priced knives than upoh the high-priced ones. 

I was anxious to find out who recei\"ed the advantage derived from 
the boon of 1 ~-cent jack-knives, and I made a. tour of the hardware 
stores of Washington, and the lowest-priced knife I eould find any­
where was 25 cents. 

Mr. FRYE. Twenty-five cents apiece? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Ye , 25 cents apiece as against an alleged cost of 

1} cents. I did find in a toy store what was called a knife, which sold 
for 10 cents, but it was utterly valueless. 

The duty on razors is another ot the items that gentlemen use to illus­
trate the enormities of .this bill. They say that upon razors worth 6 
cents each 01· 72 cents per dozen the rate of duty is 170 percent. , while 
upon razor;i worth 33 cents each the duty isonly5G per cent., and there­
fore that the razors for the poor are tnxed170 percent. , while the raz-0rs 
for the rich are taxed only 56 per cent. Instead, however, of the duty 
being more than three times iu one case what it is in the other, as would 
appear from this statement-I am speaking of the actual duty uow and 
not the duty which is produced by tbi jugglery of figures-i t i3 10. l 
cents each on the lower-priced razors and 18.2 cents each on the higher 
priced. The lowest-priced razor I could find in any of the Wasltfngton 
shops was 70 cents, but I was told they could be bought at 40 or 50 
cents. My informant, however, added, .: They are not good fo r any­
thing, and I would not advise you t-0 buy one." [Laughter.] I fol­
lowed the advice. I did not intend to buyone1 but I wished to know 
what became of these 6-cent razors. 

Another item which these gentlemen have used to illustrate the in­
iquities of the Honse bill-I am glad to say the Senate is relieYed to 
some extent in this respect-is that fixing the duty on spectacles. In 
this case the rate is placed at 300 per.cent. They say that if spectacles 
were worth 1.4 cents per pair the duty on them would be equh'alent 
to 300 per cent. (Laughter.] The lowest priced spectacles I could find 
anywhere in Washin~ton were25 cents per pair, and the man who offerell 
them for sale was candid enough to say of them, "The glass h~ window­
glass and the.. bows are worthless.'' 

This whole plan of showing that enormous increases in rates have 
been effected by this bill is based upon mathematirol exploits similar 
to these. Ifworthle38 pocket-knives, razors, and other articles name1l 
are ever imported into the United States at the low prices indicated , 
then the American people are the sufferers, for they are forced to pur­
chase them at the price of useful articles. Positive prohibition wonlcl 
be the best remedy for this class of imports. 

Now, I will not take up the time ot the Senate, as I might do very 
profitably, to go through this entire list. I could refer yoa, if time 
permitted, to similar statements made in rogard to dress goods, woolen 
cloths, ancl m.any other articles. In commenting upon this bill Sena­
tors upon the other side, or their allies the importers, never 'luote the 
rates actually imposed. It is always the equivalent ad valorem based, as 
I have shown, upon some impossible or imaginary foreign value. I fear 
that this method of discussing a serious question, however, will be con­
tinued to the end, and that in the campaigu which ends on the first Tues­
day in November, from every platform in the United St.at.es and in 
every newspaper we shall have this story repeated ad nauseam, of tho 
105, 170, 200, or 300 per cent. ad valorem rates imposed by this bill. 

Possibly we ought to be satisfied with the self-restraint of these gen­
tlemen. It woufd be just as easy to say that if spectacles were worth 
seven-tenths of a cent a pair, instead of 1.4 cent.a per pair, the rate of 
duty would be 600 per cent.; or that if jack-knives were wo1·th one­
half of a cent each instead of ll cents each the rate would be 350 per 
cent. ad Yalorem; or that if razors were worth 1 cent each instead of 
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6 cents each that tbe ad valorem rate would be 1020 per cent. If a 
high ad valorem equivalent is desired to revive a failing cause, with­
out regard to facts, t here is no limit to the mathematical capacity of 
the gentlemen who are engaged in the importin~ of these articles. 

There are two or three provisions of the bill that have been the ob­
jects of special attack as to which I feel that I ought to make an ex­
planation in beha1f of the committee. 

There is no paragraph in this bill which has been so persistently and 
so bitterly opposed, and there is none which appeals for support with 
such irresistible force t o all protectionists, as the paragraph which levies 
an increased duty upon tin-plate. To give some idea of the magnit ude 
of the interests involved in this change I will say that in 1889 we im­
ported 360, 000 tons of tin and terne plates from Great Britain, of the 
foreign value of 21,002,209, u pon wh ich duties were paid amounting 
to $7,279,459. All the e plates came from one locality, and we took 
three-quarters of their en tire output. I have already given the reasons 
why these plates were not produced in the United States. Our failure 
resultssolelyfrom defective tariff legislationJ which we now propose to 
remedy. 

Tin-plates are simply thin iron or steel sheets, cleaned in an acid 
bath and coated with tin. The coating process is very simple, and con­
s~ in dipping the sheets alternately into palm or some other oil and 
into the molten tin. If the tin-plate industry should be fully estab­
lished in the United States, as it can be, it would give employment t-0 
at least 70,000 people. 

We enter the competitive race for this product with no disadvan­
tages except the greater cost of labor and the want of experience. We 
can and do roll the iron and steel sheets; all the sources of supply of 
block-tin are open to us, and it iq a disgrace for which-Congress is alone 
responsible that we are dependent upon foreigners for our entire supply 
of this exceedingly usefu1 article. In almost every other direction the 
developmentof our manufactures of iron and steel has been remark­
able. 

For instance, the production of pig-iron in the United States in· 
creased from 3, 700,000 tons, or 147 pounds per capita, in 1880, to nearly 
10,000,000 tons, or313 pounds per capita, in 1890. This surprising ex­
hibit is but an indication of similar growth in every department of 
iron and steel production, with the exceptions I haYe named. As the 
metal schedule of the existing tariff act is, from a protective stand­
point, with the exception I have referred to, the most complete and 
satisfactory of any, this wonderful expansion affords an apt illustra­
tion of the beneficence of the protective system and furuishes an unan­
swerable argument in behalf of the continuance and enlargement of 
that policy. I deem it necessary, however, in view of the importance 
which this proposed change in rates bas assumed in public estimation, 

· that the objection urged agaiast its imposition should be clearly set 
forth and definitely answered. 

It is urged that the effect of the additional duty of 1.2 cents per 
pound will be to largely increase ~he cost of tin-plate to the American 
consumers. To this I answer that the price paid by the American con­
sumer for a number of years has been greater than it would have been if 
American competition had been insured by a protective duty. Foreign 
manufacturers and importers have taken advantage of their complete 
control of the American marke to maintain prices at a higher level 
than would otherwise have been possible. This is shown conclusively 
by the following table comparing prices of tin-plate for a series of 
twelve years with the prices of p:alvanized-iron sheets, steel rail8, and 
cut nails for the same period. The difference in the relative percent­
ages of decline is very marked. 

Comparison of average prices for twelve yeara, from. 1878 to 1889, of tin­
plates, galvanized-iron slieets, sf.eel rail.!, and cut nails. 

'tS-' 
Liverpool Prices in the United Q)d 

~o prices. States. c: o-d p .. C: 
<D!!!::t 0 0 I -

~6 8. 'tllll. 

"' Year. H H....: e1+>"0 .!!i" ti d .. ,.. or . ,£g Iii Q) s:: :;:: c 
·;;; :J 8. +o4) ·- <D = do 

~.: ~-3 !! e ;-;ig, .. ~ 
<D..S - ~CJ ~~ ,!::i: .. 411il ~ .. 
~tnS .:! ~s:i. ::I u 

·-CJ ce o u 00. QQ, 
P-t 8 8 o.!: s::i. 

---- --- --
Cknts. s. cl. s. d. Ctnta. 

1878.... .... ... . .. ...... . .. • .. .. ... .. ...... 5. 55 14 9 19 3i 61 w. 25 $2. 31 
1879 ................................... .. ... 5. 87 17 3~ 21 8 7t 48. 25 2. 69 
1880 ............... .................... ...... 6, 25 19 l t 24 9l 7! 67. 25 3. 68 
1881 .. ................ ... ........... ......... 5. 78 15 4{- 19 9t 7ll.L 61.12t 3. 09 
1882 .. ............... .. .... ............ .•.••. 5. 78 15 ll! 19 10! 48. 00 s. 47 
1883 ................................ ......... 5. 78 15 ll~ 19 llt :n. 75 8. 06 
1884o '""""" •• '""""" ••••""""'••••ow• 5, 20 15 10 18 S ~ 80. 75 2. 39 
1885.. ...•.....•... .. .....• ...... .. .. . . ...... 5. 20 13 St 16 9! 4l 28. 50 2. 33 
1886 ......... ··••·········•• ....... ..•...•. 5. 32 13 ot 16 5,t 4t 3(. 50 2. Z"l 
1887......................................... 5.09 13 I} 16 7 4l :r7.12t 2.30 
1888....................................... 5.55 13 • 17 • •• .. . .,.12.03 
1889 ................. .................. ...... 5. 32 13 7 18 0 4! 29. 25 2. 00 

------------
.A.veragefo.r twe!veyears...... 5.56 lG 1 19 1 5.9 4.l.26 2.63 

Percentage or price of 1889 I --;-= = 
below average price............ 4. 5 9. 9 5. 7 28. 3 29. l 24..1 

· It will be observed that the price of charcoal tin-plate for the year 
1889 in the United States was but 4! per cent. below the average for 
the whole period of twelve years, disclosing a significant constancy, 
while the decline upon the other articles mentioned, where the Amer­
ican manufacturer was brought in competition with the foreign pro­
ducer, was very much greater. On galvanized-iron sheets, which com­
pete with tin-plate for many uses, the average price for the same twelve 
years was 5. 9 cents per pound, and the average price in 1889 was 41 
cents, the price in 1889 being 28.3 per cent. less than the average for 
the whole period. Compare this with a reduction of but 4~ per cent. 
on tin-plates . The average price of steel rails for the same twelve years 
was $4:1.26 per ton, while the price in 1889 was S29.25 per ton . or a de­
cline of 20.1 per cent. The price of cut nails, upon which the tariff 
rate was prohibitocy for t he whole period, was 2. 63 cents per pound, 
while the price for 1889 was :t cents a pound, or a redaction in that year 
as compared with the average for the whole term of 24.1 per cent. 

For this comparison it will be seen that I have taken three articles 
in common use, upon which the duty dnring the whole period has been 
protective, and the American market supplied by domestsc producers, 
and these show a decline in price of from 24 to 29 per cent. as against a 
decline of 4! per cent. in the price of tin-plate. Further examination 
would show that the price of tin-plate has been more successfully sus­
tained than that of any other manufacture of iron or steel. 

It should be borne in mind that the quotations used by Senators 
upon the other side to show the low cost of tin-plate to American con­
snmerd apply only to one grade and that the cheapest. This quality, 
IC coke, is sold by dealers here on a comparatively small margin of 
profit. The price at which this grade i sold is from 4.4 to 4.5 cents 
per pound, but all the heavier weights of bright tin-plate and all terne­
plates are ~old at a muc b. higher price. The following table shows the 
prices of the better class of tin and terne plates: · 

H i.;,..."O .. 
0 Q _., <D 
,o ,...:... 8 ~"O 8 

~i ~~;~ I~ 
0 :c~ ~~~..c .. Qllt 
!P .~:::: ~"' ll.O> -
~ Q,)- ~~d~ al 

B ran us. 

Braud " Melyn, " or first­
cla.ss grade brighb tin, 

0 1 ~ 0 8 -,-1-,-r---1--
charcoal: In ches. .l.hs. Ctmls. Pei· ct. 

I C .. .. ................ ... ... ..... 14 by 20 29 108 St;. 00 15. 55 1. 29 20. 50 
IX .. ... ........ . ....................... do ...... 27 135 7. 50 5. 55 l. 62 21. 60 
IXX ............. ............... ..... do .. .... 26 160 9. 00 5. 62 1. 92 21. 83 
IXXX ........... . ................ .. do . . . ... 25 180 10. 50 5, 83 2.16 20. 5G 
I.XX.XX ............................ do ... . .. 24 200 12. 00 6. 00 2. 40 20. 00 
IC......... .. . . .... .... ... . ...... 20 by 28 29 216 12. 00 5. 55 2. 59 21. 58 
IX .. ...... ................ ........ ..... do...... 27 270 15. 00 5. 55 8. 24 2L. 60 
IXX ......... ......................... do .. .... 2G 320 18.00 5.62 3.8! 21.33 
IXX.X ........ , ..................... do ...... 25 360 21. 00 5. 83 4. 32 20. 56 
IXXXX .. ............... ..... . ..... do ...... 24 4.-00 24. 00 6. 00 4. 80 20. 00 

Charcoal roofing-plates 
(terne). lead and tin 
coat, {brand 1\L F.), or 
equal: 

I C. ......... ..... . .. ....... .. .. .. 1-i by 20 29 
IC ................. ............... 20 by 28 29 
"Hamilton's Best" IC .. ... do...... 29 

"l!'or cheap work(" Besse­
mer" coke tin) cheapest 
and poorest grade made 
(for cans) : 

IC............. . ... .... ........... 14 by 20 29 

108 
216 
216 

108 

6.75 6. 25 
13.50 6.25 
16.50 J 7. 63 

4.75 4.39 

1.28 
2.59 
2.59 

'-~I 

18.90 
19.29 
15.69 

27.15 

It will appear from this table that when IC coke is sold to the 
American consumer at 4.39 cents per ponnd, other weight.a vary in 
price from 5.55 to 7.63 cents per pound. Most of the importers and 
large dealers in tin-plate have special brands which they com.mend to 
their customers that are sold at a. still higher price. For instance, I 
have before me a. large number of quotations, taken from trade papers 
in Chicago, St. Paul, and other points in the West, in which special 
brand.9 are quoted at from 7.40 to 8.10 cents per pound. This table 
also ehows the percenta~e of increase in present price which woald 
take place with an increased duty of 1.2 cents per pound, if this rate 
should be added to the cost. 

Of the importations of tin and terne plate in 1889, amounting to 727,-
945, 972 pounds, about 40 per cent., or 290, 000, 000 pounds, were terne­
plates-these are steel or iron sheet.s coated with lead and tin-of uri­
ous weights, and used for roofing or other pnrp~es. This would leave 
an importation of 437,000, 000 pounds of bright tin-platilS. From this, 
however, should be deducted Hi6, 000, 000 pounds exported, this latter 
amount being Rubstantially all bright tin-plate of the cheaper grades, 
leaving a net importation of 271,000,000 pounds of bright tin-plate of 
all g:anges and widths consumed in the United States. There are no 
statistics available showing the relative proportion of light and heavy 
weight bright tin-plates hich go into domestic consumption. 

The Senator from K entncky in the course of the discussion read a let­
ter from a gentleman by the name of Potts, I think, of Philadelphia, 
in which it was stated that the price of tin-plate was 4. 22 cents per 
pound; that he could not huy the steel sheets from which it must be 
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:made, in Pittsburgh, at less than St cents per pound; and the Senator 
concluded from this that tin-plate could never be made in the United 
States. 

Now, I hold in my hand a letter from this same Mr. Potts quoting 
the price of imported steel sheets in another form. He quotes "IC 
20 by28 terne ALT old process $7.50 per box" of 108 pounds, or 6.94 
cents per pound. _ 

Mr. CARLISLE. Tin-plate or terne-plate? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Terne-plates, which are less expensive to produce 

than tin-plates, the lead costing very much less than tin, and the cost 
bf manufacture being no greater. 
, The importers and dealers who have these special brands and sell 
them at high prices are amon!! the most persistent objectors to an in­
brease in duty, as American production mightinterferewith their profits. 
While imported iron and steel sheets coated with lead are selling, as 
I have shown, at from 6 to 7! cents per pound, iron or steel sheets of 
corresponding gauges coated with zinc, of American production, are 
sold at 4.22 to 4.87 cents per pound. This contrast shows the relative 
effect of the presence or absence of protective duties. 

I believe I have demonstrated that our people are to-day and .have 
been for years paying a higher price for the iron or steel they purchase 
in the form of tin and terne plates than in any other form. Senators 
upon theothersidensk, ''Why then do we not make our own tin-plate?'' 
For the reason that the 'Velsh and English iron-masters control this 
market, and whenever an attempt is made to commence its production 
here the price goes down, as it did in 1873 and in 1879, when such at­
tempts were made. 

It is objected that the additional duty will so increase the cost of the 
tin utensils in universal use, and of other articles made from tin-plate, 
as to impose grievous and unnecessary burdens upon all consumers of 
these articles, and to cripple, if not destroy, great industries which have 
been built up with cheap tin-plate. 

It is said that the people who buy dairy-pans, coffee-pots, dinner­
;kettles, and tin cups will be enormously taxed by the imposition of 
this duty. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] not now 
in his seat dwelt in eloquent terms upon the feelings of the poor col­
ored woman in North Carolina when she found that the price of her 
tin cup was advanced by this monstrous bill. 

This allegation demands careful examination. I hold in my band a 
statement which bas been very carefrrlly prepared, giving the prices 
of all the tin utensils in ordinary use by all classes of our people. 
This table shows the wholesale price, the size, the weight of each, and 
the sum which would be added to the cost of each by the 1. 2 cents per 
pound additional duty, and also the present retail price. 

1rir. FRYE. If the duty is a tax? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; ifthedutyis a tax, and ifthewholeofitshould 

added to the present costofthese various articles. The wholesale prices 
are taken from the price-list of reputable manufacturers in Baltimore, 
and the retail prices were obtained from a well known establishment in 
Washington. 

Manufacturers' wholesale prices of tinware, with 11resent dut.tJ on tin-plates, 
and cost of same if whole of proposecl increa..,ed duty of 1. 2 cents per 
pound is added, together witli the present 'l'etail price. 

Articles . Size. 

Co:ffee-pots,"binged coyers.. 3 quarts ........... .. 
Buckets, COTered ............. ....... do ....... - ....... . 
Cups .......................... _...... i oint. ................ . 

Do ............................. 1 pint ........ ........ . 
Dish-pans ........................... 12quarts ......... .. 
Dish-kettlee........................ IO quarts ......... . 
Milk-kettles, improved 4qun.rts ........... . 

side handles. 
Dinner-kettles, trays, nnd 3 quarts ........... .. 

caps. 
Do...................... .... ... 4 quarts .......... .. 

Sq a are dinner-kettles, No.1.. .............. . 
tray, flask, and cup. 

Do ............................. No.2 ................ . 
Tea-kettles, straight- ......... 3 quarts ........... . 
Oil-cans, improved ........... 2'quarts .......... . 
La.rd-caruJ,improved ......... 5 gals. (40 lbs.) .•. 
Dairy-pans, IC ........... ,........ 4 quarts ..... ...... . 
bl.ilk-pans, IX.. .... - .................. do .............. .. 
Pudding-pans, IO, re- ...... do ................ . 

tinned. · 
Rinsing-pans, IO, re- lOquarts ......... .. 

tinned. 
Dish-pa.nil, IX, deep, i·e- 14 quarts ......... .. 

tinned. 
Saucepans, relinned ......... . 
Wash-bowls ...................... . 

~!!~i~~~~ ~ ::.·.·.·:.·.· ... :·:::::::.:·:::.: 
Sprinklers .... . ... ............... .. 

4quarts .......... . 
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This table is in itself a complete answer to the charge that the larger 
duties on tin-plate will augment the price of any article of tin-ware to 
the purchaser for use. 

I shall not take the time of the Senate to read the whole of this state­
ment, but will call attention to the resnlt in a few cases. Take for in­
stance a pint tin cup, which seems to be-the article which troubles our 
friends on the other side most. They cost at w holesa.le lBt cents per 
dozen, which is a trifle over a cent and a half each, and they weigh 3} 
ounces, and if the ~hole duty were hereafter to be added the total cost 
would be 1.8 cents each; and they sell at retaff everywhere in the 
United States at 5 cents ea{!h. Does any Sern~tor seriousiy believe that 
anything will be added to the price of a tin cup to the purchaser at re­
tail on account of this iMrease in cost at wholesale (if it should take 
place) of three-tenths of a cent on each cup? 

The present wholesale price of coffee-pots is $1.10 per dozen, or 9.1 
cents each. The weight is 1 pound and 4 ounces, and if the additional 
duty is added the total cost will be 10. 6 cents each, and the retail price 
is 25 cents. 

Four-quart dairy pans that our agricultural friends are interested in 
cost now 42 cents per dozen, or 3! cents each, and they weigh half a 
pound. They would cost with the higher rate of duty added 4.1 cents 
each, and they sell at retail for 15 cents. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the Senator mean they will cost 4.1 cents 
more than the"\' cost now? 

Mr. ALDRICH No; the entire cost if the new dutyisadded would 
be 4.1 cents. The cost at. present is 3! cents; they will cost, if the 
whole duty is added, 4.1 cents. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Has the Senator any statement which will show 
the increased cost of all the tin utensils used in the United States by 
reason of this increased duty-because that) after all, is the test-not 
what a tin cap or a coffee-pot or a pan or some other article used will 
cost, but what would be the increased cost of the whole consumption 
of these tin utensils? Of course the Senator m~y select any particular 
arLicle and show that the increased cost will be so small as ro be almost 
inappreciable, but when you come to the aggregate, the whole amount, 
we have the correct test as to what will be the effect of this bijl, be­
cause it applies not merely to tin cups and coffee-pots and pans, but 
to all the articles of tin consumed in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the additional duty should be added to the cost 
of all the articles produced in the United States and this entire sum 
paid by one person, say by the poor working man or woman the Senator 
refers to--

Mr. CARLISLE. It is all paid by the people. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It would undoubtedly prove a serious burden. 
I would suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that there are two 

important questions in controversy between us in regard to this mat­
ter: First, whether the addition of 1.2 cents per pound to the present 
duty upon tin-plate will increase its cost or the cost of the articles made 
from it in the United States. I do not myself think it wiJJ perma­
nently, but if it does, the next question is, who will pay this increased 
cost? I am now engaged in an attempt to show that if the duty should 
be added to the cost of articles or utensils made from tin-plate this ad­
ditional cost would not be paid by the purchaser of such articles at 
retail. The amount that would be thus added to the wholesale price 
in any case would not be sufficient to increase the cost of the article at 
Tetail in any part of the United States. Neither would the margin of 
profit to the retail dealer be materially diminished. 

If the cost of roofing-plates should, as a result of this "legislation, be 
increased 1.2 cent~ per pound it would add to the cost of a roof .65 of 
1 cent per square foot, or increase the cost of a roof of a house 25 by 50 
feet in size, $4.87. · 

I agree fully with my friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who in his 
remarks this morning stated that the effect of the imposition of this 
duty will be to transfer this industry from Wales to the United States, 
and furnish our people with cheaper aHd better tin-plate. . 

Mr. FRYE. Has the Renator the price of tin cans? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; and I will give them to the Senator in a.mo­

ment. The competition between the American iron and steel manu­
facturers and those of Great Britain for the .American tin-plate market 
will be intense; but I greatly mistake the temper and the ability of 
our mechanics and manufacturers if within three years from this time 
they are not able to show to Congress such results, both as to prices and 
production, as will fully justify the action we are about to take. 

The American producer will experience only the disadvantage! have 
alluded to. We have equal skill, energy, and capital, and if, by wise 
legislation, we equalize conditions as to labor, the American market 
is ours, ours to enjoy forever. I am quite willing that the future of the 
protective policy should depend upon the success or failure of the duty 
imposed by this paragraph. 

Mr. GRAY. Am I to understand the Senator from Rhode Island to 
say that he thought in three years it would be possible in this country 
to produce all the tin-plate consumed here? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon; I did not hear hia re­
mark. 

Mr. GRAY. Do I understand the Senator from Rhode Island tosay 
that he thought in three years it would be p'lSSible to produce the tin.· 
plate in this country that would be adequate for its consumption? 
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l\fr. A LffRICIT. A very considerable portion of it. upon it by the provisions of this bill would be 44. 26 per cent. instead 
Mr. GRAY. I will ask th~ Senator from Rhode Island, in the mean of 60 per cent. a.q be has sngg~ted. 

tiw~ wno w1H pay about ;t;5U,UOU,OUU of tax at the rate of 2.2 cents a Mr. CARLlSLE. If the Senator will allow me, I understand hini 
pound that will be collected on tin-plate imported in those th;ee years? to say that if all the importations--

Mr. ALDRICH. It will probably be divided between the foreign Mr. ALDRICH. I made the statement as plain and explicit as the 
. :manufacturers, the importer, the producer of these articles for sale English language could make it, that if goods in exactly the samd 
at wholesale, and possibly the retailer. I think there will be a division quantity and of exactly the same value that were imported and pa.i1 
all along the line. I do not think any purchaser of tin cans or of tin n dnty in 1889 should be imported in 1891, the average would be as 
buckets for consumption will be affected to the slightest extent by the have stated. I will say farther that under the provisions of this bill 
change in the rate of duty. . the average ad valorem rate upon nll merchandise, free and dutiablef 

Mr. GRAY. That is to say, the. tax: of $50, 000, 000 will be collected taking the importations of 1889 as a basis, would be 27.10 per cent. 1 
in three years while we are waiting for this industry to be developed, which is greatly below the average rate of the Mills bill or any bill 
and will not be an appreciable burden, in other words, to anybody in ever prepared by any Democratic committee in either Honse of Con-' 
this country! gress. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will be au appreciable burden, of course, in the Mr. CARLISLE. That is upon the ·supposition that the statemen4! 
sense that it will diminish profits no'v altogether too lar~e. It will not in the tables are correct and show all the increase in the rates of duty1 
be a burden felt by the mass of the people, like the su~ar duty, for in- a s?'tement which I undertook to show this morning could not· be ac .. 
stance, which Senators upon the other side of the Chamber with one cepted because the expert who made the table himself admit.a that there 
voice are seeking to retain. are many cases in which be could not make the calculation, and in o~det 

Mr. FRYE. What is the diffeyence on tin cans? to nscertain exactly all the increa8es he:e we have to resort to informa .. 
1\Ir. ALDRICH. If the difference in duty should be added to the cost tion outside tor the purpose of ascertaining quantities and values; and 

t>f 3-ponnd cans it wonld amount to about four-tenths ot a cent each. my statement was that upon the articles etill remaining upon the 
The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] made a touching appeal to dutiable-list under this bill the rate of duty will be nearly 58 per 

us the other day in behalf of the canner3 of fruit in Delaware, begging cent. 
that they might be relieved from the great impositions placed upon them Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator's argument perfectly, and 
by this bill. It must have escaped the attention ot that Senator that his statement, and be wiH agree with me, I suppose: that if we should 
we propose to red nee the cost of sugar 2 cents per pound for .his friends, still further increase the free-list by placini;c three-quarters of the remain .. 
and if they use a pound and a half of sugar in a 3-ponnd can, as they ing dutiable goods upon it, leaving nothing bot spirits and tobacco opon 
may occasionally, we save them 36 cents per dozen on canned fruits the dutiable-list, the rate would be raised still higher. 
as against a possible increase of 6 cents per dozen in the cost of the cans. Mr. CARLISLE. Of course that would be the effect. 

I say to th1tt Senator that I do not think the people of Delaware will lfr. ALDRICH. The statement of the Senator from Kentnoky-1 
euffer very much f.rom this bill, take it by and large. We shall reduce do not mean any disrespect to that Senator-is another of those ma.the· 
the cost of their sugar in spite of the protest and vote of one of their matical exhibits which can be made to snit varying tastes or opinions. 
representatives here. As a comparison it is not fair. The items considered are not the same in 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator is laboring under the impression that both cases, as in one the most important of all, namely, sugar, is left 
zngar-is osed in the canned products, or in a large proportion of them. out. · 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is certainly used in the canning offrnita unless Mr. CARLISLE. Sugar is now taken off the dutiable list. 
the canners of Delaware have some peculiar process by which they avoid M.r. ALDRICH. I understand that, but yon are endeavoring to show 
the use of sugar. the effect of' this bill as compared with the present law, and yon do not 

Mr. GHAY. The Senator has not learned quite as much as he thinks take into consideration the relief to the people of the United States of 
he has. · . · $60,00U,000 of taxes which are now imposed by the duties upon sugar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. I undoubtedly have not. If the can- Mr. CAHLISLE. Certainly, but I undertook to show that, notwith-
ners of Delaware do not use any sugar I have much to learn in that standing yon put $60,000,000on the free-list, yon add more than $64,· 

· regard. 000,000 to the dutiable list, which offset.a it and nearly $4,000,000 be· 
l have taken more time than I intended in the discussion of the tin- sides. 

plate duties, but there is one other objection which I think should be Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean that we have placed $64,-
noticed. Jt. is said that if this new burden is imposed the destruction 000,000 on the dutiable list from the free-list? 
it would cause would be unavailing, as tin-plate can not be produced Mr. CARLISLE. I include upon the free-list about $5,000,000 
in the United States; that it never has been made succ~fully out.aide transferred from the free-list to the dutiable list, and the remainder is 
of a small district in Great Brita.in, and that all attempts to promote its made op by the increase of rates on articles still remaining on the 
production in Germany and elsewhere, even in other parts of the Brit- dutiable list. 
ish Tulands, have resulted in failure. It is claimed that the Welsh peo- Mr. ALDRICH. I of course do not know the basis upon which the 
ple have such a peculiar aptitude for or knowledge of this manufacture Senator makes that statement. I may perhaps be pardoned if I am 
as to make its successful production elsewhere impossible. somewhat suspicious of average ad valorem rates when I find that 

The experience of Germany is the best answer ·to this. The produc- they are so often based upon hypothetical goods and imaginary factB. 
tion of tin-plates in that country in 18".i4 was 12, 100 tons; in 1886, I have not seen the Senator's computation, bat it must have been made 
13,600 tons; in 1887, 16, 720 tons; in 1888, 18,231; in 1889, nearly 20,- by some' system of mathematics not familiar to me. 
000 tons. The importations into Germany from Great Britain, which Mr. CARLI~LE. It is the old system. 
in 1884 amounted to 5,417 t-0ns, had been reduced in 1890 to about2,- Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, the old Democraticsyslem. 
000 tons. The Germans do not nse as large an amount of tin-plate as In 1888 we had for the first time, Ithink, in the history of this coun-
we do, for obvious reasons, but it is very evident that the German man- try a tariff bill made in terms and by name the essential part of a party 
ufactnrers have secured the control of the German market. platform. The indorsement of the so-called Mills bill by the Demo-

! have here-but \vill not stop t-0 read it-a statement taken from a cm.tic party at St. Louis was definite and distinct. That was the in­
Frenchnewspapershowingthattheprodnctionoftin-platesin France last spired measure which was to lead the people of this country from pov­
year was more than 14,000 tons, or nearly the whole amotlllt consumed erty to wealth. It embodied the wisdom and the intelligence of a 
in that country. In fact, every other nation with energy and skill is great party. This bill, its teachings and provisions, have been treated 
engaged in making its own tin-plates, and it is incomprehensible that by Democratic Senators in this discussion with silent contempt. To 
Senators upon the other side should in this respect so persistently dis- the three hundred and ninety paragraphs in theschednles, up t-0and in­
courageeveryattempt to place American producers on an equality with eluding Schedule 277, amendments were offered by Senators upon the 

· their foreign competitors. other side of the Cl}amber, and of these, one hundred and thirty-five, 
The Senator from Kentucky bas undertaken to show the general effect or nearly one-half, were at rates greatly below those in the Mills bill. 

of this bill by the use of average ad valorem rates, as in anotiher case I The platform adopted with soch solemnity two years ago has been for­
have referred to. Ile says if the merchandise dutiable under this bill gotten or is passed by in disdain. Every one of the amendments I 
shoold be hereafter imported in the same quantities and at the same have alluded to received the solid snpporf of Democratic St::nators. 
values as in 1889, that according to bis computation-I do not qoite 

1 
There was noscheduleand hardly a paragraph of the bill that escaped 

know bow be makes it-the duty paid would average 60 per cent. a.d your attacks. Attempts were made to reduce duties on alcoholic per­
valorem. fumery, cosmetics, embroideries, and articlM ofluxnry of every descrip-

Mr. CARLISLE. I said nearly 58 percent., witlloutincluding any- tion greatly below the rates in the Mills bill, and yet amendments of 
thing for the increase made by the administrative bill. tbL<; nature received the vote of eve1·y Democratic Senator. If all 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator, in order that there may amendments offered from the other side bad been adopted, no Congress 
be no misapprehension here or elsewhere about the effect of this bill, would have dared to enact them into iaw. They would have ru th­
that the avera~e ad valorem rate upon all the dutiable merchandise iu lessly destroyed every great industry in the United States. These 
1889 was 45.13 per cent. under existing law, and if merchandise should amendments did not represent any economic system nor the matured 
be imported in 1891 in exactly the same quantities nnd of exactly I convictions of any large number of people. Yonr attack was made 
the same kinds and valne, the average ad Ynlorem rate of duty imposed without order and with no idea of consistency, andjt is nry fortunate 
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for the people of the country that you did not succeed in any in­
staµce. 

I would like, if time permitted, to say a few words about the woolen 
schedule, but it is now nearly 6 o'clock. ["Go on!" "Go on!"] 
I must, however, say a word about the duty upon binding-twine, over 
which a long contest tOok place in the conference. The conferees on 
the part of the Senat.e called the attention of the House coolerees to the 
influences and considerations which controlled the action ot the Seq, 
ate. We were met by the suggestion, which it_ was very difficult for 
us to combat successfully, that a~ide trom any exhibition of folly and 
greed on the part of some of the gentlemen enga)l;ed at present in mak­
ing binding-twine this industry was entitled to reasonable care and 
protect!on. With conflicting views the result was necessarily a com­
promise. We divided the Senate rate, making the duty seven-tenths 
of a cent per pound. 

I hope that with this rate the domestic manufacturers of this article 
will be enabled to continue its production. They may, by close econ­
omy and by reducing their expenses in every possible way,_ be able to 
exist; but I have some doubts about it. If the rate proves madequa ·e 
to secure the manufacture here we may trust to the wisdom and good 
sense ol some tuture Congress to correct our mistake. 

The duty upon binding-twine at present is 2! cents per pound. It 
was proposed by the Mills bill to make the rate 15 percent. ad valorem, 
which, upon the range of prices for the past two or three years, would 
have been equal to 1~ or l!cents per pound. This rate ot seven-tenths 
of a centp pound is therefore the lowest rate wuich ha.sever been in­
corporated in any tariff blll reported to Congress by any committee, 
Republican or Democratic. 

Mr. CA.RL£8LE. As the Senator refers to the ?tfills bill, I think it 
is important to state exactly what the Mills bill did. This bill, as it 
stands, put~ a daty of 2~ cents upon binding-twine made from hemp 
and 40 per cent. on binding-twine made from j nte, if there be any made 
from jute or rami~ or china grass. while the Mills bill -

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will pardon me but there never bas 
been a pound of binding-twine made from foreign hemp. 

Mr. CAl{LISLE. I said if there be any made from hemp. The 
Mills bill put 15 per cent. upon all binding-twine, no matter of what 
material it was made, hemp, j nte, jute butts, sunn, sisal grass, ramie, 
china grass, etc. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Mills bill made the rate 15 per cent. ad va­
lorem--

Mr. CARLI8LE. Fifteen per cent. ad valorem. 
, Mr. ALDl:UCH. And as the Senator knows the bindin~-twine used 
in this country is made largely from sisal ~rass-and manila, and that 
the price of imported twiile would have been from 10 to 12 cents per 
pound, the rate of duty would have been from 1.5 to 1.8 cents per 
pound. Of course the rate fixed by us is an experiment. It is a very 
great reduction. lf a farmer should import 1.000 pounds of bindiag­
twiae now he would be obliged to pay $:U> in duties. If imported 
under the Mills bill the payment would have been $15, and under 
this bill $7. "The fact that there was a combination of some kind 
among the manufacturers which bad resulted, as was believed, in oblig­
ing the farmers to pay a vrice for binding-twine that was exorhitantand 
unjust, created a feeling of prejudice in this Chamber which was quite 
natural and which we had to recognize the force of in dealing with he 
matter in conference. 

At the re4u~t of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] I will 
allude to the rate of duties imposed by this bill upon woolen goods. I 
have already alluded to the fact that the duties on woolens have been 
increased by. the bill, but the;;e advances have been largely on the 
higher-priced goods, and a.ll have been rendered necessary by the in­
creased do ties on raw wool. 

.Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator from Rhode Island what is 
a very obvious question, but I should like to have him state it. I ask 
whether it would be of advantage to anybody to increase the duty on 
wool in this country unless the rate of duty on manufactures of woolen 
goods increased in proportion to the amount of the increase of the rate 
on wool? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly not, and that fact was recognized and 
accepted alike by the wool-growers and woolen manufacturers. 

Mr . .SPOO~ER. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 
Mr. ALDlUClf. Certainly. 
Mr. SPOONER. Is there any increase of nuty upon woolen goods 

not made necessary by the increase of duty on wool? 
. Mr. ALDRICH. None whateverin a.ny case, as I believe I can dem­
onstrate to the Senator's satislaction. 

While the most persistent ot the complaints made against this bill 
by importers and others are directed against the woolen-goods duties, 
it is not true that these duties are, in their analysis, higher than those 
in other schedules, uor higher than they ought to be to accomplish 
the purpose sought in all the schedules alike. There has been so much 
contusion and misunderstanding, not to say mi~repre'ientation, in re­
gard to this portion of the bill, that it may be necessary to explain again, 
as clearly and concisely as possible, the principle upon whicli it is con­
structed. 

XXI-672 

The folJowiag statement, which clearly set.a forth the purposes which 
actuated the framers of the wool tariff of 1867, is alike applicable to 
exiRting conditions: 

The object; sought was to give sufficient protection to the wool-grower and to 
place the manufacturer in the same position as if he uad his wool free of duty. 
A duty suppused t.o be sudbient t.o protect the wool-grower &!Cain Jt. wool com­
pet.iog with his own was placed upon such wools, and such a specific duty was 
placed upon woolen cloths as was supposed to b .: sufficient. to reimburse to the -
manufacturer the expen"IBS of carrying the duty on wool.i, "' * • the duties 
on clru~ and other materials used in manufucture, and t-0 furnish the required 
prot.ection. 

In framing the wool schedule of this bill the problem was to recon­
cile conflicting interests more patent and far-reaching here than else­
where. A large majority of the woolen maaulacturers of the country 
recognize and accept the fact that a broad public policy founded upon 
a mu taality ofinterests forbids them the ad vanta~e which other textile 
manufacturers have of fref' materials. They did not accept the tree­
wool proposition offered them as a temptation by the Mills bill, because 
they recognized the interdependence of interests of which I have spoken, 
and were wise enough to know that no tariff law which seeks to build up 
one gre.at interest at the expense of another can stand or ought to stand. 

It is no doubt true that if the American manula-Otnrer could go into 
the wool markets of the world, side by side with his English, Belgian, 
or German competitor, and there select the precise wools best suited 
to his immediate purpose, wit bout reterence to any other coasidemtion, 
he would be better able to meet these competitors in our own market, 
with simply the ad valorem duties we impose, than he would be with 
dutiable wool and our scale of speeific and ad valorem rates. 

In a broad sense, this statement of a fact-and th~ advocates of free 
wool will hardly venture to deny that it is a fact-contains a com­
plete vindication of the rates of specific duties tixed in Schedule K. 
Hut it may be well to justify it also in its particular details. Rev~rt­
rn~ to the origin of this bill, it will be recalled that the manufacturers 
did not, as a rule, nndertake to influence Congress or its committees 
as to what was a proper duty ro be imposed upon raw wooL They said, 
Let the duty fixed on wool be more or less, the compensatory duties 
to be effective must be increased or lowered correspondingly, in accord­
ance with a certain mathematical formula, the result ot their combined 
and prolonged experience. 

That formula is very simple. It accepts 4 ponnds of greasy wool 
as the quantity of raw material consumed in the tini~hed production of 
a pound of cloth, and states proportionate relations for a pound of yarn 
or a pound ot clothing. This formula does not mean that 4 pollllds 
of unwashed wool neces.garily enter into every pound of finished cloth. 
It means that in a pound of the best cloth 4 pounds of certam clips of 
wool, greasy wools of heavy shrinkage, abundantly accessible to for­
ei~n manufacturers, but not accessible to our own except by the pay­
ment of the daty thereon, are necessarily consumed. 

It means that it our manufa.ctnrera, are to make an equal grade of 
cloth, on equal terws, out of horne-~rown or imported wools, or a mixt­
ure of both, they must be compeasa.ted to the fall amount ot the 
shrinkage and waste established as existing in these wools from the 
use of which they are pr<tctically debarred. If they are driven to the 
use of other wools, costlier wools or lighter shrinkage, they must still 
be compensated to the extent of the 4 poundq, or they are at a disad­
vantage as compa.red with manufacturers who can a·nd do use these 
heavier and cheaper wools, to say nothing of the additional disadvan­
tage ot a restricted choice in their selection of material, for which the 
bill does not attempt to compensate them. 

Some effort bas been made in the course of this debate to dispute the 
accuracy of this computation. But in every such effort, whether made 
by Henators on information furnished them by others or bv importers 
anxious , for lower duties, these critics have misapprehended or mis­
stated the nature of the problem. They have selected certain kinds of 
wool, and declared that in these particular instances the proportion of 
shrink~e and waste is only as 2 or 3 pounds of wool to 1 of cloth. 
I grant there are such instances; but as it is the weak.est link in the 
chain or the lowest point in the levee that detiermines efficiency, so we 
are bound to take the highest-shrinkage wools accessible to foreigners 
and to calculate the compensatory duty on the basis ot these. If our 
manafactur ers are excluded from the use of this class of wools, their 
competitors do use them, and it is against these that the equalization 
of conditions is to be effected. 

Again, it has been argued that the formula is wron~ because·cermin 
fabrics are produced, in which 4 pounds ot wool, even of this hi~h ' 
shrinking quality, are not required to manufacture a pound of goods, 
while the compensatory duty is fixed at four times the wool duty. 
Goods woven on cotton warpi:i, or containing some admixture of shoddy 
are cited. I grant the facts in this instance also. But we must, as I 
have already shown, arrange the compensation on the basis of the best 
cloths, otherwise we should determine, by our legislation, that the man-
u 1acture in this country shall be confined to the lower grades of goods. 
That would be to affix the brand of permanent inferiority upon oar 
woolen manafactarers. Nor is it pos~ible in a tariff bill to so adjust a 
system of compensatory do ties that it shall exactly fit the amount of 
wool consumed in an almost infinite variety of fabrics. 
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To provide for goods mixed with cotton or other substances we have 
adopted a sliding scale of values with three classifications and different 
compensatory rates. These gr:ulations could not have been extended 
withoutrenderingthecompensationinadequateatpointswhereitwould 
work injustice . 

.Attention bas also been called to the fact that while the duty on 
wool of the first class is increased 1 cent a pound, the compensatory 
duty on cloths is in some cases increased more than 4 cents per pound. 
It was the failure in the act of 1883 to properly adjust the compen­
satory duty on woolen goods that has worked great mischief to the 
woolen manufacture of the United States and subjected thatlegislation 
to univen;al criticism. The wool-grower and the wool manufacturer 
have suffered alike and together from the mistake. The wool-grower 
of this country, no matter what duty he has upon his wool, can not 
pTOsper nnless the woolen manufacturer prospers. No wool duty will 
avail him without a market for bis products. 

By fixing an inadequate compensatory duty in 1883 Congress limited 
the market for American wool by depriving the American manufact­
urer of the power to compete-on equal terms with his foreign rivals. 
The wool-grower has suffered more hy reason of the inadequate com­
pensation on goods in the law of 1883 than he has suffered from the 
reduction of the wool duty in that act. The compensat-0ry duty was 

- reduced in much larger proportion than the wool duty. The sym­
metry of the law was thus destroyed. The mistake we have rectified 
in this bill, not only for the benefit of the manufacturer, but equally 
for the benefit of the wool-grower. The latter will derive more sub­
stantial advantage from this restoration of the proper relations between 
the wool duty and the compensatory duty on goods than he will .from 
the increase we have provided of 1 cent a pound in the wool duty, for 
he will thos secure the market for the lack of which he has been suf­
fering. 

Our experience under the wool tariff of 1867, as contrasted with the re­
sults under the act of 1883, furnishes an effective demonstration of the 
correctnessof the principle upon which th~ former act was constructed. 
Under the act of 1867 the business of manufacturing woolens was as 

prosperous in the United States as anywhere in the world. From 
1883 it has suffered here as it bas suffered nowhere else. It bas been 
unable to stand up under the constantly increasing influx of foreign 
goods. The proportion of imported to home-made goods consumed 
by our people has increased from year to year since 1883, while under 
the act of 1867 the increase was as steadily in favor of the domestic 
prod action. Last year the foreign value of woolen goods imported was 
lfil)6,000,000 in round numbers, or a duty-paid valae nearly equal to 
d!ie-third the .American product. In no other of the great national 
industries does such an anomalous condition exist. I attribute it to 
the illogical adjustment of the compensatory duties which this bill 
remedies. It will rapidly disappear under the operation of the bill. 

The remarkable increase in woolen importations, from $37,000,000 
in 1882 to $56, 000, 000 in 1890, justifies us in accepting, in fact compels 
us to accept, the principle we have adopted for adjusting compensatory 
duties as correct and necessary. 

Under the protection we propose the industry in this country will 
enter upon an era of unexampled prosperity. The wool-growing in­
dustry will participate in the full measure of that succes..<l, As a result 
of it we shall make in oar own mills, by the well-paid labor of our 
own people, millions of dollars' worth of clothing now made for us in 
England and upon the Continent. As the production of woolen fabrics 
thus increases, the price of all varieties will continue to tend steadily 
dmvnwards, as they have heretofore with adequate protection. As a 
result, within a period of time that will seem to the framers of this bill 
exceedingly short, in view of the magnitude of the achievement, the 
people of the United States will be clothed better than any other peo­
ple in the world, and more cheaply than ever, in ·fabrics entirely of their 
own manufacture, made chiefly from wools of their own growtlr. 

I have been asked to make a statement of the relative increase in 
rates upon wools and on woolens. 

The percentage of increase in rates on wools, noils, wool wastes, and 
on shoddy and other substitutes for wool varies from 10 to 300 per 
cent. The average increase upon woolens, as shown by the following 
table, based on the importations for 1889, is very nearly 10 per cent.: 

Statement showing inC1·ease of cost, landed in tlte United Slates, under rates propoaed in Senate bill, over tlte p1·esent tariff, on the princz"pal lines of 
imported woolen goods. 

[Calculations based on the averages of tlie actual importations of 1889.] 

Description. 

Unit of 
value, 

imports,. 
tion of 

1889. 

Present rates of duty. Rates under Senate bill. 

C t u Cost un· I In-
os n- der pro- ncrease crease 

~er pres- d of cost f t 
.entl~w J~~ein under 

0

0:~; 10 Umted United proposed present 
States. States. law. law. 

Per cl. Dress goods, mixed : 
Not. above 15 cts. per square yard" •. 
Over lo cents per square yard ...... 

.15 5 cts. per sq. yd. and 35 per cent ......... 7 cts. per sq. yd. and 4.0 per cent ......... $).2525 ~.28 $).0275 10.89 

.349 7 cts. per sq. yd. and 40 per cent ......... 8 cts. per sq. yd. and 50 per cent ........ .5586 .6035 .OH9 8.04 
Dress goods, all wool : 

Less than 4 ozs. per square yard .. . .199 9 cts. per sq. yd. and 40 per cent ... ~ .... 12 cts. per sq. yd. and 50 per cent ....... .3686 .4185 .04.99 13.54 
Over 4. ozs. per square yard .......... . 1.073 35 cts. per pound a.nd 40 per cent ........ 44 cts. per pound and 50 per eent ........ 1.8522 ~ 2.04.95 .1973 10.65 

Cloths, per pound ............................. .. 1.076 35 cts. per pound and 4.0 per cent ........ 44 cts. per pound and 50 per cent ........ 1.8564 2.054 .1976 10.64 
Shawls, per pound ............... ~ ........... . 1.267 35 cts. per pound and 40 per .ceut .. n .... 44 cts. per pound and 50 per cent ........ • 2.1238 2.3405 .2167 10.20 

Mr. GRAY. What was the last statement of the Sena.tor from 
Rhode Island? I could not hear it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated that thA average increase in rates upon 
woolen goods would not exceed 10 per cent., and this computation is 
based upon the importations lor 1889. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understand the Senator to say that the increase 
upon woolen goods will not exceed 10 per cent. I suppose he means 
that the increase npon the whole woolen schedule will not exceed 10 
per cent. He does not mean to assert that there is not an increase of 
as much as 30, or 40, or 50 per cent. on some classes of goods? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I only gave the average result. 
I should be glad, if I had the time, to make some allusion to the ad 

valorem rates . in the woolen schedule, and to show the necessity for 
their imposition, but the Senator from Nebraska. [Mr. MANDERSON] 
reminds me that I have promised to explain the action of the confer­
ence in regard to the sugar duties. As every Senator knows, I was 
earnestly in favor of a duty upon all sugar above No. 13 Dutch stand­
aTd in color. I believed that the commercia.l interests of the country, 
as well as the interests of the beet-sugar producers of Nebraska and 
other States, would be promotecl by the rates as fixed in the Senate 
amendments; but it became evident soon after the conferees met that 
it would be impossible to maintain the color line at No. 13, and I 
reluctantly, speaking now only for myself, relinquished my views and 
acceded to the wishes of a large majority of the conferees. I did so 
with the hope that my own fears as to the effect of our action upon 
American trade with countries producing low-grade cane sugars would 
not be realized. 

I believe that the sugar-refining indnatry of the country will live 
with the duties that are provided by the conference report, and that the 
beet-sugar induetry of the West will be develope~ not as rapidly as we 
would like, perhaps, under its provisions. By the bill reported from 

the conference a bounty of 2 cents a ponnd will be paid to all pro­
ducers of sugar testing by the polariscope 90 degrees or more. That lil 
more than double the net bounty which is paid by any other country 
in the world. The highest net bounty paid by any country out.side 
of the United States is by France, and this is a little less than 1 cent 
per pound. · 

Mr. MANDERSO}f. Will the Senator state what will probably be 
the polariRCopic test of the beet sugar? 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. It will be in all eases over 90 degrees. I think 
there is none produced in Germany that does not test from 95 t-0 98. 
I presume that all that may be produced here will average at least 95 
degrees. 

Mr. PADDOCK. l\Ir. President, my investigal.ions as to the boun­
ties paid by European countries do not permit me to credit- the state­
ments of my distinguished friend from Rhode Island. As I have been 
able to determine as to that, the bounty in no one European country 
is less than 2 cents. The bounty of Austria is almost doable. Tak­
ing the drawback system which obtains in those countries, though it is 
somewhat co'\'"ered up in the administration, the bounty is not less than 
2 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator could not have l;lnderstood my 
statement. I said the ''net bounty." 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is susceptible of {)roof beyond the possibility 
of contradiction that the net bounty in the countries named is not less 
than 2 cents a pound. 

It!r. ALDRICH. I regret to be obliged to say that the Senator from 
Nebraska is very much mistaken. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Nebraska is not mistaken, and 
if I had the time I could prove it to the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have the laws of the various bounty-paying coun­
tries here on my desk. 
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Mr. PADDOCK. I know the history of this matter in all those in which he showed .that the bill would carry reductions only of $33,­
countries, for I have given it the fullest and mostcarefulinvestigation, 500, 000. Since then the bill has been in committee of ·conference, and 
and know that I am correct. now I understand the &natol' from Rhode tslaud to say that the com-

!Ir. ALDRICH. I hope my friend from Nebraska will not allow his mittee of conference have added nearly $5,000,-000 to the dutiable-list. 
intention to vote againsttheconforencereportto rest upon the accuracy Mr. ALDRICH. We have provided that block-tin shall be add~d 
pf his information in regard to sugar bounties. The European conn- to the dutiable-list after 1893, but it does not remain dutiable after 
tries all place prohibitory duties on imported sugars, bat as all these 1895 unless certain conditions are met in its production. There will 
countries, owin~ to their export bounties, export sugars, these ~uties be a million or more dollars added to the revenue from that soll!'ce 
are useless. France and Germany levy internal taxes on sugar-pro- whenever tin is dutiable. 
dncing beet.a, the· amount of tax being based on an arbitrary yield Mr. CARLISLE. But, if the Senator will allow me, the Senate it­
'Which is al ways exceeded in practice. Germany, France, and Austria- self, after the bill came from the Committee on Finance, and in the 
Hungary, which are the principal sugar-producing countries of Europe, committee of conference, has added nearly $5,000,000, because the 
pay bounties upon the exportation of sugars and in no other case. The duty on tin was put on in the co.nmittee of conference. · 
amount of these bounties depends in Germany and Austria on the po- Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kentucky mean that the 
larization of the sugar. In France it is paid on refined sugar. conforence ba~added $5,000,000 to the revenue? 

To ascertc'l.in the net bounty paid in France and Germany the amount Mr. CARLISLE. Oh, no; the Senate and t}le committee of confel"" 
of the tax-taking some average yield for the basis of computation- ence. The Senate so changed the House bill after it came here, and 
must be deducted from the gros~ amount paid as a bounty. so changed the bill in the conference committee, as to add tin, the 

In some remarks made by me on the sugar duties two weeks ago I duty upon which will amount to about one million three hundred and 
submitted the following table showing the amount of export bounty fifty-odd thousand dollars, and some other things; and then the com­
paid by Austria on sugar of different tests and the net bounties paid mittee of conference struck some other articles trom the free-list which 
by Germany and France: the Committ.ee on Finance had recommended to be made free and put 

BOUNTIES PAID ON SUGAR EXPORTED FRO!ll VARIOUS EUROPEAN COU~RIE.S. them upon the dutiable-list, and altogether the action of the Senate 
after the bill came first from the Finance Committee, and the action 
of the conference committee, have added nearly $5, 000, 000. I gave 
the ·exact amount this morning. 

Austria pays a direct export bounty-
On sugars 88 to 93 degrees polarization, 1 florin 50 kreutzers. equals .60 cent 

per pound. 
On sugars 93 to 99! degrees polarization, 1 florin 60 kreutzers, equals .64 cent 

per pound. 
On sugars 99} degrees polarization, 21lorins 30 kreutzers, equals .92 cent per 

pound. 
In France- . . 

The dr1nv1Jack amounts to 60 francs per 100 kilograms. 
The tax equals 48 francs per 100 kilograms. 
Leaving net 12 francs per 100 kilograms, equal to 1 cent per ponnd. 

Germany allows on suir11.r exported-
On sugars not above 98 degrees, 8.50 marks, equals 2.04 per kiiogram, equals 

.93 cent per pound. 
On sugars above 98 degrees, 10 marks, equals 2.4.0 per kilogram, equals 1.09 

cents per pound. 
Loaves, 10.65 marks, equals 2.55 per kilogram, equals 1.16 cents per pound. 

Germany taxes.beet!f at-
12 per cent. yield equals .73 cent per pound of sugar. 
15 per cent. yield equals .60 cent per pound of su~r. 
18 per cent. yield equals .4.7 cent per pound of sugar. 

Giving a net bounty ou the lowest yield of-
12 per cent. of from .20 to .43 cent per pound. 
15 per cent. of from .33 to .56 cent per pound. 
18 percent. of from .4.6 to .69 cent per pound. 

It will be seen by this table that I was quite within limits when I 
said that the largest net bounty paid by any European country was not 
JDOre than 1 cent per pound, as the amount varies from .43 cent to 1 
cent. Since this table was submitted to the Senate a recent change in 
the French law has been brought to my attention (see J ourna.l des tabri­
cants de sucre,August 13, 18!:10), the effect of which is to reduce the net 
bounty paid on exported refined sugar tu eighty-two one-hundredths 
of 1 cent per pound. I think this disposes of the bounty question. 

The effect of the abolition of sugar duties will be to cheapen the 
cost of sugar to all consumers at least 2 cents per pound and to in­
prease its use. It will develop an important indastry by stimulating 
the use and production of preserved fruits. Its direct and indirect 
beneficial effects will be felt and appreciated more thoroughly than 
any other change contained in this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Seaate ready for the question? 
The question is on agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Rhode Island in charge of 
this bill will favor the Senate and the country with a statement of the 
effect of this measure as it comes from the committee of conference on 
the revenues of the Government. I have listened patiently to all he 
has said about the details of the bill, but I should like to have a state­
ment more in detail as to its effect upon the revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill as reported from the conference increases 
the reductions in revenue as made by the bill when it passed the Sen­
ate about 56,280,000. 

Mr. GOR IAN. I should like to have a little fuller statement than 
that from the Senator Jrom Rhode Island, who, I know, is entirely 
familiar as to the effect of the schedules. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The additional reduction, of course, chiefly result.a 
from a. diminution of tbe tobacco tax and the abolition of the special 
taxes upon wholesale and retail dealers in tobacco. I e.stim&te that 
the bill, outside of these items, will produce about the same amount 
of revenue as when it left the Senate. 

l\Ir. GORMAN. I confess, Mr. President, I am a little dull, proba­
l>ly, and do not comprehend exactly what the Senator states. When 
this bill was first introduced and presented elsewhere, a very fall re­
port was made a.s to its provisions and its effect upon the revenue. I 
read from the report numbered 1466, House of Representatives, of the 
present session, in which the estimate was made that there would be a 
reduction ill taxation of 71,264,414. That was the entire reduction 
as it came tot.he Senate and was presented to the country. Now, dnr­
t_ng the consideration of this bill in the Senate the 8enator from Iowa 
LMr. ALLISO:Y], in a speech made on the 2d day of September, favored 
us with a statement, made up with all the ingenuity of that Senator, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement madein behalf oft.he Finance Com­
mittee and with my concurrence by the Senat-0r from Iowa was, that 
the bill as it passed the Senate, all theamendmentshavingbeenagreed 
to, when the estimate was made, wouid reduce the revenue about $36,-
000, 000. The changes made in conference would increase the ,esti­
mated reduction from six to seven millions of -dollars, and I now esti­
mate the aggregate annual reduction made by the bill as reported from 
the conference committee at from forty-two to forty-three millions of 
dollars. Of course, if the Senator from Maryland is wilJing to accept 
the statement made to-day by the Senator from Kentucky, there will 
be an increase of the revenue instead of a diminution, but I assume 
that this estimate was made for campaign purposes rather than for 
serious examination here. I have stated to the Senate my own con­
clusions and those of the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the con­
ference report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordere~; and the Seeretal'y proceeded to call 

the roll. 
Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. BERRY'S name was called). The Sen­

ator from Arkansas [Mr. BEBRY] is paired wit.h the Senator from Col­
orado [Mr. TELLER]. 

1\Ir. BLAIR l when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi [.Mr. GEORGE]. If he 
were present I should vote "yea." 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. CALL's name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. CALL] is paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PET­
TIGREW]. If my collea~ue were here he would vote "nay." 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen­
ator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON], who is absent~ If he were present 
I should vote "yea." 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. FARWELL'S name was called). !.Iy col­
league [Mr. FARWELL] is paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
PAYNE]. lfmy colleague were present be would vote "yea." 

Mr. KENNA (when Mr. FAULKNER'S name was called). My col­
league [Mr. FAULKNER] i.q paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. QUAY]. Ifmy colleague were present be would vote "nay." 

Mr.WALTHALL (when Mr. GEORGE'S name was called). My col­
league [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the Sena.tor from New Hampshire · 
[Mr. BLAIR], and if present would vote "nay." 

Mr. HARlUS (when bis name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. Bya transfer of that pair to 
the Senator from North Carolina [1\Ir. VANCE], t·he Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN] and myself can both vote. I vote ''nay.'' 

:M:r. HISCOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. If he were 'Present, I should 
vote ''yea.'' · 

Mr. GORMAN (when Mr. McPHERSON1s name ·was called). I was 
requested by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] to an­
nounce that owing to indisposition he is unable to attend the session 
of the Senate, bot if present he would vote "nay." 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. EUSTIS]. If he were here, .he would 
vote ''nay." I therefore vote as he would vote if _present. I vote 
"nay." 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. If he were present, he would 
vote "nay," and I therefore vote ''.nay.1' 

Mr. QUAY (when bis name was called). I am pa.ired with the 
junior Senaoor from WMt Virginia (Mr. FAULKNl!.B]. 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. SQUIRE'S name WM called). My colleague 
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· [Mr. SQumE] is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr.-DANIEL]. 
1 

that I should be absent, and I ask leave of absence indefinitely forthia
1 

If mv colleague were present be would vote "yea." session. The condition of the Committee on Enrolled Bills aeems to ~ l\fr. WOLCOTT (when M~. TELLER'S name was · called). My col- me to make it proper that I ahould make this request. ~ 
Je~ue (Mr. TELLER] is detained from the Chamber by illne.-;s. He is. The VICE-PHE8IDENT. 'l'he Senat.or from ~ontana asks.that he ~ 
paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. If my colleague may be granted an indefinite leave of absence durin{( t_he remamder 0&1 
were present, he would vote ''yea" and the Senator from Arkao::;as the session. The Chair hears no objection. and leave is granted. ' 
[Mr. BERRY] would vote "nay." . . EXECUTIVE SESSION. ) 

Mr. VOORHEES (when Mr. Tu&PIE'S name was called). My col- Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera~ 
JeaJZue (Mr. TURPIE] isnece~rily absent, and is paired with the Sen- tion of executive business. 
ator from Minnesota [Mr.WASHBURN]. Were my colleague here, he The motion was a~reed to; and the Senate proceeded t.o_ the cons~d .. 
woa1d vote "nav." eration of executive business. After fi.1teen minutes spent lll e.xecut1ve 

Mr. RANSOM (when the name of Mr. VANCE was cal1ed). My col- session the doors were rt:opened. 
Jeage [Mr. VANCE] is paired, as stated by the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. HARRIS], with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If 
my colleagne were pre;;ent, he won Id vote "nay. 11 

Mr. C0CKRELL (when Mr. VEST'S name was ca.Hed). My col­
leagne (Mr. VEST] is paired with the senior Senaror from ~a!iforoia 
[Mr. ST..1.NFOirn]. If present, my colleague would certam1y vote 
• • n flY, '' and the Senator from California, I presume, would vote '' yea.'' 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He wonld certainly vote "yea.'' 
Mr. DAVIS (when .M:r. WASHBURN'S mme was called). My col­

leaJtue [Mr. \V ASHBURN], if present, would vote "yea." He is neces-
sarily ab;;ent from the city, and is pai~ed with the Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. TURPJE]. 

The rol1-call wa~ conclude<l. 
Mr. DIXON. The Senator from Dela.ware [Mr. HIGGINS] is neces­

sarily absent, and a.~ked me hefore he lett the Chamber to announce his 
pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] and to state 
that, if pre.qent and at liberty to vote, he would vote "yea." 

Mr. D.-\~IEL. I am pa.ired with the8enatorfrom Washington (Mr. 
SQUIRE] and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] is paired 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. We have agreed to 
pair off the two Senators who are absent, and that each of us shall vote. 
I therefore vote "nay." 

Mr. BLAIR. I vote "yea." 
:Mr. DOLPH. I announce my pair with the senior Senator from 

Geor~ia [Mr. BROWN]. I do not know bow he wonld vote npon this 
bill, bnt at the suggestion of bis colleague I will withhold my vote 
and announce my pair. If at liberty to vote, I sboold .vote "yea." 

Mr. HISCOCK. I tbink, -perhaps, I ought to announce, in connec­
tion with my pair with the Senator from .A.rkansas [Mr. JONES], that 
if present he would vote ''nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 33, nays 27; as follows: 

Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Allison, 
Blair, . 
Cameron, 
Casey 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Dawes, 

Barbour, 
Bate, 
Bliwkburo, 
Blodgett, 
Butter, 
Oiulil'le, 
Cockrell, 

Berry, 
Brown, 
Call, 
Davis, 
Dolph, 
·Eustis, 

YEAS-33. 
Dixon, McMillan, 
Edmunds, J.Itinden!OD, 
Eva.rte, Mitchell, 
Frye, Moody, 
Hale, Pierce, 
Jlawley, Platt, 
Hoar; Power, 
Ingalls, Sanders, 
Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 

Coke, 
Colquitt, 
Daniel, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hampton, 
Harris, 

NAYS-27. 
Hearst, · 
Kenna,' 
Morgan, 
Paddock, 
Pasco. 
Pettigrew, 
Plumb, 

ABSEN1'-24. 

Sherman,· 
Spooner, 
Stew11.rt, 
Stockbridge, 
Wilson of Iowa, 
Wolcott. 

Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Reagan, 
Voorhees, 
WA.lthalJ, 
WiJsonofMd. 

Farwell, 
Faulkner, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Higgins, 
Hiscock:, 

Jones .of Arkansas, Stanford. 
McPherson, Teller, 
Morrill, Turpie, 
Payne, Vance, 
Quay, Vest, 
Squire, Wa1:1hburn. 

So the report was concurred in. 
· HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The following bills, received from the Honse of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred t-0 the Committee on 
Indian Affairs: 

A bill ( H. R. 113) to provide for the disposition and sale of lands 
known as the Klamath River reservation; and 

A bill (S. ll:S91) tor the construction and completion of suitable 
school bnildings for Indian industrial schools in Wisconsin and other 
St~tes. 

The bill (H. R. 12187) to set apart certain tracts of land in the Stat,e 
of California as forest reservations was read twice by its title, and re­
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R.1910) for the reliefot IsaacH. Wheat wasi:_ead twice 
by its title, and reforred to the Committee on Claims. · 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 158) providinsi: for printin~ the fifth an· 
nual report of the Commissioner of Lahor was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing-. . 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President; circumstances make it-important 

J. J,. CAIN AND OTHERS. 
Mr. MITCHEI~L submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses OJ\ 
the amendme11t of the Senate to the bill (H. R. !M)t)) for the relief of J. L. Cain 
and others, having met, after full and 1ree conference have agreed to recom• 
mend and do recommend to their r~pective Houses as follows: 

The Senate recedes from its amendment, and agrees to lhe bill as passed by 
the House of RepreHentatives. 

JNO. H. l\IITCHELL, 
ANTHONY HIGGINS, 

S. PASCO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

W. C. CULBERTSON, 
W. J. STO~H~. 
W. E. Sil\IONDS, 

Managers on the par' of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the concurrent resolution di· 

recting a change in the enrollment of the tariff bill di.spo~ed ot, if the 
Senator lrom Tennes~ee is willing. 

.Mr. HARRIH. I interposed tbeobjeetiontwoorthreehoursago. I 
am not inclined to retard or delaytbe~en':l.teinanyaction that it chooses 
to ta.ke in respect to the matter. I interposed the o~jection because I 
have a similar resolution pending that has heen objected to and it is 
lying on the table; but I will not retard the action of the Senate in 
respect to the resolution from the other House, and I withdraw the 
objection that I made two or three hours ago. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration of 
the concurrent resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend­
ment moved by the Senator from H.hode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The concurrent rt:Solution as amendt>d was agreed to. 

FOREST RESERVE IN CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Puhlic Lands instruct me to re­

port favorably the bi 11 ( H. U. 12187) to set apart certain tracts of lands 
in the Srote of Calilornia as forest reservations. The committee at its 
meeting some days a~o considered this bill, although it was not t.ben 
before it in the sense of being actually present, but the subject was 
there with all its details, and I was instructed to ask the Senate to 
consider the bill when it should come from the other Honse. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection t-0 the present consid­
eration ot the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the bill? 
Mr. PLU~I B. It is a bill creating a forest reserve in the State of 

Ca:ifornia surrounding the Yosemite reservation. It is recommended 
by all the California delegation, by the governor of the State, and by 
the Interior Department. 

Mr. HALE. It ought to have been done years ago. 
Mr. PLUMB. It oui;1;bt to have been done years ago. 
Mr. INGALLS. Has the bill been read? 
The VICE-PKESIDENT. It has not. 
Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, we can not understand tbn.t. Let it go over 

until to..morrow and be nrinled. 
The VICE-PREdlDENT. The bill will go over. 
Mr. EDMUNDS subsequently said: I wish to withdraw the objec• 

tion I made to the House bill jnst now began to be read, because it 
has been explained to me as being one for the preservation of some of 
the forests in California, and l do not wish to object. 

There heinR: no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proreeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered t-0 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY S. FRENCH. 
Mr. HARRIS. I now a.~k that the concurrent resolution submitted\ 

by me some days ago in respect to the Henry S. French ca.se may be 
considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be read. 
The 8ecretary read the c11ncurrentresolution submitted by Mr. HAR .. 

ms on the 20th instant, as follow!'!: 
Whereas Senate bill No. 145, for the relief of the legal representatlvo of\ 

Henry 8, French, referred the claim to the Court of Clal ms; and 
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'Vhereas said bill does not require said ConrtofCla.imtt to determine the juris­

dictional fact of the loyalty of tile said Henry 8 . l<~rench; and 
Whereas said bill passed the Senate and subsequently passed the Honse of 

Representative" and was sent to the President and w&>:1, by concurrent resolu­
tion, recalled from the President in order that the bill should 1.Je so !1mended 
as to require the court to determine the question of loyalty of tl.ie said Henry 
S. French: Therefore, . . 

Jl,solved by the Se"nale (the House of Representatives concurring), That said btll 
be re-enrol eJ, and in the re-enrollment or said bill there sha..11 be inserted after 
the word "parties," in line 9 ot said enrolled bill, the follo,~mg: . . 

"And if said court she.II find that said Henry S. French dtd not give any aid 
and co.nfort to the rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to the Govern· 
ment of the Un ited States, and such loyalty having been thus established;" 

So that said bill when re·enrolled shall read as follows: 

"An act for the relief of the leg-al representatives of Henry S. French. 
"Be it enacted by the Senate a11d Ro1ue of Represe1ilatives of l.he Uni ted States of 

Afnerica in C-Otl//Tess assembled, That the legal rcpresentat.1ves of He!'lry S. 
French, deceased, late of Nashville, Tenn., be, and are hereby, authorized to 
bring suit in theCourt.ofClaimiforthe recovery of the net proceeds of~ bnl~s 
of cotton taken at.Jonesborough, Ga., in Septemb"r, 1864, by General Wilham G. 
Le Ouc, by order of General Sherman, and turned over to the T.reasury &gent, and 
by him sold and the proceeds paid into the Treasury o~the Umted Stales; and lor 
this purpose juris~iction is 1:1ereby con~~rre~ upon sa.td courL to hear an~ deter­
mine and render Judgment m conformity wuh the nghtsof_the res~ect1ve P8:r­
ties· and if said court shall find that said Henry S. French dtd not give any Hld 
and'cumfort to the rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to the Govern­
n1ent of the United States, and said loyalty havin~ been thus establ.ished, if, it 
shall further find that ea.id Henry s. French in buymg such colt.on dtd not'\"!'>­
late any non-intercourse a.ct, and that it, or any part thereof. was taken by the 
officers of the United Stales and the proceed11 turned into the Treasnry, then, 
and in that event,judgment shall be entered for the claimant for Ruch proceeds, 
which judgment shall be paid out of the captured and al.Jand •i:ied propertr 
fund· 11nd the said court sl.Jall, in the hearing o r 11al<I claim, consider any ev1-
denc~ that may have been taken under the direction or t.!1e Southern Claims 
CommisRion in regard to the claim or Henry S. French. with authority on the 
part of the United States or the claimant.s to take additio.na;I testimon~· under 
the rule." of s tid court: Pro11ided, Tllat an appea.I shall he in said ca.use from 
ea.id court to the Supreme Court as in other cases." 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not understand that. I think we had bet­
ter have the re olution printed and go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. It has been printed. It was printed some days 
ago. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. It simply requires proof of loyalty in the claim­
ant. That is all It was Jett out of the bill by mistake. 

Mr. HARRIS. It. only requir{;S that the court shall inquire as to 
the question of loyalty. 

Mr. EDMUND.::;. I am told that the matter has been considered 
before and I shall not interfere now. 

.Mr. HALE. We had it before the Senate the other day. 
The 'VICE-PRESlDENT. It there be no objection to the present 

consideration of the concurrent resolution, the question is on agreeiug 
to the same. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COllMITTEES. 

Mr. DA VIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them sever-ally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon:. 

A bi 11 ( H. H.. 9:.!54) to increase the pension ofStiepben L. Kearney; and 
A bill (H. R. 4396) granting a pension to John Gra~t. 

HOUSE EILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the Honse of Representatives, 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred a.s indicatied be­
low: 

The bill (H. R. 2617) for the relief of Henry Clay and others, owners 
and crew of the whaling schooner Franklin, of New Bedford, Mass.­
to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3449) tor the relief of James M. Lowry-to the Com­
mittee on Claims. 

The bill ( H. lt. 65'H) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the 
Ordnance Corps, United States Army, in the m!Ltter of claims for 
bounties-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill ( H. R. 69i5) to provide Jor an additional associate justice 
of the supreme court of Arizona-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 7641) for the relief of Daniel C. Trewhitt, ot Chat­
tanooaa, Tenn.-to the Committee on Mi1itary Affairs. 

Th; bill (H. R. 985~) to authorize the Lake Charles Road and Brid~e 
Company, ot Lake Charles, La., to construct anrl maintain bridges 
across English Bayou and Calcasieu River-to the Comm.itt-eeon Com­
merce. 

The bill (H. R. 11527) to amP.nd chapter 10R5 oftbe acts of tbe first 
session ot the Fiftieth Congress-to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn until 12 o'clock 
to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
the SePate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, October 1, 1890, at 
12 o'clock m. 

NOMINATIONS. 

.Executive noniinations received by the Senate tlw 30th day of September, 1890. 
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 

George S. Batcheller, of New York, to be ministier resident ;md con-

sul-genera.1 of the United States to Portuga1, ticc George B. Loring, re-
signed. -

CONSULS. 

Oscar Malmros, of :Minnesota, to be consul of the United States a~ 
Denia, 1''ice John D. Arquimhau, recalled. 

Horace W. Metcalf, of Maine, to be consul of the United States at 
Bermuda,, ~ice Henry W. Beckwith, recalled. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Charles W. Cox, to be postmaster at Conway, in the county of 
Faulkner and State of Arkansas; the appointment; ot a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, bt!come vestied in the Pre::.ident on and 
alter October 1, lt!9U. 

Henry H. Myers, to be postmastier at Brinkley, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Arkansas; theaopoiotmentot a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the Predident on and after 
October 1, lt!9U. 

Hubert E. Carpenter, tio be postmaster at East Hamption, in the 
county of Middlesex and Rtate of Connecticut; the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and alter October 1, 1890. 

Carl C. Crippen, to be postmaster at Eustis, in the county of Lake 
and State of Florida; the appointment of a postmaster for the said of­
fice having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Oc­
tober l, 1890. 

August Hoppe, to be postmaster at Apalachicola, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Florida; the appointment of a postmaster tor the 
said office having, by law, become vestied in the President on and after 
October 1, 1890. 

.Joseph F. Doyle, to be postmaster at Savannah, in the conntY: of 
Chatham and State of Georgia, in the place of George W. Lamar, re­
moved. 

William W. Washburn, to be postmaster at Morgan Park, in the 
countv of Cook and State of Illinois; the appomtmenli ot a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and alter October 1, 1890. 

William A. McDaniel, to be postmaster at Thorntown, in the county 
of Boone and State of fodiana; the appointment of a postmastier for the 
said office having, by faw, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1890 . 

James l\I. Overshimer, to be postmaster at Elwood, in the county of 
Madison and State of Indiana; the appointµient ot a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1890. 

George E. Comstock, to be postmaster at Fayette, in the county .of 
Fayette and State of Iowa; the appointment of a po.,tmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and alter Oc­
tober l, 1890. 

Sidney A. Breese, tio be postmastier at Cottonwood FalL'l, in the county 
(If Cha.~ and State of Kansas; the appointment of a postmaster for th~ 
said office having, by law, become vested in the PresiJent on and after 
October 1, 1890. 

Henry E. CowgHl, tio be postmaster at Baldwin, in the county ot 
Douglas and State of' Kansas; the appointnient of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on an~ after 
October l, 1~90. 

Wilson Liff, to be postmastier at Weir, in the county of Cherokee 
and State of Kansas; the appointment ot a postmaster tor the said of­
fice having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Octo­
ber 1, 189(•. 

William L. Bingham. to be postma-qter at Pineville, in the county 
of .Bell and State of Kentucky; the appointmP:nt of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the Pr&iident on and 
after October 1, 18!:10. 

Albert E. Rankin, tio be 1>0stma.qter at Augusta, in the county of 
Bracken and State of Kentucky; the appointment of a po~tmaster for 
the said office having, IJy law, become vested in the President on and 
alter October l, 1890. 

Morley H. Wallis. to be postmaster at Honma. in the county of Terre 
Bonne and State of Louisiana; the apµointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October l, 18!:!0. 

Daniel A. Hurd, to be postmaster at N ortb Berwick, in th~ county ?f 
York and State of Maine; the appointment of a postma.'lter for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and al tier Octo· 
ber 1, 1890. 

John Furnisq, to be p<>l'ltmaster at Nashville, in the connty of Bai:y 
and ~tat,e of Michigan; the appoiutment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Octe· 
ber 1, 1890. 

August E. Anderson. to be postmaster at Ka'\Son, in t~e c.onnty of 
Dod"eand State of Minnesota; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
sain "'office having, by law, become vested in the President on and aftier 
October 1, 1890. · 

Joseph Mc.\1urtrey, to be postmaster at Windom, in the county of 
Cottonwood and State of Minnesota; the appointment ot a postmaster 
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for the said office having. by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1890. 

Fred E. Wheeler, to be postmaster at Appleton, in the county of 
Swift and State of Minnesota; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1890. · 

Thaddeus S. Clarkson, of Omaha, Nebr., to be postmaster at Omaha, 
Nebr., vice Constantine V. Gallagher, resigned. 

William C. May, to be postmast-er at Gothenburg, in the county or 
Dawson and State of Nebraska; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1890. 

Christopher Ehni, to be postmaster at Raritan, in the county of 
Somerset and Sta.te of New Jersey; the appointment-of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, rn90. . · 

Thomas Palmer, to be postmaster at Frenchtown, in the county of 
Hunterdon and State of New Jersey; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and a.fter October 1, 1890. 

William P. Phelps, to be postmaster at Merchantville, in the county 
of Camden and State of New Jersey; the appointmen~ of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1890. 

Charles .J. S. Randal, to be postmaster at Rouse's Point, in the 
county of Clinton and State of New York; the appointment of a post­
master for· the said office having, by law, be(,'ome vested in the Presi­
dent on and after October 1, 1890. 

Woodhull N. Raynor, to be postmaster at Sayville, in the county of 
Suffolk and State of New York; the appoint-.ment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October l, 1890. 

Lambert A. Bristol, to be postmaster at Morganton, in the county 
of Burke and State of North Carolina; the appointment ot a post­
mastel' for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi­
dent on ancl after October 1, 1890. 

Theodore E. McCrary, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of Davidson and State of North Carolina; the a.ppointment of a post­
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi· 
dent on and after October 1, 1890. · 

Charles W. Daw.son, to be postmaster at New Richmond, in the 
county of Clermont ann State of Ohio; the appointment of a postmas­
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1890. 

Carleton A. Horn, t-0 be postmaster at Plain City, in the county of 
Madison and State of Ohio; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1890. 

Frederick Knagi, to be postmaster at Toronto, in the county of Jef­
ferson and State of Ohio; the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President ou and aft~ Octo­
ber 1, 1890. 

Mary S. J. McGroarty, to be postmaster at College Hill, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Ohio; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1890. 

Henry Andrews, to be postmaster at Ardmore, in the county of Mont­
gomery and State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a postmaster 
.for the said office having, by la.-w, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1890. 

Anna H. Griscom, to be postmaster at Jenkintown, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a post­
mast-er for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi­
dent on and after October 1, 189(1. 

James B. Haines, jr., to be postmaster at Jeannette, in the county 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a post­
master for "the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi­
dent on and after October 1, 1890. 

Nelson H. Hastings, to be postma11ter at Austin, in the county of 
Potter and State \lf Pennsylvania; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1890. 

Michael M. Kistler, to be postmaster at East Stroudsburgh, in the 
county of Monroe and State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1890. 

Seth Orme, to be postmaster at St. Clair, in the county of Schuyl­
kill and State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law., become vested in the President on and 
after October l, 1890. 

Robert H. Wilson, to be postmaster at Tarentum, in the county of 
AII.egheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Israel P. Loucks, 
resigned. 

Robert R. Tolbert, to be postmaster at Greenwood, in the county of 
Abbeville and State of South Carolina; the appointment of a post-

master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi­
dent on and after October 1, 1890. 

William S. Chase, to be postmaster at Sturgis, in the county of Law­
rence and State of South Dakota; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President oq and 
after Octobe1• 1, 1890. 

Frank H. Hooper, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of Mc­
Pherson and State of Sooth Dakota; the appointment of a postmaste.r 
for th"0 said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1890. 

Robert H. Armstrong, to be postma.st.ESr at Kaufma.n, in the county 
of Kaufman and State of Texas; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1. 1890. 

William E. Singleton, jr., to_ be postmaster at Atlanta, in the county 
of C~ and State of Texas; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
Oetober 1, 1890. 

George W. Smith, to be postmaster at Ballinger, in the county or 
Runuels and State of 'l'exas; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October l, 1890. 

George M. Douglass, to be postmaster at West Rutland, in the county 
of Rutland and State of Vermont; the appointment of a postmaster for 
f,he said office having, by la.w, become vested in the President on and 
after October .1, 1890. 

Frank L. Martin, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county of Wind­
sor and State of Vermont; the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and aJter Oc­
tober 1, 1890. 

Amos F. Stevens, to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county of 
Chehalis and State of Washington; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and alter October 1, 1890. . 

William P. Rucker, to be postmaster at Lewisbur~b. in the county 
of Greenbrier and State of West Virginia; the appointment of a post­
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi­
dent on and after October 1, 1890. 

Z\iichael Sweet, to be postma~ter at Plymouth, in the county of She­
boygan and State of Wisconsin; the appointment of a. postmaster for 
the said office having, by Ia.w, become vested in the President on n.nd 
after October 1, 1890. .. 

William N. Hewitt, to be postmaster at Bridgeton, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of New Jersey, in the place of Samuel A. Lan­
sing, removed; Isaac T. Nichols, who was confirmed by the Senate 
April 3, 1890, not having been commissioned. 

PRO!i!OTIO:NS IN THE ABMY. 

Fifteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. George A. Cornish, to be captain, September 29, 1890 

vice Bean, retired from active service. ' 
Second Lieut. Edward Lloyd, to be first lieutenant, September 29, 

1_890, '!:ice Cornish, promoted. 
Retired. 

First Lieut. George W. Kingsbury, United States Army, retired, to 
be captain of infantry, to date from February 12, 1886. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

David L. Shipley, of Herndon, Iowa, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Navajo agency, in New Mexico, vice Charles E. Vandever, to be 
removed. 

WITHDRAWAL. 
Exeeu.frve 1wmination tcitlidrawn by the President September 30, 1890. 
David A. Dudley, to be postmaster at Americas, in the St.ate of 

Geor~a. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, 8eptembe"t· 30, 1890. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D.D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
CLERK TO COMJ\-llTTEE O:N IMMIGRATION .AND NATURALIZATION. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for tho 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
· The resolution was rear!, as follows: 
Resolved, That t.be clerk of the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 

be continued on the roll at the rate of $6 per day during the recess of the present 
Congress, the committee having been authorized to sit during the recess; aml 
that the Clerk of the House be authorized to pay the same out of the contingent 
fund of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should like to ha Ye an explanation of the neces­
sity for this. 
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Mr. LEHLBACH. I will state to the gentleman that the Committee 

on Immigration and Naturalization have been autho!iz~d to sit duri~g 
the recess. The testimony that has been taken within the last six 
months has to be completed and corrected, S? that the cierk will ~e 
kept busy durinu: the entire recess, and certainly he ought to be paid 
for the work when he is doing it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has the committee a stenographer also? . 
Mr. LEHLBACH. No. Thts is theregulal"clerk of the committee. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

the resolution? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I do not rise for the purpose of objecting, 

but if it is in order I wish to suggest that perhaps this resolution might, 
without impropriety, be made somewhat broader than it is. Of course 
I bne no interest in the matter, bein~ in the minority, but we have 
only two months intervening between the end of. this session and ~he 
beginning of the next, and it seems to me that it would not be im­

proper to make th~ re ·olution ~road enot;igh to inclu~e more than the 
clerk of this particular committee-to mclude, for mstance, the per 
diem men and the pages who work here, so as to let them be ~orne on 
the rolls until the beginning of the next session, or else to give them 
an extra month's pay. 

I simply make the suggestion. I do not care to offer any amendment. 
Mr. LEHLBACH. I offer this resolution simply because this man 

will be employed during these two months; and ~rta~nly he o~ght to 
be paid if he does the work. There can be no obJect1on to this prop­
osition· and I think an amendment such as the gentleman from Ken­
tucky ~uggests might be objected to. I hope this resolution will go 
through on its merits. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It seems to me that when a session of Con­
gress is prolonged until October, making so brief an interval before the 
beginning of the next session, the principle which treats certai!l offi­
cers as session em ploy es, instead of permanent em ploy~ does not Justly 
apply. Such employee, if their residences are at a distance from the 
capital do not make enough to justify them in incurring the expense 
of goi~g home for so short a time, an insufficient time to enable them 
to engage in any other occupation. I simply make this suggestion. 

The question being taken, the resolution was adopted. 

PRINTING OF REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I present for consideration at this time a joint res­
olution reported favorably by the Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. Res.158) providing for printing the ·fifth annual report; of 

the Commissioner of Labor. 
Resolved by the Senate and H<YUSe of Representativu, etc .. That there be printed 

54.000 copies, in cloth binding, of the fifth annual report of the Comll_lissioner 
of Lab.or; 26,000 copies for use of members of tbe Hou.:ie of Re~resentat1ves, and 
18,000 copies for use of members of the Senate, nod la,000 copies f«;>1'. th~ use of 
the Department of Labor, the latter number to be wrapped for ma1hng m such 
manner as the Commissioner of Labor may direct. 

SEO. 2. That the sum of $J.L.000, or so much thereof as may be necessary t-0 de­
fray the cost of the publication of said report, and the further sum of 8300, or 
so much thereof aa may be necessary to defray the cost of wrapping 15,000 cop­
ies for the Department of Labor, is hereby appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury uot otherwise appropriated. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en~rossed for a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

EMPLOYMENT OF HOUSE LABORERS DURING RECESS. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be authorized and direct.ad to re­

tain in the service nnd pay of the Honse during the months of October and No­
vember all persons employed by the session in his department now on the 
laborers' roll, at the same rate of compensation now paid such persons; and 
the Clerk of the House be directed to pay such persons out of the contingent 
fund of the Honse. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this reso­
lution? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the matter will be explained. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. How many persons does this resolution 

cover? 
Mr. PAYNE. It covers ten employes, at an expense not exceeding 

$1,200. The resolution is similar to one adopted two ye:irs ago. On 
account of the length of the session, there not being enough laborers 
to do the necessary cleansing of the Hall of the House and the com­
mittee-rooms unless these ten men are employed, the adoption of the 
resolution is necessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the number of employes be specified. 
Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection to specifying the number. I will 

move an amendment to insert, after the words ''all persons,'' the words 
"not exceeding ten." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution? 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to- the consideration 
of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on theamendmentwhichhasbeen 
stated by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was adopted. 

EXPERIMENTAL FREE-DELIVERY SERVICE. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask the consideration of ajoin.tresolntionfavor4 

ably reported by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of R epresentatives, etc., That the Postmast-er­
General be enabled to t-est. at small towns a.nd villages the practicability and ex­
pense of extending the free-delivery system to offices of the fourth class, and 
other offices not now embraced within the free delivery, said test to be made 
on petition of the patro113 and in the discretion of the Postmaster-General, the 
sum of &0,000, which sum shall be t&ken"from.. the amount appropriated for the 
free-delivery service for the fiscal year ending Jone 30, 1891, and shall be applied 
to the payment of carriers for one hour or two hours per da.y, as may be neces­
sary for the convenience of the public and advantage of the postal service, said 
pay to be fixed by the Postmaster-Ge11era.l at rat-es per hour not exceeding the 
present maximum rates for pay of carriers. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this joint resolution? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand that this resolution proposes to 
increase the force at post-offices below the third class? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The object is simply to authorize an experiment 
which tha Postmaster-General asks to be allowed to make, that its re­
sults may be reported at the next session of Congress. It illvolves no 
increase of expense, as the money required will come from the fund 
already appropriated for this service. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. At how many places is this trial to be made? 
Mr. BINGHAM. Subject to the discretion of the Postmaster-Gen­

eral, it is to be made wherever there niay be applications from places 
coming within the terms of the resolution. It is merely a tentative 
matter-a test. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What object is there in naming specially the fourth­
class post-offices, and not those of the third class ? 

Mr. BINGHA:ltL What is contemplated is simply to go int.o outly­
ing or country sections--

Mr. HOLMAN. But why should fonrth-class offices be named, and 
not those of the third class? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The object is to reach out into what might be 
called the thoroughly rural sections. It is merely an experiment and 
involves no additional expense. The Postmaster-General is desirous 
to try experimentally the system now common . throughout England 
as well as Canada. · 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I sincerely hope the gentleman from In­
diana will not object. I think this is .an experiment which ought to 
be tried, so that if the results be favorable the system may be per­
manently adopted. 

Mr. HOLJ't1AN. I do not desire to object; but I ask that the reso­
lution be again read, as it was not distinctly heard. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the _resolution be amended so as to 

read "offices of the third and fourth class." 
Mr. BINGHAM. The language already in the resolution is suffi­

cient t-0 embrace third-class offices. 
Mr. HOLMAN. There are certainly very few third-class offices that 

have free delivery. I know of but one in the whole southern portion 
of Indiana. That is the reason of my suggestion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state, with the permission of the gentleman 
from Indiana, that if he will allow the Clerk to read again the joint 
resolution he will find that it embraces the third-class offices. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not. In my judgment, it seems to dis­
criminate against them. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not at all. 
Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, there are many second4 

class offices, I helieve, throughout the country where there are less 
than ten thousand people and less than $10,000 of revenue-

Mr. HOLMAN. This act, however, only applies to the third and 
fourth class offices. 

Mr. CANNON. I beg pardon, if the gentleman will permit me. I 
understand the third-class offices are those where the salary is less than 
$2,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; over one thousand and less than two. 
Mr. CANNON. And if more than $2,000 it becomes a second-class 

office. 
Mr. HOLMAN. That is correct. 
Mr. CANNON. Now, I suggest to the gentleman that thereare many 

offices ia the country where the salary is more than $2,000, but where 
the revenue is less than $10,000 a year. 

Mr. BING HAM. I think the gentleman is entirely in error. 
l\'.Ir. CANNON. I am not. I know a number of them myself. One 

instance is Mattoon, Ill., and towns of that class. 
lr. BfNG HAM. Let me say that the gentleman misunderstood and 

misinterprets the wholf~seopeaad purposeofthisjointresolution. The 
Department is thoroughly familiar with the requirements of the cities 
em bracing less than 10, 000 population or producing 10, 000 of revenue. 

The Senate of the United States has ext.ended the free-deliv~ry serv­
ice to cities having 5,000 population and producing $5,000 of revenue. 
That bill was considered and discussed before the Committee on the 
P.ost-Office and Post-Roads, but poetponed for consideration until the 
next session of Congress. That will embraee every line of request that 
the gentleman desires in connection with the investigation contem~ 
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plated by this resolution, for the reason that the Department is satis­
fied with the service'in regard to such places. It is not a matter re­

.. qnirin~ experiment. But this resolution proposes to reach an entirely 
di1fertmt class. It proposes to reach out into the rural section. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The villages. 
Mr. BING HAl\1. And this is for the purpose of testing the expedi­

ency of the service in the rural districts, so that the re~mlt of the ex­
periments can be reported to Congress with a view to a practical exten­
sion of the service at the next session ifit shall he found to be desirable or 
practicable. The Department desires to ex.tend the service to a greater 
extent than is now proposed; but before doing so it is necessary that 
tbe..;;e experiments should be undertaken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Butitisentirelydiscretionarywith tbePostmaster­
General as to where he sba1l apply this appropriation? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, upon application. 
Mr. HOL~IAN. I hope my friend will not. discriminate against the 

third-class offices, for as a rule they have no 1ree delivery. I will sug­
gest to him, tberef.:>re, to insert third-class offices. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well; I have no objection to that. Let them 
also be included. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not insert all offices not . now entitled to the 
free:delivery service? . 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is just what the resolution does. 
Mr. CANNON. No; I think not. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ob, yes; it says "all other offices." 
Mr. McCREARY. Let me ask the gentleman on what t-heory towns 

or cities of 5, 000 population or less are not as much entitled to the free­
delivery service as the larger towns? 

llfr . .BINGHAM. I can give no reason, except that the law provides 
for towns of 10,000 inhabitants and upwards. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understand a bill has passed the Senate allow-
ing free delivery in towns of 5,000. 

Mr. RlNGHAllf. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McCREARY. And that bill is before your committee? 
Mr. BINGHAM. It is. 
Mr. McCR.EARY. I want to say I hope the committee will report 

it 1avorahly. 
Mr. RINGHAM. ·I respond to the gentleman's wish, and have no 

objection to saying that I am in favor of such a proposition myselt. 
Mr. STO~E, of Kentucky. Let me ask the gentleman from Penn­

sylvania this question: Is it not true that the $10,000appropriated here 
is simply to be used as an experiment to see whether or not the system 
can be applied to all offices in the country? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is the sole purpose of the appropriation. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

the resolution? · 
There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to be en­

grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which thejointres­
olntion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
Jairl on the table. 

The la.tter motion was agreed to. 

J. L. 0Arn ET AL. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I submit a privileged report, Mr. Speaker, 
frooi a conference committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conrerence on the disagioeeing vote'3 of the two Houses on 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 29901 entitled "An a.ct for the 
relief of J. L. Cain anu others,'' having met, aft.er a full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend t.o their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment and agree to the bill as passed 
by the House of Representatives. 

W. C. CULBER'.rSON, 
W. J. STONE, 
W. E. SI.l\IUNDS, 

Omf erees on the part of the HOU$6. 

JORN R. MITCHELL, 
ANTHONY HlGGlNS, 
S. PASCO, 

Conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The House conferees submit the following statement: 
It wlll be seen that the effect is that the Senate reced~s from its amendment, 

and the bill a.greed upon by the conferees is exactly the biJJ as it passed the 
House. 

The conference report was adopted. 
I 

PUilLIO LANDS, FLORIDA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 3~17) for the protection of actual 
settlers who have made homesteads or pre·emption entries upon the 
public lands of the United State:i in the State of Florida, upon which 
deposits of phosphate have been discovered since such entries were 
made. 

The 8PEAKER. The. bill will be i·ead, subject to objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit enacted, etc., That. any person who bae in good faith entered up<m any 

lands of the U nJted ~tat es in the State of Florida.; subject at the daw of said 

entry to b-:>mestead or pre-emption entry, and has actually occupied and Im­
proved the same for the purpose of ma.king hi:i or her home thereon, under the 
homestead. or pre-emption laws, prior to the 1st d a y of April, A. D. HM\ shall 
have the right, upon cumµlyiug with the further requ irements of the law, in 
other respects to compl~le such homestead or pre-emption entry and receive a. 
patent for the land so entered, occupied, and improved, notwithstanding any 
discovery of phosphate deposits upon or under the surface of any of said lands 
afler such entry wa.s made: Provided, That tile entryma.u had no knowledge of 
the existence of such phosphate depo!!lts upon tlle land which is the subject. of 
such entry at the date when the sdtlernent thereon was made. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to a third 
reading; and being .read the third time, was passed. 

UNITED STATES LANDS, SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 

Mr. MORUOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres· 
ent consideration of the following bill, which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc-., Tilat the right, title, and ov.·nership of the city and county 

or San Francisco, in the Htate of California., to the body of laud bereinalt-er de­
i;cril>ed are herehy confirmed, and all the right a.."ld title of the United ~tates 
to said land are hereby granted and relinquished to said city and county, and 
to thol!e persons, and their successors in interest, to whom portions of said 
limd have been heretofore 1trantt!d and con\'eyed by or on behA.I( of said city 
and county, to the extent of their interest in said land. Said laud hereby granted 
is descril..led as follows: Situated within the corporate limits of said city and 
county, and l>eing all that strip of ltrnd which is bounded upon the south by 
courses numbered 269, 270. :lil, 2i2, 273, 274, as the i;ame are designated arid lo­
cated by tlie fiual survey for a patent of the land granted by the United StC\tes 
to said city and county by an net of Congress dated 1\larch 8, 1806, and bounded 
on the north and west by the line of ordiuary high-water mark of the Pacific 
Ocean and on the east siue by the Presidio military reservation.. 

SEC. 2. That upon the approval of this act the Commissioner of the General 
J.Alnd Office shall issue a patent for said land to said city and county; and said 
patent sha.11 inure t-0 said grantees of said chy aud couuty, um.J their said suc­
cessors in interest, as a contirmation of said city and county's grants of taid 
land. 

SEC. 3. That all Jaws in conflict with the provisions of this act are hereby de­
clared inapplicable lo the lands hereby granted and relinquished. 

'lhe SPEAKER. Is there o~jection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] 'l'he Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be­
in~ engros'3ed, it was accordingly i·ead the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOl·mOW. I ask nnanimous consent to prmt the report in tbe 
RECORD in connection with the bill. 

There was no objection. 
The report is as follows: 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, submitted the follo\Y­
ing report, to accompar>y H. R. 7552: 

'£be Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred tbe bill lH. R. 
7552: relinquishiug certain lands to the city of San Franci co, Cal., submit the 
fol1owing report: 

The purpose of this bill is to relinquish to the city and county of San Fran­
cisco a small strip of land iying between the line of the pueblo as designated 
and located by the fil"!al survey, fo_r a pa~nt of the land . to the said c ity and 
county of San Fra11c1sco,and ordmary high-water mark of the 1-'acific.c.>cean 
as described and designated as a boundary in t-he final decree of the United 
States circuit court conlirming the claim of the city of San Francisco to its 
pueblo lands entered Mlly 18, 1865. 

'l'he line of ordinary high-waler mark as determined by the court and de­
scribed in its final decree is the correct boundary of the pueblo grant, but the 
line of the patent for a distance of nearlv 6,000'feet along such bou11d1uy on the 
west and north west erroneously follows certain inland courses and distances of 
an early survey wade for another purpose. The result i<J that a strip of land 
<'Ontaining ahout 70 acres hetween such inland courses and distances and or­
dinary high-water mark of the Pacific Ocean bas been by mistake left out of the 
patent. 

The mistake occurred as follows: After the decree of confirmation in the 
United Stat.es circuit court whereby the lands ot the pueblo were confirmed to 
the city of ~an Francisco, and the passage of the i..ct of Congress approved 
March 8, 1866. further relinquishing, granting, and contirJDing the said lands to 
the city, a survey of the pueblo was ordered by the General Laud Office. '£here 
were several tracts of marsh land upon the east and noTtheast of the pueblo. 
Parties claiming title thereto under the State contended that the marsh land 
should be excluded from the pueblo survey. 

Other parties, claiming title uucler the city, claimed tha.t the marRh should be 
included, and litigation followed in the Land Office between these H.dverse 
claimants, and before its termination three official surveys were made of tho 
pueblo under the direction of the Land Department. 

The first was made by James ·.r. Strtltton in 1867 a11d 186'!. 
The second was llla.de by George F. Allardt and William Minto in 1882. 
The third and la.st survey WRS made by F. Von Leicht in December, 11l83. 
In makir.g the first survey Mr. Stratton did ootactually run the line along the 

high-water mark or the Pacific Ocean on the west and nortbw~t. but adopted 
for such Jine the field-notes of a survey mo.de by L. Ransom in April, 1864, in the 
following language: 

"Thence meandering along the line of ordinary high tide to the Pacific Ocean, 
adopting the field-no:.es of L. Ransom, deputy surveyor, in subdividing town­
ship 2 south. range 6 west-." 

'I'his Ransom survey was made before the decree was entered in the United 
States circuit court confirming the pueblo. It had no reference to the lines of 
the pueblo, but was made under the direction of the surveyor-general of the 
United SLates for the purpose of subrlividing township 2 south, range 6 west, 
under the general land laws of lhe United State!!. For that purpose the sur\'eyor 
ran his WPSt and northwest lines along tbe high land above the shore, which 
he meandered by inland courses and distance.'!. 

In the second survey the surveyors were instructed substantially to correct 
cert.A.in lines on the east and northeast, but to adopt Stratton's notes ofsuryey 
for the western and northern bonnduies. 

In the third survey the surveyor was inst.ructed to take in the marsh land, 
which had been excluded by the Stmtton survey; to run the southern bound­
ary farther north, so that the are'\ incl oded should be equal to 4 square leagues; 
and a.s to the west.era and northern boundaries he was to adopt Stratt.on's notes. 
The field-not...s of the Ransom snrvey were, therefore, erroneously adopted by 
all &be subsequent Aurveys, without examination or survey in the tield, S.'I des· 
ignating the line of ordinary hig-h-wat.er mark of the Pacific Ocean. 

This strip of land along the shore, left out of the survey aud pat-ent by mis­
take, was unquestionably confirmed to the city by the 6naJ decree of the circuU 
court in 186.5, and further rP-linquiabed, granted, and confirmed by the act. of Con­
gress approved March 8, 1866. 
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The pTocedure of the Land Office will not permit the remedy or this de~ect 

without a.a expenditure of time, money, and labor altogether out of proport1on 
to the reliefsonght. . 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the btl!. 
A copy of the dt'cree ol the United States circuit court, entered May 18, 1865, 

and of the act of Congress approved March 8, 1866, are appended. 

Final ~cree con.firming the claim of the city of San Francisco to its pueblo land.a, 
entered. May 18, 1865. 

The City of San Francisco 11s. The United States. 
The appeal in this case ta.ken by the petitioner, the city of San Francisco, 

Crom the decree of the board of laud commissioners to ascertain and settle 
private land claims in the Slate of California, entered on ~he 21st day of J?e­
cember 1&'>4 by which the claim of the petitioner wa.s adjudged to be valtd, 
and con'Hrm~d to lands within certain described limi~, coming on to be hea d 
upon the transcript of pro1.-eedings a11d deci~ion of said board, and the ~aµers 
and evidence upon whi,·h said •lecision was founded, and fur~hP.~ ev1denc~ 
taken in the district court of the United 8tates for the northern d1str1ct of Cali­
fornia pending said appeal-the said case having been transferred to this court 
by order of the said district court, under the p~ovisions of section 4 of the ac:t 
entitled '·An act to expedite the settlement ot utlesto laud in the Sta.le of Cal1-
fornia," approved July 1. lo64-11ond counsel !or th~ United ~tl!-tes and for the 
petitioner having heen beard, a.nd due dehbera.tton bad, 1t IS ordered, ad­
judged, and decreed that the claim of the petitioner, the city of San Francisco, 
to the land hereinafter described, is valid, a.nd that thesa.me be confirmed. 

The 1a.nd of which conHrmation is made is a. tract situated in the county or 
San Francisco, and embracing so much of the extreme upµer portion of the pe­
ninsula above ordinary high-water mark: (as the same existed a.t the.date of ~he 
conq.ue"t of the country, namely, the 7th of July, A. D. 1>14.6), on which the c1~y 
ofSa.n Francisco is situated, as will contain an area of 4 square leagues; said 
tract being bounded on the north and east by the bay of San l<'ranci.1.co, 011 tbe 
west by the Pacific Ocean, and ~m the ~o 1th by a due e~tet and we;St line drawn 
so as to include the a.rea.aroresa1d, subJectto the follow1ng deductions, namely: 
Such pa.reels or land a!ll have been heretofore reserved or deodicated to public 
uses by the United States; and also such pa.reels of land as have been by gl'a11ts 
from lawful authority vested in prive.te proprietorship, and have been finally 
confirmed to partie'4 claiming under said grants by the tribunals of the United 
States or shall hereafter be finally confirmed to parties clauuing thereunder 
b'\" said trihunR.ls, in proceedings now ptmding th~rein for that purpose, all of 
which said excep~d parcels of laud a.re included within the area. of 4 square 
leagues a.hove mentioned, b11t are excluded from the con fir 11ation to the city. 
This confirmation is in trust, for the benefit or the lot holders, under grants 
from the pueblo, town, or city of San Francisco, or other competent llUtbority, 
and a.s \.o any residue, in trust for the use and benefit of the inhabitants of the 
city. 

FIELD, Oircui! Judge. 
SAN FRANCISCO, May 18, 1865. 

GRANT BY CONGRESS. 

CHAP. XIIJ.-...d.n act to quiet tire title w certain lands within the corpoTate limits of 
the city of San Frandsco. 
[Approved March 8, 1866.] 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Un;ted States of 
A.merirain Oongressassem/Jled, ThR.tall the right and title of the United States to 
the Jaod situated within the corporate limits of the city of San Francisco, ill the 
State of California., conlirmed to t·he city of San Francisco by the decree of the 
circuit court ot the United States for the northern diRtrict of California, entered 
on the 18th day of l\Ia.y, 18&'>, be, and the same are hereby, relinquished and 
gr11med to the said city of Sao Francisco am! its successors, and the claim of 
the said city to the said land is hereby contirmed, subject, however, to the res­
ervatfous and exceptious designated in said decree, a.ml upon the following 
trusts. namely: 

That all the said land, not heretofore j?ranted to said city, shall be disposed of 
and cou,·eved by saiJ city to parties in the bona. fide actuR.I posse..,,sion thereof, 
by tht!µiseives or tenants, on the pllSsage of tllisact, in Huch quautitiesand upon 
such terms and conditions a.'i the Legisla.rnre oftheStateot lJalifornia.way pre­
scribe, ex<:ept such parC"els thereof as may be re erved and set a.part by ordi­
nance of said city for public uses: Provided, however, That the relinquishment 
and grant by this ac·t shall not interfere with or prejudice a.uy valid adverse 
right or claim, if such e"X:ist, to said land or any part thereof, whe1her derived 
from Spain, Mexico, or the United States, or preclude a judicial examination and 
adjustment thereof. 

:Mr. MORROW moved to reconsider the v-0te by which the bill was 
passed; and also movPd to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

THOMAS OWENS AND WILLIAM MA.RTIN. 

Mr. LEWIS. J\f r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill S. 2562. I make this request attlJe instance 
of my collea)!ue from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS]. If the Honse de­
sires any further information on the subject than is contained in the 
report I will reter the Honse to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOL­
LIVER]. 

The bill was read, as fo11ows: 
A bil I (R. 2562j to authorize the a.ppoi ntment of .A.s.'!istant Surgeons Thomas Owens 

and ·William Martin, United States ~a'\"y, not in the line of promotion, to the 
position of surgeons, United States Navy, not in the line of promotion, and for 
other purposes. 
Be it e1victed, etc., ThR.tthe President be, and is herehy, authorized to appoint 

.A.Rsistant Surgeons Thomas Owens and William Martin, United Stilt.es Navy, 
not in the line of promotion, lo the r11.nk of surgeons, Uni1ed States Navy, not 
in the liue of promotion. and th \t for thi'I purpm1e there be, and is hereby, au­
thorized two a.lditional surgeons in the Navy, to be known and designa.tecl as 
sutgeons not.iu the line of promotion, bnl in all other respects to be entitled 
to the r.ink, pay, emoluments, and privileges of surgeons in the Navy of the 
Unit.ed States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to hear a statement of the rea-
sons for th is. . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, the two men n:i.med in this bill are 
vet<:ran &argeons of the old volunteer navy, who have heen in the serv­
ice ever since the early days of the war. Both of them have dis-

tinguisbed themselves in the yellow-fever scourges that have from time 
to time visited the Sooth. 'fhe Committee on Naval Affairs recom­
mend the bill. It bas twice passed this Honse, as 1 am informed, and 
has been more times than that on the Calendar of the Hou.~e. 

The SPEAKER. Is there ohjection to the prt.>sent consideration of 
the bill? [Atter a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was according1y read the 
third time, and passed. 

.Mr. DOLLIVER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pa.'l.Sed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latrer motion was agreed to. 
THOMAS CHAMBERS. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (8. 309) for the relief of Thomas Cham­
bers. 

The bill was read at length for information. 
The SPEAKER. ls there objection to the present consideration of 

the bill? . 
Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S.309) for the re­
lief of Thomas Chambers, having carefully considered the facts relating to the 
claim set forth in the bill above referred to, report as follows: 

It appears from the evidence in Lhis case that, in the month of December, 
18i4., 'l'bomas Chambers was awarded the contract for carrying tne United States 
ml\il over postal route No. 24413, from Sault de Ste. l\Il\rie to l\Iackinac, l\iicb.; 
that at the time the contract was a.warded to him no Canadian through mail in 
closed pouche11 was or had been tr.rnsported over the said route; thllt pursuant 
to a po.~tal arrangement 11.1ade between the United ·states and Canada, in Feb­
ruary, 1875, tbe United .states c<>ntra<:t.ed to transport such eanadian mail over 
this and other postal routes. By bis con~ract Mr. Chambers was to receive the 
sum ofSL,675 per a.11nu111 as compensntio11. 

That on July 20, l8i5, by an order or the Post.Office Departrnent, be was re· 
quired to carry such Canadian mail in addition to the United Stntes mail proper. 
He applied for extra.comueusation for the added work requil·ed of him in obey­
ing this order This applicAtioo was refused by the Deµa.rtment,on t.11e ground 
thl\t no authority of law existed by which such payment cuuhl be made. Dur­
ing the years ending July l, 1Xl7, l~i8,and l~i9, by tbe request ot l\lr.Cba.mbers, 
and upon order of the Post-Oflice Department, the route No. 24413 was discon­
tinued from the 15th day of M:a.y to the 1st day of November of each summer 
season, steamer service bein~ substituted therefor. But durinit the remaining 
portions of the cooiract term l\ir. Chambers continued to carry the mail for 
both countries over the said route, his contract compensation being propor­
tionately reduced for the timeR the route was discontinued. 80 that, in all, he 
carried the said ma.ii over said route for a period of time substantially aggre­
gating two years and eight. months. 

'I he evidence further shows that when be entered into the contract he wa.'i 
not apprised in any way of the intended postal arrangement with the Canadian 
Government: that it wa-1 a condition not existing at the time he made his bid, 
nor a~ the time when he entered into the contract; that this postal arrange­
ment greatly increased the expense and work of carrying the mail over this 
route. the amount of Canadian through mail in closed pouches which he was 
required to transport being to the U11ited States mail proper in the ratio of 5 
to 7; that he did the work under the expectation that Congress would reim­
burse him for the extra. work and expense. 

Your committee, therefore, couclude that there is equitably due him therefor 
the sum ofSl,83"J.80, the said sum being the amount he should have for tbe 
trunsportation of the said Cnnadia.n mail, as computed upon the ratio named 
between it and the United State!! mail. 

We think that theamountnamed in the Senate bill is too IR.rge, for the reason 
that no account seems to have been taken of the periods oft.imewhen the route 
was discontinued during the summer se.ason. 

We therefore recommend that thesa.id :Senate bill 309 be a.mended by striking 
out the words "three thousand six hundred a.11d fifty-four dollars and fifty-six 
cenl .. ," and inserting in lieu thereof the words "one thousand eight hundred 
and thirty-four and eighty one-hundredths dollars:" and as thus amended we 
recommend the pa.!!sage of the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, there does not seem to be any 
testimony or any statement showing that any additional expense was 

-occasiooed by this increase in the mail, anrl if the amount was only in­
creased a little and no extra expense incurred by the contractor the 
bill ought not to pass. There is nothing in the report that shows that 
he inenrred any additional expense as the result of this. 

Mr. STEPHENtiON. He had to put on an extra torce and employ 
extra teams. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is nothing in the report to show that. 
Mr. STEPHENSON. He bad to nearly double his force. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. The report states that the amoaut of Canadian 

through mail in those pouches which he was required to transport was 
to the United States mails proper in theratioof5to7. In other words, 
the amount of the mail carried was nearly doubled. The report lurther 
states that he did the work under the expectation that Congrt:ss would 
reimburse him for the extra work and expense. 

Mr. CANNO~. Mr. Speaker. this would be a bad precenent, and 
if followed to its logical end would cost this GQvernment a great many 
millions of dollars. Therefore I object. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A mcs~age from the President of the Unired States, by l\Ir. Pn.umm. 

one of his secretaries. announced that the President had approved a.n<l 
signed bills and joint re8ol atioos of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 5674) for tbe.reliefot Frank A. Le~i 
.An act (H. R. 7815) gr.1ntiog a pension t-0 Maryett Vaille; 
An act (H. R. 7869) granting a pension to Sophia J. Dimick; 
An act (H. R. W64) gr;mting a pension to Margaret Pratt; 
An act (H. R. 9138) .~ranting a peni;iion to Elizabeth Gushwa; 
An act (H. R. 96~) granting a pension to John A . .Johnson: 
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An act (H. R.10033) granting a pension to Isaac Riseden; 
.An act (H. R.10202) granting a pension to 0. E. Hukill; 
An act (H. R.10634) granting a pension to Clark Stewart; 
An acli (H. R.106i9) granting a p~nsion to Clara Reed; 
Au act (FL R. 1093 ) granting a pension to Agnes R. Hice; 
An act (H. R. 10951) granting a pension to Lucinda Rawlingson; 
An act (H. R. 60i0) granting a pension to Agnes M. Bradley; 
An act (H. R 8890) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Solo­

niou, a private in Company A1 First Indian:J. Infantry, Mexican w~r 
service· 

An act (H. R. 10036) granting an increase of pension to Jarrres B. 
Reed; 

An act (If. n. 10208) granting an increase of pension to Mqses Gra­
ham· 
A~ act (H. R. 10320) granting increase of pension to Nancy Cato; 
An act (H. R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to James H. 

Vosburgh; 
An act (H. R. 3528) to grant a pension to James Knetsar; 
An act (H. R. 10~34) re,;toring Rebecca Young to the pension-rolls; 
An act (H. R. 2414) increasin~ the pension of ·Nelson Rich; 
An act (H. R. 5851) to pension Mathew Lambert for service in the 

Indian war; 
An act (H. R. 3587) to pension Stacey Keener, -yvidow of Tillman B. 

Keener, deceased, who served in the Indian war; 
An act (H. R. 4853) to pension Gabriel Stephens; 
.An act (H. R. 5654) t.o pension Elizabeth R. Lockett; 
An act (H. R. 6992) to pension Susan E. Freeman; 
An act (H. R. 6084) to pension Thomas Nelson; 
An act ( H. R. 6853) to pension Allen Morris; 
An act (H. R. 9518) for the relief of Margaret Hetzel; 
An act (H. R.10635) for the relief of Olive M. Hecbtman; 
An act (H . .R. 10753) for the re1ief of Mary E. Hicks; 
An act (H. R.11075) for thereliefof John B. Roper; 
An act (H. R. 11355) for the relief of Mary L. Brown, dependent 

mother of Josiah R. Brown, deceased; 
An act (H. R. 2804) to increase the pension of Charles W. Kridler; 
.An act (H. R. 5628) to increase the pension of David Shively; 
An act (H. R. 6218) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth; 
An act (H. R. 6798) to increase the pension of George H. Brown, 

Company I, Sixth Vermont Volunteers; 
An act (H. R. 9945) to increase the pension of Charles Barker; 
An act (H_. R.10154) to increase the pension of John N. Harrisi 
An act (H. R.11345) to increase the pension of Thomas Beaumont; 
An act (H. R.11417) t-0 increase the pension of Cecilia J. ')Voods; 
An act (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to .Mary A. Green; 
.An act (H. R.1466) granting a pension to Mary Ewald; 
An act (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Mm. Delphina P. Walker; 
An act (H. R.1906) granting a. pension to Levi H. Naron; 
An act (H. R. 2279) granting a pension to Abraham W. Jackson; 
An act (H. R. 2385) granting a pension to Barney McA.rdle; 
An act (H. R. 2415) JUanting a. pension to Nancy Carey; 
An act (H. R. 2427) granting a pension to Fletcher Galloway; 
An act (H. R. 2431) granting a pension to Mary H. Cortis.; 
An act (H. R. 2965) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes; 
An act (H. R. 3734) granting a pension to John Mann; 
An act (H. R. 5736) granting a pension to John L. Lindel; 
An act (H. R. 5144) granting a pension to Jonas H. Keen; 
An act (fl. R. 5145) granting a pension to W. H. Obrien; 
An act (H. R. 6032) granting a pension to Mary Welsh; 
An act {H. R. 6391) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby; 
An act (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Louisa A. Sippell; 
An act (H. R. 7422} granting a pension to Kate Lane Townes, widow 

of Col. Robert R. Townes; 
An act (H. R. 7914) granting a pension to Jay Marvin; 
An act (H. R. 8059) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma A. Stafford; 
.An act (H. R. 8928) granting a pen.<\ion to D. M. Miller; 
.An act (H. R. 9590) granting a pension to Matilda.Evans; 
An act (H. R.10334) granting a pension to Wiatt Parish; 
An a.ct (H. R.10350) granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten; 
An act (H. R. 10651) granting a pension t-0 J. W._ Robertson; 
An a-Ot (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor; 
.An act (H. R.11169) granting a pension to Isadora Ritter, formerly 

Isadora De Wolf Dimmick; 
An act (H. R.11543) granting a pension to James H. Means, doctor 

ofmedfoine; 
An act (H. R.11547) granting a pension to Lucinda Chapin; 
An act (H. R.10245) to place the name of Hettie McConnell on the 

pension-roll; 
An act (H. R. 5323) to authorize the Presiclent to restore Tenodor 

Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place him on the 
retired-list of Army officers; 

An act (H. R. 3107) for the relief of Cot James Lindsay; 
An act {H . .R. 7718) granting a pension to Thomas Egan; 
An act (H. R. 7739) granting a. pension to Mary Cannon, daughter of 

Jam es Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regi­
ment New York Volunteers; 

An act (H. R. 7840) granting a pension to 1\frs. Lillis Otis: 
An act (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to Elizabeth Abell; 
An act (H. R. 9244) granting a pension to Lewis W. Bloom, of Etna, 

Kans.; 
An act (H. R. 9302) granting a pension to John Scudder; 
.An act (H. R. 9317) granting a pension to f)fargaret M. Clement· 
.An act (H. R. 9529) granting a pension to Emma G. Clark; ' 
An act tH. R. 9826) granting a pension to Rachael A. Feustamaker· 
An act (H. R. 9935) granting a pension to William 1:'3tover; ' 
.An act (H. R. 10031) granting a pension to William Tolle· 
An act (H. R.10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash·

1 

An act (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Re~d · 
An act (H. R. 1112-2) granting a. pension to Sarah Anderson·' 
.An act (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Mrs. A. W. Ackley· 
An act (H. R. 7463) for the relief of Lawrence U. Caffiin · ' 
An act (H. R. 10557) for the relief of W. G. Triece; ' 
An act (H. R. 9270) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 

Osborne; 
An act (H. R. 9375) gmnting an increase of pension to Mrs. Catherine 

Edmands· 
An act (H. R. 9405) granting an increase of pension to Michael Har­

gain; 
An act ( H. R. 9666) granting an increase of pension to Ransom E. Bra­

man; 
An act (H. R. 9840) granting an increase 9f pension to Prentiss M. 

Fogler; 
An act {H. R. 571) extending the limit of cost for public building at 

Hoboken, N. J., to meet requirements of site; 
An act (H. R. 7983) amending an act of Congress passed July 12 

1882, relative to fire limit of site of post-office and Federal building: 
Brooklyn, N.• Y. ; 
. .An a_ct (H. ~·. 5?4) for the establish~ent of a. light-station and fog· 

s1gnal m the v1cm1ty of Braddock's Point, Lake Ontario New York 
and providing a fog-whistle at Charlotte light-station ou ~aid lake· ' 

An act (H. R. 11154) to repeal part of section 6 of an act entitled 
"An act to divide the State of Iowa into two judicial districts," ap­
proved July 20, 1882; 

An act (H. R. 8943) to provide for the establishment of a port of de­
livery at Peoria, Ill.; 

An aet (H. R. 8247) to authorize entry of the public lands by incor­
porated cities and towns. for ce~etery and park purposes; 

An act (H. R. 6349) mcreasmg the pension of John B. Reed late 
lieutenant-colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment nllnois 
Volunteers; 

An act (H. R. 8923) increasing the pension of James M. Monroe· 
An act (H. R. 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale· , 
An act (H. R. ll687)increasingthe.pensionofMrs. Clemeniu;eFink· 
.An act (H. R. 4210) to increase the pension of John H. Grove; ' 
An act (H. R. 4369) to increase the pension of Milton Barnes· 
An act (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of John Clark; ' 
An act (H. R. 8381) to increase the pension of Asenath Turner a 

Revolutionary pensioner; ' 
An act ( H. R. l 0231) to increase the pension of Sanford Kirkpatrick· 
An act (H. R. 5348} to pla-0e the name of Sarah A. Small upon th~ 

pension-roll; 
An act (H. R. 1894) to pension Silas Beezley; 
An act (H. R. 9897) granting an increase of peI!sion to William R. 

McCreary; 
. Joint. resol°:tion (H. Res. 152) providing for the printing of eulo­

gies dehvered m Congress upon the late James Laird; 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 231) to correct an error in the act entitled 

"An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pres­
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purpru;es," approved September 19, 1890; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 228) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to pu:rehase nickel ore or nickel matte for use in the manufacture of 
nickel-steel armor, and for other naval purposes . 

.MESS.AGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McComr, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate bad agreed to the amendment of the House to the bill 
(S. 3532) granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes . 

The message also announced that the Senate non-concurred in the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3043) to amend and further ex­
tend the benefits of the act approved February 8, 1887, entitled ''An 
act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty to Indians on the 
various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the 
United States over the Indians, and for other purposes," asked a con­
ference with the House thereon, and bad appointed Mr. DA WES, Mr. 
PLATT, and Mr . .MORGAN conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The mes...qage further announced that the Senate had passed wHbout 
amendment the bill {H. R. 12163) making an appropriation to supply 
a deficiency in the appropriation for compensation of Members in the 
Honse of Representatives and Delegates from Territories. 

PIER AT CHIC.AGO. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I present the following conference report. 

I • 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two-Houses on 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.Res.104) "to permit the Secretary 
- of War to grant a. revoca.ble license to Uf'e a; pier aa petUioned by vessel-owners 

of Chicago, UL," having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Sen.ate recede from its amendment numbered 1 to the resolution 
of the House and agree to the text of the same with the following amendments : 

Line a after the word "of" strike out the words "said pier" and insert in lieu 
thereof 'the words "the United Stat~s pier at Chicago. Ill., situated north and 
east of the Illinois Central Railroad Company's wharf No. 1, and on south side 
of Chicago River." 

Line is, after the word '' rs.ilroad," strike out the word "car'' and. insert in 
place thereof the word" company's." 

And the House o.gree to the same. 
That the House recede from it<J disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

striking out the preamble of said resolution, and agree to the same. 
WM. E. 1\1.A.SON, 

. J. H. SWENEY. 
FELIX CAMPBELL, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
S. M. CULLOM, 
J.N. DOLPH, 
M. W. RANSOM, 

Managers on the paTt of the enatt. 

The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 
The Senate recedes from its amendment, and agrees to the bill as i~ passed lhe 

House of Representatives. 

:Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the adoption of that 
report, and my objection is based not upon any peculiar feature of the 
conference report--

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MASO~] has 
charge of this. Does he yield to the gentleman from Ohio? 

.Mr. MA..."30N. Oh, yes; I am perfectly willing to have it understood, 
and will be glad to explain it or to have the gentleman ask any ques­
tion. 

Mr. BURTON. I think the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MASoY] 
bad better explain it first. 

Mr. MASON. The original resolution was introduced authorizing 
the Secretary of War to lease a part of this pier. The Government 
only owns a strip of it. The Committee on Commerce sent it to the 
Secretary of .War, who l'ecommended that instead of a lease a tempo­
rary or revocable license be granted for this part of the pier, upon con­
dition that the parties dredge the river adjoining the pier and repair 
the pier. This bill went to the Senate and they struck out the words 
authorizing the Secretary of War to grant the license to the parties 
whom he thought best for the interest of the Government, and inserted 
the names of Walker, Whitehead & Co. 

The Hoose disagreed to the amendment, and now the Senate has Te­
ceded from its amendment, and this bill simply allows the Secretary of 
War to grant a license, J'evocable at any time when deemed in the in­
terest of commerce, for this part of the pier. The original petition was 
signed by most of the vassel-owners of Chicago. Some of them have 
since that time protested against it and some of those have sent tele­
grams withdrawing their protestB. 

Mr. OUTCHEO.N. Will the gentleman from Illinois explain the lo-
cation a.nd situation of this pie:r? 

Mr. MASON, The pier is 1, 000 feet long a.nd 300 feet wide. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Projecting into Lake Michigan? 
Mr. M!.SON. Yes; at the month of the river, and belon~ to the 

Illinois Central Railroad, all except these 25 feet. This has been sub-
mitted to my colleague from Chicago. . 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me a ques­
tion? 

Mr. :MASON. Certainly. 
!lr. ANDERSON, of Kansa~. This firm to whom the pier is to be 

leased? · 
Mr. MASON. That firm is stricken out, and it simply allows the 

Secretary of War to issue a revocable Jicense. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What I wanted to getat is this: Does 

this give the lliinois Central Railroad control of the whole of that pier? 
Mr. MASON. No. 
Mr. ANDERSON. of Kansas. If it does, I object. 
Mr. MASON. There is nothing at all of that purpose in this legis­

lation. If you will remember, while on the committee. when the mat­
ter came up the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SWENEY] reported in favor 
of striking out the Senate amendment, nnd it is now made so that the 
Secretary of War is to issue a revocable license. 

Jilr. BA.KER. By the consent of my friend I will state that this is 
merely a revocable license. · 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is it left discretionary with the Secretary of War 
to lease the pie:r or not? 

Mr. MASON. Yes; he is not obliged to issue a license. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. How does this bill emanate from the Commit­

tee on Commerce? 
Mr. BAKER. Because it was sent to the Committee on Commerce 

and reported by that committee. 
Mr. GRO~VENOR. This ought to have gone to the Committee on 

Rivers and Harbors. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that this is a conference 

report, and it is now too late to raise the question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is a little late; but I will state the fact that 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have reported against this whole 
line of policy, and now the Committee on Commerce produces a result 
that overrides that which has been the settled policy of the C011Dtry. 

.l\Ir. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAK.ER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 
M:r. MASON. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I am opposed to this whole line of policy to lease 

the Government piers in connection with our harbor works to a private 
individual, or to railro:id companies, or anything of the kind. They 
are constructed by the Government at great expense for a specific pur­
pose, and that is for the satety of the commerce entering and depart­
ing from the harhor. I believe it to be pernicious and destructive of 
the principal object for which the harbors are built, and I hope we shall 
not initiate this principle. I know it comes rather late to make such 
an objection with reference to this case, it being here in the form of a 
conference report; but if I were the Secretary of War, which I am not, 
I would not lease any of these harbor comtrnctions to a firm mo to in­
dividuals. It can not possibly be otherwise than that it will be de­
structive to commerce. The parties who leased these piers will occupy 
them. They will leave their vessels alongside, and they will be an 
obstruction to the jaws of the entrance to the harbor. It can not be 
otherwise than harmful to the general interests of commerce entering 
the harbor. 

Mr. MA.SON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a.question? 
Mr. CU1'CHEON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MASON. Suppose that by this resolution, before they could get 

even temporary nse of the pier, they were obli~ed to dredge out 50 teet 
of the river which is not used at all, and which the Government will 
not dredge, would it not bean advantage to the commerce? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If 50 feet next to the piers is not dredged, then 
it ought to be dredged, so that the commerce of that port could nave 
the entire entrance. 

Mr. MASON. That is one thing that we obtain by the passage of 
this resolution. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Bnt I do not approve the way that you get it. 
Mr. MASON. I think you would if you understood it thoroughly. 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, similar propositions have come from 

several cities. The onJy objection is that made by the gentleman from 
Michigan that it closes the jaws of the harbor. In the harbor al; Chi­
cago that objection does not obtain for the reason stated by my col­
league, that the harbor next to this pier is not dredged and has not 
been dredged for many years, and the party to whom this revocable 
license would go will have to dredge the harbor alongside of it so as to 
be able to have the nse of it. The real motive of the vessel men of 
Chicago wanting this license to be given is that steamers leaving that 
port have now to swing across the river and then run into a slip in 
order to get their supply of coal. If this license is given they may 
without turning, except a little to starboarcl, receive their coal and 
immediately go out to sea; so that really in that very place it will be 
of benefit to the commerce rather than an obstruction to it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In view of the fact that it is left disc:retionarv 
with the Secretary of War to revoke tb.hJ license at any time, and 
having great confidence in that high official, I simply desire to enter 
my protest and objection to this policy of renting the Government 
piers; bnt as this is so well guarded in the law I will make-no further 
objection. · 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it is only necessary 
in deciding this case for the House to regard the simple principle that 
these piers are built by the Government at the public expense as bound­
aries of the channels to be used for the entrance and exit of vessels. If 
there is a pier here which is not needed for that purpose it ought to be 
abandoned. But the object of this resolution is to give to a private indi­
vidual or to a private corporation the use of the property of the Gov­
ernment for an entirely different purpose. 

To my mind it is not an answer to the objection at all to say that ih 
is revocable at the will of the Secretary of War, because e"Very one 
knows as a matter of experie11ce that when a private interest gets posses­
sion ot Government property it is not long before they claim a vested 
right, and it might j nst as well provide for an irrevocable license. There 
are other features applicable to this particular case here. The channel 
>fill have to be widened in view of the fact that the sizes of the ships 
entering that harbor are increasing in size from year to year as the 
depth of the channels along the different water ways is increased. 
Recently there has been a decision rendered by the courts which is 
very threatening to vessel men in similar cases, to the effect that where 
a boat is moored in the channel for tbe purpose of unloading and a boat 
entering the harbor is b.v the wind or the current driven into collision 
with it, the boat moored can recover for the damages by the collision. 

The simple !act is that these channels should be reserved as entrances · 
to harbors, for the coming in of vessels, and no part of them should be 
appropriated for private int-erruts, to use for the loading and unloading 
of vessels. If there is more width than is needed it should be aban­
doned. It is true that here there is only 25 feet belonging to the Gov­
ernment, and next t-0 that is the land of the Illinois Central Railroad; 
but if we pass this resolution and disregard the objection to it we shall 
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be establbhing the principle that wherever there is a narrow strip of that in the interest of the commerce of these great cities these strips 
land belonging to the Gi>vernmen t bordering upon a water way and there of land suitable for purposes of this kind onght to be mllde available 
is private propert.v next to it, the Government property mast be used in some way tor the benefit of private individoa '. s, corporations, or the 
in a manner subordinate to that of private property. In any aspect in general public. J 11st opposite to this Government pier at Hufralo stands 
which you view thi~ resolution it seems to me that it is obj~ctionable: the pier occupied by the Life-Saving Service of the United States. Now, 
and the fact tha.t the license is to be revocable dot:S not remove the ob- here is the incongruity. At this pier on the opposite side-the south 
iection. pier-the Govnnment itself will not expend oue dollar for dredging, 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Just one word, Mr. Speaker, in this connec- bat asks the city ot Buffalo to do the dredging and keep the pier in 
tion. As a member of tbe Committee on Commerce I voted for the order, which it does. 
resolution, believine that the commerce of thA city of Chicago would I aru just as tenacious of the authority of the United States in re­
be promoted thereby. This is one of a series of Government piers gard to the promotion of the interests of commerce through piers and 
along the Great Lakes which have fallen into dh1repair, so that their other instrumentalities as any man on this floor; but I do not believe 
use is not pra.cticahle. 'fhe resolution proposes that by private euter- in any sentimenlal way of trying to make something out of nothing. 
prise this pier shall be restored, and the nec~rry dredging shall be Mr. BURTON. Is the gentleman familiar wJth any instance in 
done to make it thoroughly available; at the same time, any such res- which the.<ie revocable licen::1es have been revoked? 
olutioo as this will and mast constitute a precedent for the leasing or Mr. MASON. I can cite one.'-' / 
disposal of Government piers along the lakes. 1\Ir. FAL{QUHA.H. Probably I could not t.ell tho gentleman of a 

Those piers have been acquired only because they were felt to be im- case of that kind, because the utility of the license to both parties op­
portant for Government uses upon the Great Lake.:s, which form a por- erates to prevent revocation. 
tion ot our northern boundary. Valnablewhen acquired, theyshould Mr. BUH.TON. Has there been any such instance on the Great 
be maintained and kept in order for Government use, and when not Lakes? 
actually in use, being Government property, they should be equally Mr. MA.SON. Not within my knowled~e. 
open 10 all $e public. It is now proposed to devote one of these piers Mr. GH.OSVENOL{. In the case of Buff.i.lo Harbor, what was orig-
to private use. As a precedent it strikes me as extremely pernicious, inally a revocable license bas ripened (according to the claim which 
and I woulrl not be content that it should be re~arded as a precedent has been made) into an absolute title. 
for similar U!'le of other piers on the Great Lakes. l\Ir. F A.H.QU ti Al<. Ob, no; the title of the Government can not be 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Can the gentleman inform us why the Govern- defoated in that way. .By the very terms of these revocable licenses, 
ment ha~ allowed this pier to fall into ditinse? the rights of the Government are preserved. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. That I am unable to say. Mr. GlW:SV.I<;NOl{. Let mesaytothe gentleman that! bynomeans 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Is there any probability that the Government I indorse the idea that the Government can lose iti title in this way; 

will ever repair it? but this claim ha~ been asserted, thoa~h the rights of the parties as-
Mr. BAKER. Not at all. serting it originated under a mere temporary, revo('.a,blti license. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. If the Government has no further use for the Mr. FARQUHAR. It may be that such a claim has been asserted; 

pier, and if it can be made useful in ariy other way, it seems to me that I do not know anything about that. 
it shoo Id be utilized. Mr. MAHON. I call for a vote on agreeing to the report. 

Mr. BAKER. It ought to be remembered that this license is revo- The question being taken, the report was agreed toj there being, on 
cable at the will of the 8ecretary of War without a minute's notice. a division-ayes 42, noes 14. 

Mr. GR08VENOR. There has never been one such order revoked Mr. MASON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
in the history of thti Government. adopted; and also moved that the motion Lo reconsider be laid on the 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, right in the same line with this table. 
pier which is under discu~-sion is a pier in Buffalo Harbor. It was The latter motion was agreed to. 
bnilt. or attempted to be built, hy the United States in 18~6, but ISAAC H WHEAT 
Buffalo Harbor ha.., changed its lines considerably since the Govern- • • • 
ment first drove their spites and filled up with brush. The Delaware Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of tho 
and Lackawanna Railroad Company acquired property contiguous to Whole Honse be discharged from the farther consideration ot the bill 
this Government pier and abutting it, and the pier is of little use to which I send to the desk, and that it be considered now. It does not 
the Government hecam:ie it can not advantageonsly occupy it. involve a large amount. 

The Government has refused to expend one dollar in dredging the The Clerk read as follows: 
mouth of the harbor where this pier is, bot they did give &.uthority to B it enacted, ~le.. That the Secretary oftheTreasurybe,and he is hereby, a.u-
the Delaware and Lackawanna l<ailroad Company to expend $50.001) thorize 1 and directed to pav to Isaa-0 H. Wheat, of Jetfer!ion County, Indiana., 

· I • b · 1 • I d out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropria.ted, lbe sum of 200, 
or $60,000 JD comp etrng a su stant1a pier t iere, an to occupy a strip tor one horse belonging to him and which was t.a.<en frorn him by the military 
of 5 feet, upon which are the great coal trestles of that railroad. Now, forces under General Hob<1on, in Jeffor:;on County, Indiana, in July, 1663, and 
the diffil'nlty there is the same as the difficulty with this Chica~o pier. applied to the use of the United States. 
The Government can not make any use ot the Chicago pier, soitseeks The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
to ~ive a revocable license to parties to occap.r it. The Lackawanna this bill? 
Railroad Company has built a subs!a'lntial pier at Buffalo, but there Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think we ought to have some explana-
hn.'i been some question as to whether it is not a detriment to the nav- tion of the bill. [Laughter.] · 
igation at the mout.h of the river. Contesting parties have appeared The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt the gentleman from In-
before the River anci Harbor Committee, and the ~entleruan from Ohio diana [Mr. HoLMAN] will explain. 
[!\fr. GROSVENOR] has heard the statements of all the parties in in- Mr. J:fOLMAN. A very interesting report on this bill has been made 
t.erest. by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DuLLIVER.]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The practical difference between the case under l\Ir. BUECKINRIDGE (exhibiting a photograph). I am requested 
consideration and the ca'\e at Buffalo arise-9 probably out of the fact to ask whether this is a picture ot the horae which is the subject of 
that in Buffalo it was admitted that the presence of the private pier, this claim? 
or i~ occupancv by private ve.~els, would narrow the entrance to the Mr. HOLMAN. That is prohahly a correct picture of the horse 
harbor. In this connection, I may say that this revocable license has [laughter], as it seems to b~ brought in here as proot. 
worked about the same as ifit bad been a perpetual one. Mr. KEUL{, of Iowa. I ask that the report be read or that some ex-

Mr. FAH.QUHAR. Well, of coarse, I do not believe in a perpetual planation be made. 
license in slll·h a ca~e, bnt this is a question that concerns nearly every The report of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. DOLLIVER) 
great cit.v with a water front. The old piers that were built to make was read, a3 follows: 
up old water lines stand on a different footing, it seems to me, from 
an.v new work which bas been commenced since 1855, and I am not 
certain bot that when they are detrimental to navigation the license 
ought to be revoked. But when we find a strip of' Government land 
unrler old surveys which is contiguou-1 t-0 property which is valuable 
for commercial or marine purposes the United States may hold that 
property, but they hold it to the detriment of the commercial inter­
ests of these great ports. Th:i.t i'l the proposition; and when yon ~ive. 
a revo<'able licen..;e it leaves the power to 1 he Secretary of War to take 
back the property at any time into po-iseasion of the Government. 

Now, let me mention one matter in connection with this question of 
dreci~ing. The Government pier at Buffalo is in the jurisrliction of 
the city of Buffalo, tmtirely under the control of the citv officers; the 
Government itself has had nothing to do with the pier for twenty-five 
or thirty years, except to p;rant the license to a railroad company to 
make a pier where the Government never really had one. I think 

The Committee on Wnr Claims, to whom wo.s referred the bill (Ir. R. 1910) fol· 
the relief of lsaa(! H. Wlleat, reports e.s fo .lows: 

This is o. claim for a. horse t.aken from the cll\lmant in Jefferson County, In· 
diana, in July. L863, by the Army of tae United Stales. Claim st.a.ted o.t $200. 

The claimant presented his claim to the Quartermaster-0-euera.I for payment, 
and not allowed. 

The proof is positive that the horse WBS ta.ken by the Army of the United 
.St.ates for the public service; that the horse was worth &2ll0; that he has not re· 
ceived pay or compensation therefor from auy source, either in whole or in 
part, but that the so.me is still due nnd owing to him from the UnitPd ~tates; 
that the claimant was throughout the war loy1Ll to the Go\'ernment of the United 
States. 

Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. It appears that the bill prop~es to pay 

$200 for this horse. That is a little more than we paid for horses dur­
ing the war. 

Mr. BAKER. Do I understand that this horse was "loynl?" 
[Laughter.] 
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Mr. WILLTAM~. ot Ohio. I wish to move an amendment to cut Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to impair the beauty 

down the amount to $150. of my friend's eloquent speech by adding any remarks-only to say 
· The SPEAKER. Is there ohjection to the present consideration of that I believe this to be a just claim. Tha·Committee on Claims say 

the bill? The Chair hears none. The que3tion is on ordering the bill so. The honorable gentleman from Iowa l Ur. DoLUVKR] who reports 
to be engros.c;ed and read a third time. it believes it to be a proper claim. But if any gentleman thinks it is 
, Mr. PAYSON. I desire to offer an amendm~nt. Mr. Speaker, what not a proper claim I shall certainly ask to withdmw it. 

is the amount named in the bill? I Mr. CUTCHEON. Let me aik the gentleman, is there proof that 
' Th~ SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. . this horse was taken b.v order of an officer of the United States Army 

Mr. PAYSON. As I understand the reading of the bill it allows competent to issue such an order? 
only $135 for this horse. The report says that the horse was worth l\Ir. OWENS, of Ohio. If the gentleman will permit me, I can an­
$:WO. The characteristic modesty of the gentleman from Indiana swer the question by saying that I was with the forces of General 
[langhter] has impelled him to ask the Honse to allow too small a Hobson, aud it did not need an order in any special case. Our men 
sum. I propose now to move an amendment ~o as to give this dis- were ordered gp.nerally to get horses to pursue, and were directed to 
tinguished citizen of Indiana the fall value of bis property wllich the take them wherever they could be found. 
Government took. The sum ought to be $20U. Mr. CUTCHEON. The question is whether this horse was i::tolen for 

l\fr. CUTCHEON". That is a bad precedent.. the private benefit of somebody, or was taken for the use ot the Gov 
Mr. HOL\1AN. I think the hill is for $~00. ernment. - · 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again read the bill, as there seems Mr. HOLMAN. I Jived near the line of the march pursnP.d by Gen-

to be some misnuder.standing. era! Morgan, and I know that the forces of General Hobi:ion in pursuit 
Tbe bill was again reari. took horses on all sides. They t>as~ed through tbe country in n rapid 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I insist on mya.mendment cutting down march and took horses wherever and whenever they were needed. It 

the price to $150. This is all we paid during the war. won Id be impo~ible in each particular ca.~e to ohtain evidence of an 
Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say, l\Ir. Speaker, that I do not know order from the officer in command; sometimes the horses were taken on 

about the valae of this horse. If my friend does, of cour:;e he will in- one side of the line of march and sometimes on the other. 
sist on his amendment. [Laughter.] But this bill is exactly in the form in which hundreds and hundreds 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. On account of the modesty of my friend of such bills have been passed in the last twenty years. 
I withdraw the amendment. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But the difference between this bill and the 

A MElfBER. "Modesty" is good. [Laughter.] other bills to which I referred a fow moments a~o is not in its form. 
Mr. PAYNE. I o~ject to so much talk about an unknow~ qnan- Tho bill is exacLlyin the same form as the other bills, but the proof is 

tity. different. That is where the distinction comes in. [Lan\!hter. J There 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, permit me to say a word in is _noprooftbatthehorse was taken by order of an officer ofthe United 

connection with t.his matter. There is no proof in this case that this States. Everybody who served in the cavalry knows the importance or 
bor.-;e was taken hy or~r of any officer of tbP. Government, or not taken fresh horses at times, and generally they are needed at a time and un­
sim ply by a soldier of the Unjted States for his own private purposes. der circumstances when it is not possihle to secure an order. 
I take it for Jtranted, however, that it was necessary and it was taken .Mr. HOL~1AN. If I was not 8ati!ified, Mr. Speaker, that this was a. 
during what was known as "the Morgan raid." just claim I would insist upon withdrawing it. I would not comient 
·But the rule universally adopted in the House in regard to all claims to its being pre:o:ented even Jor the unanimous consent of the House. 

of this character originating south of the Ohio River has been to re- As a matter of fact it is well known that Indiana appointed a com­
quire proof that the horse was taken by order of an officer of the United mission to inve .. tigate the question of property taken by both armies, 

• States legally authorized to issue such an order. the Confederate and Federal, shortly after this raid took place. They 
In the district that I have the honor to represent, close to the city went along the line of march aud asc.ertained what was <lone, what 

of Louisville, in the county of Oldham, a number of horses were taken prnperty was t.aken by each army, and made their report to the Stateau­
by officers of the United States Army during the invasion of Ken- thorities of Indiana. Tbis claim wa.s reported amongst them, as I uu­
tucky by General Bragg. It was absolutely necessary tor the saiety derstand. Of course none of the horses taken by the Confederate army 
and protection of the city of Louisville that this should be done. They have been paid tor. The others have been, in the main, already paid 
were taken lrom persons of undoubted loyalty to the Government, lor. This instance, however, is one where the payment has not bPen 
some of whom had sons serving in the Federal Army. I have been made. The claims for property taken by the f"nion forces amounted 
totally unab:e, and my predecessors, Mr. Beck and Mr. BLACKBURN, to about $350,UOO. I will state again that this bill is founded upon 
have also been unable to secure pay for .any of them, altboug:h in the the report marle by the commission. as I understand. 
last Congress I obtained a favorable report in relation to certain of the Mr. CO fCHEON. I desire to put on record a word in regard to this 
claims. class of claims. If this horse was taken by competent authority for 

Now, I do not intend to object to this bill c'\lled up by the gentle- thl3 benefit of the United States it ought to be paid for. The horse is 
man from Inrliana, for I have no doubt that General Hohso~'s troops, not a large horse and •he claim is not a large claim, but sometimes 
in following the march of Morgan, bad occasion to furnish themselves small precedents like this grow into monstrom~ ones: and if the horse 
with horses all along the line of the march; and having served in the wa.c; simply taken without-right or authority by some private individ­
cavalry myself I know as a matter of lact bow often it happens that ual even in the Union Army, it may set an example to draw out from 
the safety of a movement or its success may depend on the immediate the Treasury millions upon millions and tens of millions in payment 
change of horses by either the pursuing or the retreating party. · But of similar war claims. 
I refer to this matter for the purpose of illustratiug the difference in The rule of la\V i'J clear and well established. The ravages of war 
the rule adopted by the House of Representatives in the adjudication are not to be compensated, bat when the Government takes and con­
ot claims made by persons liv'ing north ot the Ohio River and those verts tO its own us.i the private property of a citizen it should compen­
cJaims presented by persons livin~ south of the Ohio J<iver. And I sate him. I take the gentleman's statement that this bas been exam­
wish to call attention to the great injustice that is done in this partic- ined by a commis<iion of bis State and that they have found that this 
ular. ho~e was taken and converted to the use of the Government. 

No man in the State of Indiana could afford to have been openly dis- Mr. HOLMAN. That is my recollection of the proofs. 
loyal during the war. He was obliged to be openly loyal whatever Mr. CUTCHEON. For that reason, and tor that reason alone, I shall 
might have been bis secret Jeetings. Where tbol'e gentlemen on the not object. 
south ot the Ohio Hiver were loyal, it was sometimes at great personal Mr. HOLMAN. That is my understanding. [Cries of "Vote!" 
risk and Jreqnently great personal danger. So that the rule the House "·vote!"] 
adopts gives to the man who by his locality was compelled to be Joyal. The bill was ordered to be engros.c;ed and read a third time; and be-
an advantage over the ma.n who by bis locality was at great peril, and ing engrossed, it was according;ly read the third time, and pas~. 
who was probably heroically, unselfishly loyal. I want to take ad van- Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
tage of this opportunity simply to put on record this evidence as to the pa~sed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
difference between the mode in which persons are treated north and The latter motion was agreed to. 
south of the Ohio River with regard to the presentation or such claims. 

And if the gentleman from Indiana will permit me to say, this re- UNIFOR)I STANDARD FOR GR.A.IN. 

sult, in large part, was broughtabont by the per.-onal influence of that Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker. I ask ttnanimom~ consent for the pres-
gentleman himself, tor he has largely been thecanse of the adopting of ent consideration of the hill (H. R. 11895) to provide Jor establishing 
these harsh roles that have been applied to what are known as "Son th- a uniform standa1·d Jor wheat, corn, oat.s, barley, and other grain, and 
ern claims;" and therefore, while I do not oppose the gentleman's for other pnrposes. 
claim and shall not object to bis request, I figuratively adopt the The bill was read at length for information. 
scriptural rule and ''heap coals of fire on his head'' [laughter] by The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
facilitating the nassage of the measure, hoping the Lord will give him the hill? 
a meaanre of compassion, in case some similar claim Routh ol the Ohio Mr. ADAMS. It seem~ to me, Mr. Speaker, that this is too impor­
River is brought up hereafter, and which claim would have been sac- tant a hill to be considered in the limited time which we have at our 
ces--ful in this or some past Congress if it h.ld not been Jor the persist- dibposal for the purposes of debate. It may be a good bill, but it is 
ent resistance of the gentleman trom Indiana. [Laughter.] too important to be considered under such an order. 
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Mr FUNSTON. I will say that this is a bill which is of interest to 
all the wheat-growers of the couutr.v. With the permission of the gen­
tleman I would like to make a statement. 

Mr . .A.DAMS. Certainly. 
Mr. FUNSTON. Under the provisions of this bill the Government 

can not arbitrarily fix any standard for any State or city. It simply 
establishes the national standard without interfering with any other 
standard. The object is to havA a national standard that shall be uni­
form, so that when our wheat is sold abroad it may be sold by a cer­
tain fixed standard, providing that. those who purchase agree to buy 
according to that standard. So that when they buy our grain in 
Europe they may be sure of getting a certain grade; also, that when 
we buy in any city we may know exactly what we are getting. .A.tthe 
present time there is no regular standard throughout the whole coun­
'try. 

When we buya certain gmdeof whe:i.t in North Dakota and it is re­
ceived in Chicago it may have been adulterated with other grain, so 
that it is not the same standard as that which was sold in North Da­
kotn.. So it is in every State of the Union. Now, the only purpose of 
t.his bill i to establish a. national standard so that when any one pur­
chases grain he will know precisely what he is getting, provided he 
purchases by the national standard. 

Mr • .A.DAMS. But it is impossible, in the few minutes which can 
be given to the consideration of anyone bill at the present time, to de­
bate this measure thorou~hly. 

:Mr. FUNSTON. I will ask the gentleman to allo\V the report to be 
read. 

Let the bill be considered, and considered subject to Mr. MOREY . . 
objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Let it be considered. Let it at least come up for 
consideration. 

Jilr . .A.DAMS. I have no objection to that, but gentlemen around 
me Wish to call up bills tha.t do not need any extended discussion. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us take a little time and consider this; for I am 
under the impression, and have been, that no more important bill to 
the people, especially the farmers, has been presented in the House; 
and it does no harm to the grain dealers. 

Mr . ..A.DAMS. My colleague is aware that we have a ~tate system, 
regulated by State law, in Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. This does not interfere with that. 
Mr . .A.DAMS. I will not object t.o the consideration of the bill, but 

will reserve the right to object afterward. 
Mr. HOOKER. While we are talking about it we may as well let 

it be considered. 
M.r. TAYLOR, of Illinois. l shall object. I do not enter an ob­

jection to the consideration of the bill, but I want to have the privilege 
of entering an objection against the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. That is all right. 
1\Ir. FUNSTON. Now I desire to have the report read. 
Mr. T.A. YLOR. of Illinois. It is evident that this bill will take 

• considerable time. I think I must insist on my objection. I object 
now. 

Mr. CANNON. It is evident that there is not a quorum here. It 
might take a half an honr to get one, .and possibly one could not be 
got at all. But l think if this bill is discussed the objections of my 
colleague [Mr. TAYLOR] will be removed. 

.Mr. TAYLOR. of Illinois. It will be too late to object then. 
Mr. FUNSTON. This bill does not interfere with your sysbem in 

Chicago or Illinois. 

Mr. HOOKER. But we have not time at this stage of the session to 
go into any long discu sion. · . 

Mr. MOREY. Gentlemen ought to at least allow the farmers to have 
a hearing on the bill, affecting, as it does, the great interest in which 
they are engaged. 

The fears of the gentlemen are not well founded. The provisions of 
this bill are not restrictive of the utmost freedom in commercial inter­
course, and in my opinion they are of incalculable benefit to the farm· 
ers of our country. No more important measure, in my judgment, 
has engaged the attention of this Congress. . 

I trust that gentlemen will not insist on their objection and thereby 
send the bill over to the next December session. I have ta.ken deep 
interest in this question and have sought in evel"y way to secure to the 
agricultural industry the benefits ot this measure. Why should not 
the products ot the 1arm, the wheat, corn, and oats grown by our farm­
ers, have a standard made by the authority of the United States a 
standard which would give our products a better character and repu­
tation in all the markets of the world? While this subject was before 
the Committee on Agriculture I bad the honor to appear before that 
committee on August 18, 1890, and to make an argument in favor of snch 
legislation and urging the committee to bring in a bill embodying such 
legislation. 

The Committee on Ap;riculture did me the honor to order my argu­
ment pFinted, and I here incorporate it in my remarks: 
ARGUMENT OF HON. HENRY L. MOREY, OF OHIO, BEFOR.D THE COM:lliTTEE o_· 

AGRICULTURE AUGUST 18, 1890, IN FAVOR OF A NATIONAL STANDARD CLASSI­
FICATION AND GRADING AMERICAN GRAINS. 

l\!r. Chairman, I am indebted to the courtesy of this committee fo1· an oppor· 
tunity of directing att-ention to what I conceive to be one of the most important 
questions that can engage the attention of the American Congress. 

The resources of our country may be grouped in three gl'eat divisions-agri­
culture, m.anufactures, and commerce. Through these agencies are produced 
and distributed the food and clothing which are indispensable necessaries of 
human life. 

The prosperity and welfare of the whole people depend on the preservation 
and developmenb of the e industries, commensurate with the needs of the peo-
ple. • 

And !'IO far as-legislation can affect their condition in any respect it is the pal't, 
of wisdom and patriotism to enlarge the opportunities of the people, and to 
make them more secure in the legitimate frui~ of their labor. 

This is true of all the great industries by which the world's supply of the nee· 
essaries and comforts of liie is produced and distributed. 

And this is especially true of agriculture, on account of the vast importance 
:!r~~ ~~n account of the conditions under which this industry is necet1 arily 

The prosperity of the whole people is affected by and deoendent upon the· 
prosperity of each class; hence, no industry should be permitted to languish 
for want of any legislative aid which 1',&n fairly be eJttended without enc.roach­
ing upon the rights of any other industry, with a view of ea.ch industry e.ttain­
ing the best. development which it might attain under conditions which fairly 
belong to it. · 

It is the great office of the farmer to furnish the food supply of the world. 
How can we best enable the .American farmer to supply our people? Upon 
what conditions can the consumer get the best bread and the farmer the most 
cert.a.in and a.dequate reward for his labor and his toil 't Many panaceas are 

?!::~~:~ c~~~~~~ll~1':TI'~°t1e t!sef:ii~!t~ein~.nted and presented to the 
But, Mr.Ch.airman, in my opinion, one of the most beneficent things that Con• 

gress ca.n do for the farmer will be to enact legislation such as will tend to ele· 
vate the standard of the products of the soil; such as will encourage the re.Ising 
of bett.er wheat, com, and oats, and will protect the same from being adulterated 
and degraded before it reaches those who btiy it for bread. If Congress by a. 
law help t~ hr~ng a.~ut .this beneficent result, it will secure purer food to the 
people, which is their nght, and to the farmer a surer and better reward for his 
labor, which is his due. 

From the nature of his occupation, the farmer is isolated and somewhat re­
mo,•ed from his fellows. each opera.ting independently . 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Illinois has a standard now. 

The product of his farm is in each case limited in quantity and forms the 
smallest part of the aggregate production, and it 9nly becomes commercially a 
part of that aggrega.t-e after it passes from hi9 possession into the hands of the 
middlemen. 

If this · Here the good and the bad, the clean and the filthy, the sound and the un· 
bill pas~. are we not liable to have two systems in conflict? 

Mr. FUNSTON. No, sir. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Why not? 
Mr. FUNSTON. It does not interfere with your system. 

~ound grain ar.e assembled together, and the result is that local and speculative 
mterests deteriorate and degrade tbe products of our American farms, w'Lh in­
jury to both consumer and producer. 

Thoughtful and experienced men have given this subject long, patient and 
patriotic consideration, and the result of the best thought is that a. national 
standard of classifies.Lion and grading wheat a.nd other grain is the best means Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Why not? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Because it does not~ Under this bill the Govern- of further improving the quality of our food product, and the best protection 
of those who raise pure grain of good quality and market the same in good 
condition against deterioration by mingling therewith grain of inferior qual­
ity under inspections and clas ifications which are controlled by local and spec· 
ulath·e interests rather than by the intere ts of those who produce food and 
should l>e pe1·mitted to market the same in its pure8t and best condition' a.nd 
thereby secure the best rewards of their labor or the interests ot those who' con­
'd":ir:;1e~ the same and are entitled t-0 the pw·est and best food the earth can pro-

ment sl.mply establishes a standard-­
Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. But we have a system in Illinois now. 

Suppose the Governmentestablishes one. Then will we not have two? 
1\ir. ·FUNSTON. There will be a Government standard, butyou do 

not have to sell by the Government standard. 
1\fr. TAYLOR;of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman is too late. He did not file his ob-

jection at the proper time. . 
Mr. PAYSON. .Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has a public bill. 
Mr. MOREY. I think it would do no harm at least to allow the 

bill presented by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. FUNSTON 1 to be con-
sidered. -

l\1r. CANNON. It is evident that there is no quorum present; there 
has not been a quorum here all day, and will be none during the bal· 
ance of this session. I think my friend can safely withdraw his ob· 
jection and let this bill be considered. I believe if it was considered 
the objection in his mind would be removed. 

This idea bas been formulated in a. number of bills now pending before this 
committee. and, without appearing as the advocate of any particular bill, Jam 
here to contend for the principle involving the interest of a great industry on 
whose best development the prosperity of all others depends. 

I most respectfully submit that, in my judgment, the provisions of any such 
law sh<mld apply to interstate commerce, and so be within the constitutional 
power of Congress•• to regulate commerce among the several States." 

It should make it the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to provide the 
standard, and todetermineaud fix the classification and grading of wheat, corn, 
rye. oats, and barley. The same should be made a matter of permanent record 
in the Agricultural Department, and public notice thereof should be given, a.nd 
the same should be known as the "national standard," or ".American stand· 
a.rd." 

This record should be open to everybody, so that any person could have a. 
copy thereof for merely a nominal fee. 

Every farmer in the land should be able to know from public notice the 
classification and grade or the crop which he bas raised, according to the highes' 

Mr. ADAMS. But it will take three hours to consider it. standard in the land, the standard of the United States. 
~· WADE. ~yo~ do not. allow this bill to be considered, I will I th1: !~~ei:~iB~~s~b.~!~r a nominal sum have anollicinl exemplification of 

obJeat to every otner bill that IS called up. The tendency of such a lo.w will be t-0 give a higher standard to the cereals 
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of our country, to give permanency and stabili~y to grades a~d classifica~ons 
of t.hesame, and eventually to &rive betoter credit and reputation to American 
grains at home and abroad. . 

The standard of commercial honesty in the handling of food products w1U be 
~levated · the commercial value ot farm products will be more uniform a.nd cer­
tain, and' so 11.grlcultu_re will :become more se".ure in its proper place among the 
great indu.etries, and in the Just rewards which should recompense all honest 

la~:.· Hartley B. Mitchell, one of the publiShers of Th!' Ameri<;an Elevato1· and 
Grain Trade, and The American Miller, aman of full mformat10n, says: 

"I believe millers, grain meu, and farmers will indo~e such a measure. F<!r 
myself, I believe i1; the most important piece of legISlation undertaken thl!! 
se ion.'' . 

Mr. L. L. Polk, president or the National Farmers' Alliance and Industr111l 

U?.1}tn~e':~ ~me that a standard for irraln is as important as a standard .for 
inoney. The grain producers of the country ~hou.ld and must have protect~on 
in this vitally important matter and any legislation by Congress for securmg 
U will be gratefully accepted by 'our grain-growers as an act of simple j~tice." 

I desire here to read a letter from l\lr. 8. K.. Marston, secretary and· arbitrator 
of the Illinois Grain Merchants' Association, an authority on this question, 
whose name wiJI inspire confidence wherever spoken. The ~etter is. &?dressed 
to ?11r • .Mitchell, from whom l have just quoted, and sets forth in a strik.mg man· 
ner the way the farmer'.i interest is made to stiller under t.ne present system, 
and the benefits to the farmer which may reasonably be expected t ) ~ollow the 
establishment of a national standard, classification, and grade for grains. 
[Office of Illinois Grain Merchants' Associ.ation, S. K.. l\Iarston,secretary and 

arbitrator.] 
ONARGA, ILL., June 25, 1890. 

DEAR SIR: I have beeu engaged for over twenty years in purchasing and 
shipping grain. Six years a.go I gave up the business and put my means into 
farms. My permanent interests lie in the line of farming and the value of farm 
products. . 

·A long experience in business, an extensive acquaintance among grain men, 
having the leisure to attend to it, and the confidence o_f the trade ar~ the pr~b­
able reasons why the grain men have kept me as theu representative during 
the last five yea.rs, but the ottlce is incidental-may terminate at any time­
while as a producer, my interests a.re permanently in the line of just, equitable, 
and r~gular inspection of grain. 

The true basis of grades, in my judgment, is abonta.s follows: 
Good husbandry, care in selecting seed, harvesting, cleaning, and caring for 

crops should produce No. I grain. 
The No. 2 grade should include the bulk of the crop when reasonably sound, 

plump, and clean, and will make sound breadstuffs. I refer to wheat, corn, and 
oats. 

No. 3 should include good, sound grain that ~11 make ~ound flo_ur or meal, 
but not up to a fair standard of weight, because hghter gram will yield smaller 
per cent. of flour or meal and not worth quite as much to manufacture or for 
feeding purposes. . 

All damaged or unsound or yery dirty grain should not be graded, but sold 
by sample. 

I think: that good milling wheat should be divided into four grades: No_. 1, 
pure, unmixed. extra quality, suitable for seed, and Nos. 2, 3, ar;id 4, accord1~g 
to its value for flour. There may be a difference of 20 per cent. m the quantity 
of good m.erchantable fl.our that 60 pounds of two different samples of wheat 
will make, and weight per measured bushel should be the standard of values­
hence of grade!!, Sixty•pound wheat will yield more flour per 60 pounds than 
58, 56, or 54 pound grain. 

The grain grown in the Western States reaches all the markets of the world, 
and there should be some general standard of grading. 

The local market!! of tne West have widely different standards, as also.have 
Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore. 

Ohica£o the greatest receiving market of the world, is governed by influ­
ences that' must, in the very nature of things, result injuriously to the producer. 

While the volume of actual grain which passes through that city is beyond 
conception of ordinary minds, yet the recelvers and shippers of actual grain 
form but a very small per cent. of the membership of the Chicago Board of Trade. 
Probably 90 per cent._ of the members neyer receiv!' a car of grain, and ev!m. the 
receiving houses derive but a small portion of theu revenue from comm15s1ons 
on actual grain received. It is estimated that less than 1 per cent. of the trans­
actions on the board are for actual grain, and that portion of the business is 
simply incidental. The great interest centers in the speculating and gambling 
trading and the legislation of the board is controlled entirely by that element. 

Years' ago the State of Illinois took the niatterof inspection under its control, 
but the influence of the board overshadows the entire business and must inev· 
itably exert an overpowering influence over the inspect<>rs. 

There are ·several classes of dealers who are interested in influencing inspec­
tion. 

The gamblers in options desire that the standard of the speculative gtade 
should be high; that the quantity of that grade should be limited, that they 
may the more easily control it. 

The manufacturing element (millers) desire that said standard be high, that 
they may buy good merchantable wheat as of a lower grade and consequently 
at lower prices. 

The exporter desires to buy lower grades that will grade higher in the con­
sumption markets. 

These all work in harmony to influence inspection, establishing a standard 
so high that it would appear that American grain is of a very inferior quality as 
a.rule. 

Oh.ica.1to No, 2 wheat.is purchased and mixed with the inferior e:rades and ex­
ported as No. 2. No. 3wheat is exported as No. 2, and the bulk of the wheat 
bought by millers on the Uhica.go market for their home trade and for export is 
the No. 3 grade. being good, sound milling wheat, and such as ought to grade 
No, 2 and would in the markets of the world. 
It mUBt be evident that there should be Mome fixei;l standard for American 

grades. Our grain goes to every market of the world. The intelligent farme.r 
should be able t-o understand what tba.t standard is, so that he may not suffer 
from misrepresentations of dishonest dealers, and the intelligent dealer should 
be able to decide what grade thegrnin is that he bu:vsorsells. A universal stand­
ard could not poSl!ibly injure any one, and would surely eliminate many dishon­
est practices that no\v infest the entire trade, and of which the farmer is gen­
erally the victim. 

I do not believe in too much paternal coddling by the Government. Every 
lad should learn t.o stand on his own feet and paddle his own canoe, but the 
farmers are scattered, isolated, and utterly helpless in this matter; and it seems 
to me that itis clearly the duty of the Government to take charge of it. The 
country grain merchants desire a just, equitable, universal standard of grading. 
The standard of grades of gra.in should be the same in every market in the 
United States, and the Government alone has the power to make it so. 

Yours truly, 

H. B. MITCIIELL. Esq, 
S. K. IIIARSTON. 

I wlll also read here a letter from 0. B. Potter, of New York, formerly a mem­
ber of the House, a man ot wide information, of long experience, and a man of 

• 
affairs, whose judgment on great economic questions is broad, comprehensive, 
and patriotic: 

POTTER BUILDING, NEW YORK 0ITY, Aitgust 8, 1890. 
DEAR Sm: I am informed that you have taken an interest in the bill for pro· 

viding a national standard for grain for the purposes of interstate and foreign 
commerce. I have given considerable reflection for a long time to the subject 
embraced in this bill, and I have no hesitation in saying that its passage will be 
a first and most important step in bringing the grain products of the country 
within the res.ch of commerce. both domestic and foreisrn, free from the hin· 
drances and obstruction which now arise from uncertainty as to the quality and 
condition of the grains produced in different States and portions of the country, 
so that purchasers.not only throughout the whole country, but in all the markets 
of the world where American grain products are dealt in, can be assured upon 
the highest authority of the quality and conditon of the grains dealt in in any 
of these markets. The establishment of such a national standard as is proposed 
by this bill will enable buyers throughout the country and throu~hout _µie 
world to deal in American grains with certa.inty of assurance as lo their quality, 
an assurance which can be provided in no other way than by a. national stand­
ard. 

Theestablisbmentofsuch a standard will therefore tend powerfully to promote 
and increase commerce throughout the world in American grain products. f?u<:h 
a standard will also tend to promote the best culture and the best care of gram lD 
the several States and localities tn!'oughout the country. A heahby rivalry 
will spring up between dHfE">rent sectious of the country, each endea~oriag to 
make its grain products as valuable and of as high a standard as possible; and 
thus the ultimate effect of such a. standard will be greatly to increase the value 
of the grain products of the country. 8uch a standard will tend to secure 
another most important object of national importance affecting the health and 
welfare of the masses of our people, namely, the prevention of the adulteration 
and degrading-of grain products to the injury and loss of consumers through­
out the country who embrace 01ir whole population. 

This bill seems to me to em brace a.JI that should be done by the first step; name­
ly, the providing of a national standard. 'i\' hat legislation will be reQ.uiredafter­
wards in providing for national inspection may well be left to be considered after 
everybody shall become familiar with the vast. imoortan~ of such a standard 
and of having it so administered as to secure that the grams of the co mtry 
may be dealt in in all the markets of the world with the assurance that the stand· 
arJ expresses the true condition and character of these products. This bill, 
while it does not in theslighte t degree impinge upon the rights oCthe States 
or the freedom of the people of the 8tates, provides to every agriculturist in 
the country, in whatever St.ate, an opportunity to have his products presented 
and sold or dealt in in the markets of the world with the assurance as to their 
quality and character which a national standard will a~ord him. It provides 
also to every citizen of the country the means of knowmg the character of the 
grain which he shall purchase throughout the whole boundaries of the nation. 

In my judgment any provisions added in this bill upon the subject of enforced 
national inspection would be premature. These should be considered aflert_he 
standard is provided, and there can be no doubt that good men of both parties 
and all parties will unite in providingfor such an inspection as the interests of the 
country shall require in order that these great products may be known and 
dealt in, at least through our interstate commer(• and foreign commerce, ac• 
cording to the truth, and not be longe1· subjects of misrepresentation, adulter• 
ation, deterioration, and fraud. 

Very truly yours, 
O. B. POTTER. 

Ilon. H. L. MoREY, 
House of Rep1·es1mtatives, TVashington, D. C. 

l\Ir. Chairman, I thank you and your committee for the courtesy of this heo.t• 

inf solicit your most earnest and careful consideration of this most important 
question, a::d I trust you will see your way clear to favorably report a bill em· 
bracing this idea and providing for a nntional standard of American grains, and 
thereby give to the products of the American faon a new standRrd a.nd dignitJ' 
in the markets of the world at home and aoroad, that thereby the people may 
have better bread and the tillers of the soil a better recompense for their toil. 

Afterwards, on August 29, 1890, the chairman, the Hon. Mr. FUN­
STox, reported the bill which bas been presented this morning. I will 
insert the bill here, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and hfl is hereby, an· 
thorized and required, as soon as may be after the ena.ctment hereof, to estab­
lish n standard for classifying and grading grains, and according to such stand· 
ard to determine and fix such classification and grading of wheat, corn, rye, 
oats, and other grains as the usages of trade warrant and permit, and the stand· 
ard classifica~ion and grades shall be such as in his judgment will bestsubserve 
the interest of the public in \he conduct ot interstate and foreign trade and com­
merce in g-rain. 

SEC. 2. That such st.'\ndard and classification and grades shall be made mat­
ter of permanent record in the Agricultural Department, and public notice 
thereof shall be given in such manner as the Secretary shall direct, and there­
after the same shall be known as the United Stat1>s standard. .All persons in­
terested shall have access to said record; .and on payment of such proper charge 
as the Secretary may fix:, a certified copy thereof shall be supplied to those who 
may apply for the same. 

REC. 3. That from and after thirty days after such standard has been estab­
lished and such classifications and ~rad es have been dete1·mined upon anij fixed 
and duly placed on record as herem provided, such classification and grading 
shall be taken and held to be the standard in all interstate and foreign trade 
and commerce in grain, in au cases where no other standard or grade is agreed 
upon. 

Mr. Speaker, the objection of one member is sufficient to prevent con­
sideration of this bill at this time, but it can not be permanently post­
poned and defeated. It will be here on the Calendar of this Honse, and 
here it will remain until enacted into law. The interests of the tood· 
~rowers and food-raisers are greater than the interests of those who make 
them the subject of traffic and speculation. I hope gentlemen will 
withdraw objection and let the bill be now considered and an opportu­
nity be given to extend to our people one of the most beneficent measures 
that has ever been proposed in the interest of the people. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I insist on my objection. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

YOSEMITE NATION AL PARK. 

Mr. PA YRON. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider­
ation of the substitute which I send to the desk for the bill (H. R. 
8350) to establish the Yosemite National Park in the State of Califor­
nia. 
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The substitute was read, as follows: 
A bill to set apart a certain tract or land in the State of Ca.llfornla as a forest 

reservation. 
Beil enacled, etc., That the tracts of' land iu the State of California. known and 

deRcribed as follows: Commencing at the northwest corner of township 2 
north, range 19 east, Mount Diablo meridian, thence eastwardly on U1e line be­
tween townships 2 and 3 north, ranges 2! and 2.'> e1Bt; thence southwe.rdly on 
the line belweeo r1mges 2-1 and 25 east to the Mount Diablo base line; thence 
eastwe.rdly on Sdid base line to the corner to township l south, ran~es 25 and 26 
ea.st; thence souttl ward ly on the liue between ranges 25 and 26 east to the south­
el\St cor~r of tO\Vnl'lhip 2 south, range 2-5 east; thence eastwardly on the liue 
between townships 2 and 3 south, range 26 east to the corner to townships 2 and 
3 south, ranges 26 and 27 east: thence southwl\rdly on the line between ran2'6S 
26 and 2i east to the firststar.dard parallel south; thence westwardly on the first 
standard parallel south to the southwest corner of township 4 south, range 19 
east; theucenorthwardly on the line behveen ranges HI and 19easttothe north­
west corner of townsh ip 2 south, range 19 east; thence westerly on the line be­
tween townships land 2 south to the southwest corner of townsh ip l 11<>uth, 
r1mire 19 ea.~t; thence north westerly on the line bel ween ranges l!!and 19 east to 
the northwest corner or township:.! north, ranire L9 eruit, the place of beginning, 
are h~rehy re.~rved and withdr11.wn from settlement, occupancy, or sale, under 
the i.~ws of the United 8tates, and set apart as reserved forest lands: and all per­
sons who shall locate or settle upon or occupy the same or any part thereof, ex­
cept as hereinafter provided, shall be con,..idered tre~pa.ssersand removed there­
from : Provirled, however, That nothing in this act shall be conslrued as in any 
wise affecting the grant of lands made to the tita.te of California. by Yirtue of 
the act entitled "An act authorizing a. grant t.o the State of California of the 
Yosemioo Valley, and of the land embracing the Iariposa big-tree grove, ap­
proved June 3J, 1!!64;" or as affecting any bona fide Emtry of land made within 
the limits above described under any law of the United States prior to the ap-
proval of this act. • 
~Ee. 2. Thllt se.i-:l reservation shall.be under the exclusive control of the Sec­

retary of the Interior, whose duty it shall be, as soon as practicable, to make 
and publish such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary or proper for 
the care and ma.nai;:eii\ent of the sarne. Such reiculations shall provide tor the 
preservation from injury or all timber, mineral depu,it.8, 1 atural curio3Uie~. or 
wonders within said re.:J.,,rvation, and their retention in their natural condit10n. 
The Secretary m1ty, in his dIBcretion, !l'rant leases for building purpose3 for 
terms not exceeding ten yearsofsma ll parcels of ground n 11texceedi11g5 acres, 
at such ph1.ces in said reservation as shall require the erection of buildings for 
the accommodation or visitors ; all of the proceeds of said lease~ and 0 1 be1· rev­
enues that may be derived from any source connected with 11aid reservation to 
be expendecl under his direction in the man11geme11t of the same and the con­
struction of roads and paths therein. He shall provide again,.t the wanton de­
struction of the fish and game found within said reservaL·ion, and against their 
capture or deitruction for the purposes ot merchandise or profit. He shall a lso 
oouse all persons trespa'iSing UP•ID the sam e 11.fter the pa.~'iage of this act to be 
removed therefrom, and, generally, sh>1.ll be authorized to take all such meas­
ures as shn.11 be necessary or proper to fully carry out the objects and pur-

. poses of t.hiSl'llct. 
SEC. 3. There shall also be, and is hereby, r eserved and withdrawn from 

settlement, occupancy, or sale, under the laws of the United :Sta tes, and sh11.ll 
be 11et.apart as reserved forest lands, as herein before provided, and subject to 
all the limitations and provisions herein contained, the following additional 
lands, to wit: Township 17 south, range 30 ea.qt of the l\Iount Diablo meridian, 
exceptin!! sections 31. 3'.l, 33, and 34 of sn.id township included in a previous bill. 
And there is also reserved and withdrawn from settlement, occupancy, or sale 
under the Jaws of the United States, and set ap 1.rt a8 forest lands subject to like 
limitations, conditions, and provisions, all of townships 15 and l6 south of 
ranges 2lland 30 e~t oft.be Mount Dlablo meridian. And there is also hereby 
reserved and withdrawn from settlement, occupancy. or sale under the laws of 
the United 8tate'4, 11.nd set apart as reserved forest lands under like limitations. 
restriction~. and provisions, sections 5 and 6 in township 14 south, rang-e 28 
ea..'4t of Mount Diablo meridian, and also sections 31and32 of township 13 south, 
range 28 ea.st of the Ra.me meridian. 

Nothing in this act shall authorize rules or contracts touching the protection 
and improvement ofimid reservations beyond the sums thl\t may be received 
by the Secretary of the Interior under the foregoing pl'Ovisions, or authorize 
any charge against the Treasury of the UnUed States. 

Dnring the reading of the bill, 
. Mr. HOOKER. I hope that the gent.leman who introduced this sub­
s~itute will St!e at once t.hat it is going to excite controversy, debate, 
and discussion that can not fail to take time. 

Mr. PAY:-;ON. It will not provoke a minute's discussion after a 
statement is made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. There is evidently a purpose to object 
to it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have not heard any as yet, and I hope the Clerk 
wi1l proceed with the reading. 

Mirror Lake and sparkling streams." The valley is described by the thousands 
who have seen it as truly "magnificent." "Grass-clad valleys ornamented"witb 
ferns and bright ftowers, ca..'W8.<les with rainbowcolorsadorning the mist ~bich 
ftoats about it; rocks, some rising as high&!:! 3,000 feet." 

lf!deed, says a to.urist, "No description can convey a. clear idea of the great 
variety ofscenerym the valley." Thewondersand·l>eautiesto befound within 
the i:egion described iu the boundaries are so well known and so highly a.p­
~rec1ated by the multitudes of tourists who have visited it that further de,crip­
tton is unnecessary. The preservation by the Government iu all its original 
beauty of a region like this seems to the committee to he a. duty to the present 
and to f~ture generations: The rapi';i i!tcrease of population 1111d the resulting 
destrucllon of natural obJects make tt mcumbent on the Government in so far 
as may be to preserve the wonders and beauties or our<·ouutry lrom injury and 
destruction, in order that they may afford pleasure as \Veil as instruction to the 
people. . 

The area of lands included within the described boundaries is about 2 096,640 
acres. _or this amount there ar~ claims derived from patents, entr'ie's, etc., 
amounttng to 134,400 acres, lea.vmg ns public property of the United States 
1,962,240 acres. 

This e>1tima.te is not intended to be exact, but only an approximate one, as to 
make an exact statement would require more time and labor than is deemed 
necessary. It is not proposed in any manner to interfere with the ri••hts ot 
flettlers or claimants or with any part of the tract heretofore in any ~anner 
disposed or. 

The committee therefore recommend tpe passage of the bill. 

D. Y. WINN. 

Mr. LANHAU. I ask unanunous consent for the present consider­
ation of the bill (H. R. 3537) tor the reli~f of D. M. Winn. 

Tbe bill was read at length for information. 
The SPEAKER.. ls there objection to the present consideration ot 

the bill? 
Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to understand the bill before unani­

mons consent is given-upon what ground that bill shuuld be passed. 
:Mr. LANHAM:. Well, sir, I can state the grounds hink to the 

satis1action ot the gentleman from Illinois. The assistant postmaster 
or deputy of the claimant for whom the bill bas been introduced Jorged 
his name-that is, the name ot the principal-upon a requisitiou on the 
Aud!tor _of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department requesting a 
credit with some first-class post-office to meet the pay men ta of money­
orders at HaskelJ, Tex., and obtained in consequence a remittance of 
certain dralts upon the postmaster ~f New York. This party, the as­
sistant, forged the name of the postmaster and obtained $:;00 of the 
money. There were in all some $2,000 remitted, and this assistant 
got $.)00 thereof and then tied the country . 

Mr. CA~NON. From ·whom did he obtain it? 
Mr. LANHAM. He obtained it, as I have just said, from the Au­

ditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department. 
Mr. CANNON. Very well; the Post-Office is not bound at all. 
Mr. LANHAM. The poiot I am making is tbat the postmaster, or 

claimant, ought not to he bound in consequence of this forgery. 
Mr. CANNON. If this man forged the postmaster's sii.tnatnre the 

postmaster ought not to be held responsible; for no man ought to be 
held responsible for the torgery of his name. He does not need any 
relief. 

Mr. LA NHAM. Ob, yes, he is eutited to it. Suppose a. man forged 
your name on a check on your bank, and collected the money. Are yoa. 
t-0 be held responsible for the fori?ery? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I can not see how this postmaster is bound 
at all. 

.Mr. LANHAM. He is reqnired to pay this amoant, and has paid 
it to the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. CANNON. If he voluntarily pays it to the Post-Office Depart­
ment--

Mr. LANHAM. He does not pay it voluntarily, as the gentleman 
will see if he will hear the report read. 

Mr. CANNON. I will hear the reading of the report. 
Mr. LANHAM. Then I ask for the reading o1 the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 

The reading of the substitute was resumed anrl concluded. The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred House bill 7537, for the relief 
The SPEAKER. Is there ob1·ection to the present consideration of of D. M. Winn, hav" considered the same and report it to the House with the 

recommendation that it do pass. 
the substitute? The Chair hears none. The claimant, D. M. Winn, was postmaster at Haskell, Tex., in 1888, and had 

The suhsti tut.e was adopted. an assistant. one A. M. Winn, who, on Novemher 14, 1888, withoutthe knowledge 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third readin(J'·, or cousentot the claimant,and wrongfullysigningand forgingclaima.nt'sname, 

,., applied totheAuditorof theTrea.c;ury for the Po!!t-Oltice Department, requesting 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. to be allowed a credit of i2,500 with some first-class post-office to meet the pay­

.Mr. PAYtiON'. I a.~k unanimous consent to print in the UECORD me11tsof money-orders. 
· h th' b'll h f th · h' h · th · te · As shown by the rt>port of the inspector, it appears that on this request the 

Wit 18 I t e report O e committee, W IC IS ra · er lD restrng Superintendent of the Money-Order System sent three drafts on the po!:!tmaster 
reading, a.<J we think, with re1erence to tbe matter. at New York, re!lpectively, for the sums of 3800, 87011, and 500, to be tilled out, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. dated, signed, and nt>gotiated by the postmaster at Haskell, Tex., the funds re-
Th (b "" p ) · ti ll ceived lhP.refrow tO be used in payinic money-orders at Haskell, Tex. These 

e report Y ru.r, AYSON lS as 0 ows: draJt-"I were inclost>d in a letter addressed to the postmaster at Haskell, and 
The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8350) t.o registe1·ed 11t Wasbinitton. D. C., November 2'~. 1888. When this letter retiched 

establish a national park in the State of California. in that region of country in Haskell, Tex., it fell into the hanllsot M . A. Winn. assistant postmMter, and he, 
and around Yosemite Valley.having had the same mulerconsideration, respect. w.thout the knowled~e of the postmaster, opened this letter and datefl, filled 
fully report a substitute for the same and recommend that the bill pa.~ out, and forged the name of D. M. Winn to lhe three drafts and mailed them to 

The bill under consideration established as a national park the portion ot I the l<·irst National Bank at Abilene, Tex., with reque!lt to cash the drafts a11d 
public lands lying within l·he described bound1uies. containing tbert>in "prime- send money by registered letter to the postmaster at HMkell, Tex. The drafts, 
val forests. great valleys, and inacce;;sible heights, the walls o l which vary from being improperly indorsed, were returne l by the bank to •'e properly indorsed. 
;i~r t~f\~ ~':i,~~_:~nd from the highest points of which the plummet will swing ~S~ 1:r~i~f;!s~~~t~~~ hands of the .assist.ant postmaster without the knowl-

There is wit.bin these boundarit>s a river. the Merced. "sometimes a gentle . 'fhe assi11t.1mt postmaster then indorsed the drafts as indicateil by the bank, 
strP.am, and sometimes a wild a11d uncontrollable mou11tain torrent, in one place forl{ed the na111e of D. M. Winn thereto, and .. ent. same hack to said bank to be 
leaping I\ p .. rpendicular height of 2,500 feet.•• It contains within its bound>1.rieiJ cashed. The said bank the.n caslled the fl rafts and sent by rt'tgistered letter, as a. 
the l\:laripo a big-t.rPe grove, "a primeval fore!lt, dense undergrowth of shrubs, first inl"tallmeut of the payment'<. $500, addre.;sed to the postmaster at Haskell, 
oak. pine, willow. alder, dog-wood, cotton wood, azalias, and ferns, while flower- Tex. This letter reached Ha.."lkdl on Saturday night and fell into t.he bands of 
ing shrab!J grow in a. tangled wilderne'4.q, in mimy places an impenetrable A. M. Winn, aRsistant postmaster, who appropri11.ted the contents to his own 
jangle; in many places hiding the natural beauty of rocks and water fa.Us of use and on Monday morning left for parts unknown. The remainder of the 
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money, less S5 for exchange, reached the postmaster, D. M. Winn, after the 
flight of his aS!listant. and has, with the $500 stolen by bis assistant, been by 
him accounted for to the Government.. 

The inspect-0r further says that from all the correspondence in the case and 
all the circumstances connected with it, it appears evident to him that D. M. 
Winn, postmaster, was not in any way implicated in the forgery and had no 
knowledge of the dishonesty of his assistant prior to the forgery. 

There is an extensive correspondence on the subject furnished by the Post­
Office Department, which the committee have had before them, but the above, 
it is believed, is a euftiolent stJltement for the purpose of this repon. The com­
mittee are of the opinion thnt in view of aJl the facts it would be harsh upon 
the claimant to force him to sustain this loss, the result of fraud and forgery in 
which he was not connected in any culpable way, a.ad therefore recommend 
thnt he be relieved by the passage oI the accompanying bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I must object to this for this 
reason--

Mr. LA.NHAM. .A.re you going to object to the consideration of the 
bill? 

Mr. CANNON. I object to the consideration and the passage of the 
bill, for I am satisfied that no quorum would pass a bill of this kind. 

Mr. LA.NHAM. If you propose to object, let it be done at once. 
Mr. CAN~:ON. Certainly, I propose to object. Nothing less than 

a quorum can pass a bill-of this kind. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

STEAM FOG-SIGNAL A.T LUDINGTON LIGHT S'fATION', MICHIGAN. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3871) for the establishment of a steam fog-signal at 
Ludington light station, Michigan. 

The bill was read at lengtli for information. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the con idemtion of this 

bill? 
Mr. WADE. I object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I move that ~he House do now adjourn. 
It is very evident that no bill is going to be pa.55ed here t-0-day. 

The question was taken ; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Division. 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 20, noes 57. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
Mr. WADE. l\Ir. Speaker, may I be recognized for a moment? I 

objected to the consideration of that bill I did it for the purpose of 
~etting consideration of the bill called up by the chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture. One of the reasons given for objecting to 
that bill was that it would provoke discussion and take the time of 
the twenty-five other gentlemen who want to pass bills. 

Now, this is a bill which is general in character, one that affects the 
furming interests all over this Union; nnd it seems to me that these 
private bills should give way half an hour for the consideration of a 
measure that involves so much. 

Now, I do not think I would oppose this bill, but if we could take 
up that hill we could get through with it with thirty minutes' con­
sideration. 

Mr. STUUBLE. Wha t l1ill is that? 
Mr. W .A.DE. The bill called up by the gentleman from Kansas, the 

uniform standard for grain bill. · 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa.. nought to be disposed of in ten min­

utes. 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks·unanimous con­
sent for the present consideration of the bill presented by the gentle­
man from Kansas. Is there objection? 

l.\lr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I ba.venoo~ject.ion to the consideration, 
hut I want it understood that I shall not allow it to pass. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. ls what 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TA. YLOR] has just said technically an 
objection? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands, under all the circum­
stances, that i~ is not, and the matter is now before the House. The 
gentleman from Miswuri [Mr. WADE] is recognized. 

UNIFOil)I STANDARD FOR GRAIN. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 11895) to pro­
viue for establishing a uniform standard for wheat, corn, oats, barley, 
and other grains, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read to Urn Honse. Does the 
gentleman desire to have it read again? 

Mr. WADE. No, sir. 
Mr. HERMANN. .Mr. Speaker, I under3tnnd that the gentleman 

does not propose that there shall oo more than thirty minutes' debate 
on this bill. 

Mr. WADE. That is all. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to debate on this bill being lim­

ited to thirty minutes? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. WADE.- I yield now to the gentleman from Knnsas [~Ir. Fc~­

STON]. 
l\ir. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, there has been no int~ntion on the 

part of the Committee on Agriculture or on the part of its chairman 
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to spring any measure upon this House that is not right and proper 
in every feature, nor is it my desire to sprin~ any measure upon this 
body at this time which would lead to any great discussion. It was 
my belief that this bill would explain itself, but if not, the short re­
port that has been made certainly will. It is a well known fact, ac­
knowledged by all and regretted by all who deal in grain, that when 
J!:rain of a fine quality is sold it is almost universally sold below its 
proper grade; so that when No. l grain is offered in the market the 
buyer has every inducement to grade it and purchase it at a grade 
lower than it actually ought to have, for the reason that when it 
reaches the first warehouse and goes into store with the balance of the 
grain there, the first thing that is done, if the grain is found to be 
higher in quality than it was purchased for, is to inject into it an in­
ferior article. 1n this way grain bought as No. 2 will stand adulter­
ation with a. still lower grade. Thus, in the first sale the 1armer does 
not receive for bis grain the price to which he is entitled. Secondly, 
we desire to build up a national demand for American grain, wheat, 
oats, rye. When a European desires to invest yi .American grain, or 
directs such a purchase to be made, be has no assurance under the pres· 
ent system that he will recflive the kind or quality of grain that he pur­
chases. There are no two States in the Union, nor do I believe there 
are two boards ot trade, that grade grain just the same. Each bas a 
standard of its own, and when the foreigner purchases .American grain 
he bas no certainty that he will receive what is called No. 1, No. 2, or 
No. 3 graded as ordered. He has to take his chances. For that reason 
Europeans do not want to buy American wheat. 

Now, there is little more that can be said for this bill. It respects 
every board of trade in this country. It does not interfere with the 
board of trade at Chicago; it does not interfere with the grading at 
Chicago, nor with the grading at St. Louis, nor with the grading at 
New York. Bu~ in any case where a purchase is made without any 
special place of grading being mentioned, then the grade .fixed by the 
United States is to govern. 

It has been suggested that this bill would involve the appointment 
of a number of inspectors. Not one. .All the inspection that is to be 
made is to be made right l1ere at the headquarters of the Secretary of 
Agriculture. He establishes a certain grade for wheat and other grains. 
The grain is required to weigh so much. It must also have a certain 
color. It must be perfectly clean, or must come up to whatever other 
requirements may be established, and when a purchase of grain is 
made, say in Dakota, and there is a dispute between the buyer and the 
seller, the matter may be referred to the Department of Agriculture, 
the Secretary will submit the grain to his inspectori:!, and the matter 
will be settled without further controversy. 

This will not cost the Government a cent. It will not cost any one 
a cent except those who invoke the decision of the Secretary of Agri­
culture. Mr. Speaker, this is in close analogy with existing legisla­
tion. We have certain grades of wool fixed in the Treasury Depart­
ment. I do not know but the actual article itself is kept on file there 
as a standard. In a11 the revenue departments there are regulations 
establishing grades for all kinds of farm products whether prnduced 
here or imported. There are grades established for sugar. There are 
grades established for wool. Now, all the Committee on Agriculture 
ask to-day is that you shall establish a ~rade for grain so that we may 
have a universal standard acknowledged all over this country in order 
that when a merchant or miller bnys a grade of wheat he may be cer­
tain of getting it. 

A ME~fBER. If this bill were enacted into law, then in order for a 
trader to protect himself under the special standard of some particular 
State or locality, it would be necessary that that standard should be 
specified in the contract. 

Ur. FUNSTON. Yes, sir, If a man desires to purchase grain by a. 
certain grading, that of Chica~o, for instance, be would have to men­
tion it in the contract. If none were mentione<l, the United States 
gradin~ would apply. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Would not this bill mnke the Secretary of 
Agriculture a judicial officer? 

Mr. FUNSTON. No, sir. H makes him an inspector to the extent 
that be establishes the grades. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Do you propose to make his judgment con­
clusive in matters of dispute, or simply evidence? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Well, I suppose that under this bill it wonhl be 
evidence. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There would be still the right of appeal to the 
courts, I suppose? 

l\fr. FUNSTON. No doubt about that. 
Mr. PICKLER. I wish the gentleman wolild state how general t.he 

desire is among grain-producers for the passage of this bill. 
Mr. FUNSTON. The representations in farnr of it have been made 

principally by the heads of the various agricultural colleges, particu­
larly throughout the West, and some farmers, not many formers, are 
aware of the bill. The complaint has come from them more than from 
any other source. 

Mr. TAYLOR, oflllinois. The gentleman has stated that the boards 
of trade of various cities are in favor of this bill. Has h~ any evidence 
of that? 
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Mr. FUNSTON. Only thiB, tha.t I have consulted with persons who 
speak for the principal boards of trade. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. There are no petitions from any such 

boards ? . • ·th fro 
l\Ir. FUNSTON. No, sir; there have been no petitions ei er m 

boards of trade or from farmers. The demand lor the pass~ge of ~he 
bill bas come principally in the form of pe~onal representations of m-
di vid uals. · firs 

Mr. ADAMS. I would like to ask a. question, but m the st place 
I trust the gentleman will permit me to make a statement. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Verywell. . . ~ 
Mr. ADAMS. The grades of grain ~ recogmzed by the') different 

boards of trade vary somewhat, as the gentleman has stated. 
Mr. FUNSTO~. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ADAMS. And the gentleman says it is desirable there should 

be a nation 1 standard? 
Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ADAMS. Now, admittingthat to be true, why isit.not pre~er­

able that the Comnftttee on Agriculture shonl:d report~ bill.defirung 
the different grades of grain, rather than leave it to the discretion of the 
Secretary of Agricnlture t-0 establish as many grades as he chooses? L:t 
me illustrate. I am not a dealer in grain; but I presume the St. Lo?-IS 
board and the Chicago board ha.ve a sma~l number of grades o~ gram. 
Now, suppose the presidents of t?e a~r1cnlta.r~ coll~ges desrr~ the 
Secretary of Agriculture to establish eight or wne different giades. 
Would my friend 1rom Kansa.!! agree to that? Why should.not the 
Committee on Agriculture examine the matter and determine how 
many grades of graillthe commerce of the Un~ted State~ needs and de­
fine each one? My imp~ion is that in Chicago, ~or mstance, f?rade 
'' N 0 • 1 '' or grade ''No. 2 '' is not fixed by any o~c1.al of the Chi~go 
Board of Trade but is fixed by the statutes of IllmolS or by authont.y 
of the statutes~ and the case may be similar in St. Louis. If th!lt ?-8 
true, and if it is desirable that the statute law sho~d not only Iun:t 
the number of grades which may exist, but describe the grades, 1t 
seems to me the Committee on Agriculture ought tcr have reported a 
different bill from this. . 

Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman does not underatand the bill. .ft 
does not make any grade arbitrary. 

Mr. ADAMS. That i<s what I object to. 
Mr. FUNSTON. It only ec:!tablishes a national grade, which does 

not interfere with the other gradings. . . . 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Does the statute ot Illrnois provide any 

other grade than that wheat shall weigh 60 pounds to the bushel? 
Mr. AD.A.MS. Ob, I think so. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I do not think there is any other grade 

established. 
Mr ADAMS. Who establishes the grade? 
Mr: WILLIAMS, of Ohio. The buyers establish the grade, an.d 

the buyers in every county where wheat is sol~ make a grade to SUlt 
themselves. Now, that is what we want to avoid. 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly, we want to avoid that. 
Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] h.as 

asked me why the Committee on Agriculture do not introduce a bill 
establishing these different grades. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. . . 
Mr. FUNSTON. I reply, simply because the Co~llllttee. ~n A~n­

culture bas not facilities or opportunities for becommg familiar with 
this matter. That committee is not as conversant with it as the Sec­
retary of Agriculture is and ough_t to be. We think it wiser to refer 
these matters to him and allow hrm to regulat.e them rather than at-
tempt to make a regulation ourselves. . . . 

:Mr. PICKLER. There i9 nothing compulsory m this hill? 
Mr. FUNSTON. Nothing at all. . 
Mr. PICKLER. Different parties may adopt or reject these grades, 

as they please? · . 
Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman is thoroughly correct; they may 

adopt or reject them, as they please. · 
Mr. ADAMS. Who may do so? 
Mr. PICKLER. Anybody or everybody, as I understand. If we 

adopt these grades parties in Chicago may buy and sell by them or 
not, as they please. . . . 

Mr. FUNSTON. Let me explain the utility of a mea....QUI'e of ~his 
kind. Suppose ::i. dealer in France buys so many bushels of American 
wheat described as "No. 2." If we have estabfuhed a standard by 
nation'al le(J'islation that man knows precisely what he is to get, 
because be i:-knows ;hat the national standard ~. If there is no na­
tional st,,andard, the grade of wheat which he will get as '•No. 2 '' will 
depend upon the locality from which it comes. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman says, as I understand, that the move­
ment in favor of this measure comes largely from the presidents of ag­
ricultural colleges. 

Mr. FUNSTON. And also from the farmers. 
Afr. ADAMS. The farmers naturally want a uniform grade; and to 

that I do not object. But the movement in faTor of allow:ing the Sec­
retary of Agriculture to establiah five or ten or fifteen grades of wheat­
where does that movement come from? 

Mr. FUNSTON. The' gentleman will observe by examining the bil~ 
that the Secretary-0t Agriculture is to regulate these grades upon con· 
sultation with the various boards of trade. 

Mr. ADA.MS. Is be not to take the judgment of the presidents of 
the agricultural colleg~? 

Mr. FUNSTON. No; be is to consult with the h?ards of trade who 
establish the usages. Here is the ln.ngua~e of the bill: 

The Secretary of .AJ[riculture be, and he is bereby,autborized and required, 
as soon as ma.y be &ft.er the enactment hereof, to establish e. standar~ for classi­
fyin2' and &?T&ding grain , and according to such standard to determin.e and fix 
such cla ificstion and grading of wheat, corn, rye, o ts, and other grnlllsns the 
W1ai:-es of trade warrant and permit. 

The only way to ascertain the '' usages of trade '' is to consult the 
various boards of trade which have been grading wheat heretofore. 
As a matter of course the i:;ecretary of Agriculture will be compelled 
to consult these pers~ns who have been making these grades, and 
largely be guided by their judgments or wishes, so ~hat we ~ay have a 
standard which will not be objected to and that will be umform. 

.Mr. COBB. But the matter is left to his judgment, after all? 
Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. WADE. I now yield fiye minutes to the gentleman from Illi­

nois [Mr. TAYLOR]. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I do not ~now that I shall 

need that much time. I simp1y desire to make ::i. bnef statement of 
my views in regard to this matter. 

I see that this bill came into the Honse on August 29, and was re­
ferred on that date to the Calendar. So it is just a month old. I had 
no knowled2e of the bi!l until it was brought up to-day. 

The rrraiJ? market of the world is located in my district. This is 
too imp~rtant a measure to be railroaded through the House in this 
manner. It should be duly considered by a full House with ample 
time for consideration auu I am satisfied that these great interests of 
the grain men that w~ hear so much talk about will ~o~ suffer m!'te­
rially within the next sixty days. 'V!e me~t here ~ga~ m ab?ut su:ty 
days. During that time I will look mto th1~ question, mvestiga~ the 
matter fullv, and will probably be for the bill then or some modifica­
tion of it. ~But now I shall have to object. 

1\lr. FUNSTON. Do you see any objection to the bill in its present 
form? . . . 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Why, of course I do, serious objection. 
Mr. FUNSTON. Then why doyounotmentionthem andletus see 

if we can not put the bill in such shape as will meet your views? 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I do not desire to undertake to perfect 

a bill of this importance in so short a time. There may be some ob­
jections to it that I can ~ot. now see. ~ e ~e 1:iable certainly to have 
a double standard in Illlno1s for our gram if thlS passes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is it not' provided in the Constitution that 
standards of this character shall be fixed by Congres ? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Well, I do not want to go into the con­
stitutional argument at this time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do I understand the gentleman to hold that because 
Illinois has already adopted a standard for grain that the United States 
shall not also fix one? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. No, sir; not by any means; but simply 
that I am not prepared to support the bill. now.. I thi~1k it needs very 
mature consideration. I have had no notiool)f its coming up. I twas 
brought in as I have shown, thirty days ago. If it was so important 
as gentJem~n seem to think now it should have been brought up be­
fore when the committee had plent:r of time. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Allow me to say that we had other important 
measures to brinO'..in, and we brought this in as soon as we could. 

Mr. TAYLOR,
0

of Illinois. I do not doubt the good faith of the com­
mittee, and have not questioned it. But the gentleman's own ~tate­
ment is that there were more important measures before the committee. 

Mr. FUNSTON. No, sir; I said other important measurM before 
the committee. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of lliinois. Well, if they preceded this, th~ co~­
mittee must have regarded them as more important. · But I believe m 
good Jnith that the ~entleman and his committee were looking out for 
the arncultural interests of the country. 
Mr~ FUNSTON. I wish the gentleman would state his objections to 

the bill. . . 
:Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I have already stated my objections. 
Mr. FUNSTON. Name one of them. . . . 
Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Well, in the first place, it is liable to 

cause a conflict 
1

in our business in Illinois by establishing a double 
standard of grading grain. • . 

Mr. FUNSTON. Does not the gentleman kriow that th1S do~ not 
force any standard? You can continue trade under your Chicago 
standard, if you prefer it. 

Mr. PICKLER. If you ha.'\"e a good trade in Chicago, we will prob­
ably adopt that. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. And this bill provides in the third sec­
tion-

SEo. 3. That. from and after thirty da.ys after 1uch standard has been estab­
lished aud auch claSBi.fications and crades have .been determined UJ?OD and 
fixed and duly placed on record, &!J herein proT1ded, such classitlcat1on and 

.... 
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grading shall be ta.ken and held to be the standard in all interstate and foreia-n 
trade and commerce in grain. 

That does not 83Y anything about the standard in Illinois. Now, 
we ba.ve a standard there already. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Why do you not finish the section? 
Mr. TAYLOR, of lliinois. Very well; I will finish it. 

in all cases where no other standard of rrade is arreetl upon. 
That ilJ, you must make a standard with every man you buy gTain 

from, or must go by this stn,ndard set by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
Mr. PICKLER. You do that now. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Well, the Secretary of Agriculture is a 

· good farmer, I have no doubt, but I ha Te equal confidence in the grain 
men of the West who have spent their lifetime in the business. I 
think they are as competent as the Secretary of Agriculture to fix the 
standard. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
!1r. WADE. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 

IDinois [Mr. CANNO~]. 
llr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me this bill ought to pass. 

It authorizes the Secretary of Agriculture to fix the standard for classi­
fying and grading grain-a uniform standard-not only for lliinois, but 
for hli!SOuri and Kansas and Minnesota and the whole country. It 
seems to me tha.t this is most important, for we all understand that 
complaints are constantly made in different States and different sec­
tions that grain of the same quality is graded differently. 

I rune heard great complaint by farmers and great complaint by 
grain men and elevator men that there is no common standard for the 
classification of grain. It seems to me that thlll is as important as it is 
that the Government should fix weights and measures. 

The la.st section of the bill does not interfere with the grain people 
in my own State or in the city of Chicago. If they have a. cl38Sification 
under State law they can still have it by contract. It seems to me that 
that is ample. If our people, notwithstanding that 412 grains of sil­
ver are a legal-tender dollar, wish to make any other contract, they can 
do it, and it seems to me just as sensible to object to a standard as to 
money or as to weights and measures al!! it is to object to a standard 
for the classification of grain. I think my colleague is mistaken. I 
have great respect for his opinion; and I am glad to hear him say, if 
we can not get his consent so far as he is concerned·to let this bill pass 
now, that he will investigate the matter between this and the coming 
together of Congress again. But I would much rather see the bill pass 
now; and if we had a. quorum here I would favor taking the steps that 
would secure the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, who objecta to a national classification 
of grain, as my colleague intimates that some one objects? Not I, nor 
my colleague. The only objection that I have to this bill is that it 
gives the Secretary of Agriculture a discretion which I do not know 
that I am willing to repose in him. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifmy friend will allow me. If you are to ha\e a 
national classification of grain ought not the discretion te be vested in 
some Federal official? 

Mr. ADA.MS. Well, ii my colleague will allow me, I understand 
the standard of grain in different State! is fixed by public authority in 
those States. 

Mr. WILLIA.MS, oi Ohio. By local law. 
Mr. ADAMS. I agree that the farmem of this country want a uni­

form standard. I desire a uniform standard; but before I vest this dis­
cretion in one officer of the Government I would be glad to see the 
statutes of the States or the regulatio~ of those States by which these 
difterent grades of grain are created. Now, my colleague says it is a 
question of weights and measurel!!I. It is nothing of the kind, with all 
respect to him. It is a question of color and cleanness and plumpness 
of the kernel 

Mr. CANNON. My colleague, I know, does not intend to misrep­
resent me. I said that the same authority that fixes weigh~ and 
measures might well be authorized to fix a standard · for the classi­
fication of grain. 

Mr • .ADAMS. Simply as an incident to the power to regulate com­
merce among the several States and between the United States and for­
ejgn countries, and it has not any connection whatever with the power 
to fix weights and measures . 

. l\!r. CA.N_TO.N'. There is as much reason, thongh, for one as for the 
other. 

Mr. ADAMS. Lagree that there should be a uniform standard; but 
I can see no reason· for vesting this authority in the Secretary of Agri· 
culture. I should like to see the description of Chicago No. 1 wheat 
and St. Louis No. 1 wheat and adopt, if possible, a compromise, or 
adopt the best standard; and I should think the same course ought to 
be ta.ken with refer~ce to the other grades of grain. 

I do not know what these gentlemen who have urged this bill in the 
beginning think about the proper number of grad~ of wheat, and I 
think that this House and the farmem of the country, as well as the 
grain buyers and sellers of the country, might have some ju«4i;ment on 
that point. Now, I want to say to my friend from KaDsas [Mr. Fu~­
STOY], the chairman of this committee, that I do not for one moment 
object to a uniform standard of grain, and it we can establish a uni-

form standard, and if that varies trom the Chicago standard, then I 
should be in favor ot abandoning the Chicago standard altogether; for 
I can see the advantage of one uniform national standard. All I say, 
however, is that before voting for this bill I should Jike to see, for my 
information and for the information of the House, that description of 
grain which constitutes No. 1 in one board of trade and No. 1 in 
another board of trade, in order to see whnt the real difterence and dif­
ficulty is. 

Mr. PICKLER. Would not the Secretary of A.:,<Yficultnre have bet­
ter opportunities and be far more apt to get this classification in the 
proper shape tha.n the Committee on Agriculture possibly could? 

Mr. AD.AMS. No, sir; with all respect to him. The Committee 
on Agriculture, having these three separate statute!'!, if they are statutes, 
or regulations, if they are regulations, and being themselves the ~pre­
sentatives of th• farmers of tlie country: I think could do that work as 
well as the Secretary of Agriculture could. 

Mr. F A.RQUHAR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? Is it 
not a fact that the grades of grain are changed every year by reason of 
the difference in seasons? 

Mr. ADA.MS. I am not familiar with the fact. 
:Mr. FARQUHAR. IsnotthegentlemanaJso.awarethatHisthemost 

difficult thing for one board of trade to get even two inspectors to agree? 
And those who are experts in inspection are often far beyond the capa­
bilitie!I of any man in the Agricultura.l Department. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is just what we complain of, that the grain­
buyers change the grade every year to snit themeelves. 

Mr. F ARQUH.AR. The grain-buyers in the oountry districts take 
the grain just exactly as they find it, bu.t wet seasons or dry seasons 
make all the difference in the world. In inspection annually in the dif­
ferent boarde of trade the inspectors who are experts are expected to 
gauge or make the grades that come into the di:ft'erent markets. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will the gentleman allow me a. question? 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Another difficulty. You can, if you wi!h, es­

tablish a national grade. You can keep the sampl~ here OT in dif­
ferent parts of the country, but when you come to buy from first hands, 
who inspect.3? The man who buys and the man who selli; and it is 
a matter of negotiation between the two. One will claim it is No. 1 
red; another says it is off No. 1. He says: "I will 1tive you a dollar 
and ten." The other says: "Give me a. dollar and twelve;" and so 
the deal is made. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose they had samples of the national stand-
ard? 

Mr. F .A.RQUHAR. But they would not have. 
Mr. ADA.MS. That would be imoossible. 
Mr.FARQUHAR. You might have a grade of No. 1 red established 

this year, butwhenyoucametopntthethinginto practice, iftherewas 
a wet season in Minnesota, the wheat would not turn out No. 1 red 
by the standard of this year. 

Mr. PICKLER. But it would come in some one of the grades. 
Mr. FUNSTON. Dees the gentleman mean to say that the grade 

changes every year according to the sea.son? 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I say the standard of quality varies with the 

seasons, and unless yon can regulate the seasons you can not regulate 
the grades arbitrarily. 

Mr. FUNSTON. When the No. 2 grade is established why is not 
that No. 2 grade regardless of the season? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I agree with the gentleman from Chicago [Mr. 
A.n.A:llB] that there would proba.bly be something gained if this could 
be done, but I am talking about the practical difficulties that I know 
ot as a commercial editor. I have seen all these difficulties. . 

Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker, I called up thieJ bill for the purpose of 
having it discussed. Inasmuch as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TAYLOR] says if the bill is put on its passage he will call for a quorum 
and as there is no quorIDJ,l present in the Home, I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object to the withdrawal of the bill. 
Mr. WA.DE. I withdraw my objection to the consideration of the 

bill called up by the gentleman from Michi~an [Mr. COTCHEON]. 
Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro teinpore. The gentleman will state it . 
. Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, this bill is before the House, and I 

want to know if it can be withdrawn against the objection of mem­
bers. I object to its being withdrawn, because this bill is entitled to 
consideration as much as any other bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope that it will be withdrawn, because it ia evi­
dently going to provoke discussion and consume time. 

l\Ir. C ITTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri states 
that he wilhdraws his objection to the bill I called up. 

Mr. BRECKlNRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, is not the order for unani­
mou.~ consent to consider this bill for half an hour in the nature of a 
rule, just the same a.s a rule adopted where the previous question is 
ordered, and does not that, therefore, take the bill out of the power of 
the mover of the bill to withdraw it? 

Mr. HOOKER. I make the point that the objection came roo late. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tho Chair will examine the rule on 

the point made by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, against my own conviction, uude1 

-
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pressure from members, I will withdraw my objection to the with-
drawal of the bill. . 

Mr. CUTCHr:ON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missomi with­
draws his objection to the bill which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

enter tho name of Marcellus Pettitt upon the muster-rolls of Oompany G, 
Twenty-first Missouri Infantry Volunteers, from the 23d da.y of January, 1862 
to the 10th dn.y of February, lli62, the latterd.ate being the date ofhia death and 
his muster having been prevented by his fatal illness. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
TIMOTHY HENNESSY. the bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent for the present Theamendmentrecommended bytbe committee was read, as fol1ows: 
consideration of the bill (S. 3521) for the relief of Timothy Hennessy. In line 6 strike out .. 23d day or January II and insert "1st day or February." 

The bill was read, as follows: .,. The amendment was agreed to. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the TL·easury be, and he 1s hereby, The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for s. third reading; 

authorized and directed to pay unto the said Timothy Hennessy the three d b · J •t d" l d th th" d t• d d 
months' pay, proper, a.' major oC Fifth Pennl'lyh'ania Ciwnlry Volunteer.!!, under an emg engro&e 1 l wasaccor mg Y rea e ir tme, au passe • 
the provisions of the said act o1March3.1865. Mr. LACEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Parliamentary inquiry. passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
'l'he SPEAKER pro fempare. Is it in relation to the pending bill? table. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. When the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WADE] The latter motion was agreed to. 

interposed an objection to the bill which I sent to the Clerk's desk and BRIDGES ACROSS ENGLISH BA.YOU AND CALCASIEU RIVER. 
stated that his purpose was to gain consideration of the agricultural Mr. PRICE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
bill, did not my motion remain on the table? When he withd_rew his of the bill (H. R. 9852) to authorize the Lake Charles Road and Bridge 
objection, as he did some time ago when he recalled the agricultural Company, of Lake Charles, La., to construct and maintain bridges 
bill, did not that restore the bill that I sent to the Clerk's desk? across English Bayou and Calcasieu River. 

The SPEAKER pro tempO'l'e. Iii does not when the proceeding is by The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
un~imou.:' consent.. Unless a request for una!limous c~nsent for the Mr. PRICE. .Mr. Speaker, I nsk unanimous consent to dispense 
consulerat1on ot _a bill sent to the Clerk's desk .IB e!1tertamed the mat- with the reading of the bill, as it is an ordinary bridge bill. 
tier h~s no place before th~ House, and whe.n ?bJect1on was made it le!t I The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana says that this is a 
the b1ll of the ~entleman J?St ~he_ same as if it had not been called up. bridge bill in ordinary form, a. nd asks unanimous c<msent to dispense 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I tbmk it 1B now b~fore_ the House. with the reading of the bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The SPEAKER pro temp01·e. The Chair will state that the gentle- I Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? The Chair hears 

man from Michigan will perceive that he could not present a bill, ask none. 
for unanimous consent for its consideration, then some gentleman ob- The amendment recommended by the committee was rend as fol-
ject for the sake of getting up another bill, and then after it ha1 been lows: ' 
considered to withdraw his objection and let the bill which had first In seclion 1, line 13, strike out the word.!!" for compeoSAt.ion" o.ud insert the 
been objected to come up again. That would be giving to one gentle- following: "And such corporation may charge and receive such reasonable 
man the control of recognitionst which rests exclusively in the Chair. tolls therefor as may be provided from time to time by tbe Secretary of Wnr." 

'Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill sent up by The amendment was agreed to. 
the gentleman from Kentucky, which has just been read? The Chair The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
hears none. and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was aecordingly read Mr. PRICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
the third time, and passed. passed; and also mov-ed that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved toreconsiderthevote by which the table. 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be faid The latter motion waa agreed to. 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
SOPHI.A WENZEL. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. 
R. 12123) granting a pension to Sophia Wenzel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au­

thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of t 0he pension laws. the name of 8ophia. Wenzel, widow or John 
Wenzel, of Company I<', Seventh United States Infantry, in the Florida war, at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is there a report from the committee? 
Mr. CALDWELL. Yes, sir; there is a unanimous report. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 

ongrossed, it was aooordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. CALDWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 

WM passed; and also moved that the motion t-0 reconsider be laid on 

HENBY CLAY AND OTHERS. 
:Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 2617) for the 

relief of Henry Clay and othera, owners and crew of the whaling 
schooner Franklin, of New Bedford, Mass. 

Tbe bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 'l'ree.sury be, aml lle is hereby, au­

thorized to pay, out ot e.ny money in the Tt·eMury not otherwise appropriated, 
to Henry Clay, of New Bedford, Mass., agent and managing O\Vner of the whal­
ing schooner Frank.Un, New Bedford, the sum of $3,500, that sum being the esti· 
mated loss to the owners, captain, and crew of the schooner Franklin in rescu­
ing the passengers and crew, twenty-six persons, e.fter they had abandoned at 
sea the burninj? steamer Lorenzo D. Baker, of Boston, and conveying them 
safely to New Bedford, thereby causing the schooner t-0 leave her cruising 
grounds and break up he1· voyage. 

S.rtc. 2. That one-third of the sum appropriated by this act shall be paid t-0 the 
captain and crew of the Franklin, according to the estimated amount of what 
would have been t.beir respective shares of the catch. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the report be read. 
The i·eport (by Mr. LAIDLAW) was read, as follows: 

the table. 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2617) for tho 
relief of Henry Clay and others, owners and crew of the whaling schooner 
Franklin, of New Hedford, Mass., have con.sidered the same and respectfully 

. submit the following report: 
The latter mobou was agreed to. The schooner Franklin left New Bedford on a whaling voyage in the Atltm· 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE tic Ocean. She was pr.osecuting that voy~e wh.en, on the 15th of July
1

1889, · I being: then on her whaling ground and meetmg with success, at a.bout 2 0 clock; 
Mr. CLANCY obtained unanimous consent to have read and printed in the morning a_glare ?r light was discover~ in t~e .sky a long distance off. 

in the RECORD the followin <:r memorial· which was referred to the Com- It .wus then blowing. quite a gale. The captam, rea.hzmg at once that it was a 
. . . ·"" ' . ship on fire, made sa.11 and stood for the burning vessel. 

nnttee on the Jud1c1ary, and ordered to be prmted: At daylight great volumes of smoke appeared, and about LO o'clock the Frank-
To !he Senate and House of Repnisenlatives in Congress a.ssembled: lin rea.che.d the spot, where the~ found tba.t a vessel ~ad been bur~ed, ar;id dls-

We, workingmen of Brooklyn, re$pectfully reque!!t your honorable bodies to co~ered six or seven men tloatmg on n. spar e.longs1de the t;mrnm&r. l!lh1p a.nd 
pass the joint resolution proposing an amendment to the National Constitu- q~tte exha11Sted. Th.ey were taken on board.of the Fra.nldm, and m twenty 
tion securing to women of I.Ile Unit~d States the exercise of the rigbts of suf- mmutes from that Ume the vessel sank, havmg been b?rned to the water'• 
frage on equal terms with men. e~ge. Men were put at the masthead to look for any life-boats, and finally 

As ci~izcns of the United States wo belie\·e that U ls mockery to call th ls na- discovered one, and proceeded. to her, a.nd finding that sbe had been oYer­
tion a Republio wbile one-half of the citizens a.re excluded from all voice in turned by tbe waves th~y took sixteen men from off her bottom. Laterc;m they 
the Government; as thinkers we hold that the elevation and enfranchisement found a smaller boat with the balance of the passengers and crew, making the 
of women is essential to the development of the race; as workingmen we whole numbe! rescued twenty-five. . 
assert that only by equal political rights can women secure equal pay wit.h ~ The Franklm then had about 175 barrels of empty casks; and, with her pro!!-. 
men for equal work. pects or taking whalef!, wo~ld have filled them but for thi!I unforeseen event. 

The Local Assembly l.S62, Knights of Lab01· Union, of the city of Brooklyn Not bemg able to cr~e with so many extra people on board, she started at 
1tnd State of New York a union numberin"' 61 members at a. re"'ular meetin"" once for the coast1 hopmg to find some vessel that she could putthem on boa.rd 
thereof, approved of th~ above petition and· directed the ~ecretary of said unio~ of; but not meetmg with nny she had to proceed on her voyage, and landed 
to certifv to thi5 fact under seal. them ~fely on our shores. . . . 

In witness whereof, I, Robert C. Utess, secretary of sa 1af'on, do this 2Gth :rCru1s10g near t~e Fr~nkhn at th~ same bme '!'as another vessel, owne~ m 
day of Septcml~er, in lhe year Ifill<l, 11ppend my otllcial signature and the seal New Bedford, which did !lot see this burning ship, but proceeded in cat<!bmg 
of said union. whales and cs.me home w1tb a full cargo. The smallest value that the owners 

[SEAL.] ROBERT o. UTESS, could place on the 175 barrels of sperm-oil that they bad good rea.son to think , 
ecrelary 2n S11*th Street Brooklyn N. Y. woul_d have been taken could tl!-ey .havo remaln~d on t.ne g;round is S.3.~00, and 

' ' ' that ts the amount that they claim m remuneration for havwg saved this large 
:u.A.RCELLUS PETTITT. number of lives. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 11766) to correct the military record of Marceline Pettitt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Belt maeteil, etc., That the Secretary of War i£s empo~•ered and directed to 

Your committee, after a. carefal review of the facts, are of the opinion that 
the claim made by the owners and crew of the Franklin ls a just, fair, and rea­
sonable one. These men had every right to expect a successful voyage, and if 
it were not for the humane act which led to their return from their (ll'Uise, oil of 
the value claimed in the bill wonld in all probability have been secured. 

There are many precedents warraotin~ a much larirer return for an act like 
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this, and your committee believe that the pas<;&geof the bill will not only be a 
just and proper recognition of the act, but will he an encouragement toot-hers 
to len.ve their pursuit to rescue life with the certainty t.hatthe same will be ap­
preciated and a proper return made. 

The bill is reported back with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the amount involved in this bill? 
:Mr. RAN DALL. Thirty-five hundred dollars. 
Mr. ~RECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I wish the gentleman from 

Massachusetts would state upon what principle it is claimed that the 
United States ought to pay the officers, owners, and crew of this vessel. 

Mr. RANDALL. There are a great many precedents, cases where a 
larger amount bas been paid under like conditions. It is the under­
standing of captains that when they leave their crews and abandon all 
prospect of success in their calling for the time being in orde'\' to save 
life their services will be recognized, and such action ought to be rec­
ognized and awarded by the Governmeut. Besides, there are peculiar 
features connected with the whaling business. In that business no 
man is paid by the year or by the month. The captain and the men go 
on shares. Their reward depends upon their success, and to catch 
whales they have to gQ upon the feeding grounds of the whale. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman does not think, I suppose, 
that this captain and his crew would have allowed these men to be 
drowned or burned if he had not believed that we would make good 
their loss? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly not. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then it is not for saving the lives that we 

are to pay them. 
Mr. RANDALL. No; but I think such conduct ought to be recog­

nized by the Government, and, as I have said, there are many prece­
dents wheresnch appropriations have been made to quite large amounts. 
Only the other day a bill was pJSSed appropriating $138,0UO for a like 
purpose. I hope this. bill will pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

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

The fatter motion was agreed to. 

.August, 1862. It also appears of record that in March, 1863, the Hon. Horace 
Maynard presented to the \V u.r Department a petition and papel'S from Captain 
Trewhitt, asking an appropriation to pay the members of the staff of General 
Spears, a.ud that these papers were returned to Mr. Maynard with the sugges· 
Lion that they be presented to Congress. 

Upon inquiry of the Second Auditor, Treasury Department, that officer reports 
that Ca.ptam Trewhitt was last paid as lieutenant-colonel Second Tennessee 
Volunteers to include March 14, 1862, and first paid as captain and assistan t ad­
jutant-general of volunteers from and including July 5, 1862. Between these 
dates Captain Trewhitt had no legal appointment nor commission in the United 
States military s er\Tice, and hence could not be legally paid. There wa~ no law 
or regulation authorizing him to enter duty as captain and assistant adjutant­
general, nor 1tny authority for a. commanding general to place him upon duty 
in advance of his appointment by the President. . 

The evidence of record, however, appears to show pretty conclusively that 
Captain Trewhitt did actually do duty in the capacity of assistantadjutant-gen­
eral in General 8peas's command during the period in question, and he has 
therefore an equitable claim tor pay. It is accordingly suggested that the bill 
in this case be so ameoded a.s to allow him pay and allowances of a captain and 
n.sslstant adjutant-general from March 15 to July4, 1862, inclusive (he has al­
ready received pay 1rom July 5, 1802), 11nd toomitthe last section, dh-ecting the 
Secretary of V.'arlo "muster him ru:1 a. captain of cavalry to date from March 15, 
1862," for the reason that the office of ea.plain referred to wa.s nut one which was 
filled by the process of mustering; that it could have lJeen filled in no other way 
than by appointment of the President; and that, as it was not so filled as early 
a.s l\Iarch 15, 1862, there is no way in which it can now be conferred upon nny 
person as of that date. 

Very respectfully, your obedient ser\·ant, 

The SECREl'.\llY OF 'VAR. 

C. HcKEEVER, 
.&cl ing .-tdju.tant-Gencral. 

To the Senate and House of Represenlali.vea ia Congress as8ctnbled: 
Your petitioner, Daniel C. Trewhitt, a citizen of Hamilton County, Tenn essee 

respectfully shows that on the 15th day of Mar<>h, 1862, at Barboursville, Ky., be 
was appointed assistant adjutant-general on the eta.ft' of Brig. Gen. James G. 
Speal'5, \hen cowman ding Twenty-fifth Brigade, Seventh Dh•ision, Army of the 
Ohio. 

He immediately entered upon the diecharge of the <luties of said ofllce aud 
continued therein until in the year 1864. 

His appointment was duly forwarded to the President, but from some cause 
or informality ho did not receive bis commission till in August, 1862, at Cum­
berland Gap, Kentucky. His recollection is that his original appointment was 
simply approved by the President in April, 1862, o.nd returned to him and sub­
sequently returned to be acted on by the Senate, by which body being con­
firmed a commission was duly issued, dated, as he now remembers, on or about 
the 2d day of August, 1862. 

Sub,.equently, at or near Carthage, in Tennessee, during our march t-0 Carth­
age, Tenn., in 1803, his commission a.nd many other valuable papers were lost, 
as he believes. Ile states that he received his first pay as such captain and 

DANIEL C. TRE\YllITT. assistant adjutant-g eneral at Cumberland Gap, Kentucky, as now recollected. in 
1\lr. EVANS. Mr. S peaker, I call up the bill (H. R 7641) f.or the Auguist or S eptewber, 1862, and was only paid from date of llis commission, 
.1.l which he now remembers was 2d of August, 1862. 

relief of Daniel 0. Trewhitt. He respectfully requests the passage of an act authorizing him to receive pay 
The bill was read, as follows: for the services actually performed from 15th March, 1862, to the date of his com-

. . mission, which will be shown by reference to the \Var Department. 
Be.it e11act~d. ~le. , That the SccTeta~·y of the Tre~sury be, and !1e 1s hereb.Y, au- He respectfully asks this, not as a charity, but as simple justice and proper 

th<?rized and directed to p~v to £?amel C. Trewhi~t •. 11!-te ca.ptatn and as~1stant compensation for services actually performed by him and many others simi­
a.d1ulant-generl;ll, Twenty-nfth Brig ade, Se~enth D1v1s1.on, Army of ttie Ohio, out 1 larly s ituated, who had not advantages of remaining at their homes to make 
of any money 11:1 the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the pay and allow- , necessary preparation for a sudden change from the ordinary avocations of life, 
:mces of a captam of cavalry from the 15th d a y of March, 1863, to the 1st day of but were forced suddenly from the civic duties of lire and r~quired at once to 
August, 1862. . . perform dutie~ and a."sume responsibilities to which they were utter strangers, 

SEC. i. That the Sem·e tai·y of War be •. and he is l~ereby, a~thorized and dlrect_ed and consequently he insists should not be held to the strict requirements ap­
to 1tmend the record of the said captain a~d assistant adjutant-general, Damel plicable to parties more happily situated. 
C. Trewhitt, and to ruu.ster him as a capta.m of cavalry, to date from .l'tlnrch 15, D. c. TREWHITT. 
1862, the date upon which lJe entered upon duty. STATE OF TEKS'ESSEE, HamiUon Co unty: 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the r eading of the report. Personally appeared Hon. D. C. •rrewhiU, the foregoing petitioner, and made 
The report (by Ur. OSBORNE) was read as follows: oath that th7 facts st~ted in the .foregoing petitic;>n are true to the best of his 

' knowledge, mformatlon and behef nud recollection. 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom w as referred the bill (H. R. 75U) 

for the relief of Daniel C. Trewhitt, of Chattanooga, Tenn., ha\'ing considered 
the same, re~pectfully report: 

'rhe claimant l>a1.iel C. Trewhitt , did the duty and performed the seorvices of 
assistant adjutant-general of volunt.eers with the rank of ca ptain from March 
14, 11S62, to July 5, l!S62, before he was in a position wherein he could qualify as 
such officer. The facts are fully set forth in the report from the \Var Depart­
ment hereto annexed. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by strikin~ out the sec­
ond section, as no muster of such officer i~ or could be r equired. 

Your commit.tee believe that the bill is a. meritorious one, as Captain Trewhitt 
perfo~med the duty on the staff of General Spears and has not been paid, They 
recommend the passage of tho bill. 

WAR DEP A.RTME NT, ADJUTAN'I'-G ENEI!AL' !1- 0 FFICE, 
Washington , May 2-0, 1890. 

Sia: I have the honor to return herewith House bill i641, for the relief of 
Daniel C. Trewhitt , etc., which bas been r e ferred to the Department by the 
House Committee on l\lilitary Affairs. The bill provides for the payment to the 
said Trewhitt the pay and allowances of a cn ptain and assis tant adjutant-gen­
era.I (that is, the pay o f a captain of cavalry) from March 15 to August 1, 1862, 
and directs the Secr e tary of War to amend his record "and to mu , ter him as a. 
captain of cavalry," to date from 1\Iarch 15, 18ti2, etc. 

lt appears from the records that Danie l C. Trewhitt was mustered in as lieu­
tenant-colonel tfocond E>LSt Tennessee lnf11ntry in September, 1861, and that be 
resigned.as such March_ 14, 1862 . . He was nomin'\ted to the Senate June ljJ, 1862, 
for appomtment a.s ass1Stant adJutant.-general of volunteers with the rank of 
captain, was confirmed .June 30, 1862, and was commissioned accordingly by the 
President July 3, 1862, to rank from June 30, 1862,and received and accepted the 
commission August2, 1862. _ 

No papers or recommendations upon which the nomination was made a.re 
found on file or ot record. but it was ordered. presumably, at the request of 
Brig . Gen. James G. Spears, who at that time was commanding a brigade in the 
Army of the Ohio, and for whoso comma nd tile appointment was made. In 
his letter of Auguet 2, 1862. a ccepting his appointment, Captain Trewhitt stated 
that he "had been in the United States service from 9th August, 1861," and 
added: "I have reported as ordered to Brig. Gen. Jame.-. G. Spears. command­
ing Twenty-lill.h Brigade, Army of the Ohio, for whom I have been acting since 
14th March, lb62." 

There are no returns or this brigade on file, covering the period March to 
Augu:;t, 1862. nor does it appear that Captain Trewhitt repurted to this office at 
all during this period. An examination1 however, of the order books of the 
Twenty-filth Brigade, Army of the Ohio. 1ound among the records of that ai·my 
.l!ient to this office after the war, shows that Captain Trewhitt signed a. number 
of orders i!!sued by General Spears Crom .April 15, 1862 (earliest on file), to 

D. C. TREWHITT. 
Sworn to nnd subscribed before me October 11, 1889. 
[SEAL.] FR. DE TAVERNIER, 

J ustice of the Peace and Notary Public. 
STATE OF TENN ESSE E, lla inilto11 County: 

I, L. M. Clark, clerk of the county court of S'lid county, do hereby certify that 
Fr. de Taver n ier, esq., whosegenuinesignature appears tot.he fore~oingcertifi· 
ca te, is now, and was at. the time of signing the same, an acting justice of the 
peace in and for said county and State aforesaid, du ly elected, commissioned, 
and qualified according to law, and that full faith and credit should be gh·en to 
bis official acts a8 such. 

Witness my hand and sea l or said court at office in Chattanooga this 2.Jt,h day 
of February, 1890. 

(SEAL.] L. lI. CLARK, Clerk. 

STATE OF TEl!Ll"'ESSEE, H a 111illon County: 
Personally appeared J a mes R. Edwards aud made oath in due form of law 

that he is a citizen or Chn.ttanooga, Tenn .. 'vhich is his post-office address; that 
he i8 fi fty-two years of age; that he has heard read the petition of Hon. D. O. 
Trewhitt for rernuster and pay for services as a,;isistant adjutant-general of 
Twenty-fifth Brigade, Seventh Division, Army of the Ohio, from 15th March 
1862, to August 2, 1862, or date of his muster in, and in verification thereof 
states that he joined said command in early part of April, Utl2, and said D. O. 
Trewhitt was then the adjutant-general of said brigade ll.nd pertorming- the 
duties of sail! pos~tion, and continued so to do until near the close of the war. 

JA !ES R. EDWARD . 
Sworn t o and subscr ibed before m e October 11, l S'm. 
l E AL.] FR. DE TA VERNIER, 

J ustice of the Peace and .Notary Public. 
STATE OF TE:S'NESSE E, H am.Won County: 

I, L M. Clark, clerk of the county court of said county, do hereby ce1·tify that 
Fr. de Ta.vernier, e sq., whose genuine signature appea rs to th- foregoi11g cer• 
tific>a.te, is now, and was at the time of signing the s.am e, an acting justice of the 
peace in and for said coun ty and ::!tate aforesaid, duly elected, commissioucd, 
and qnalitied according to la.w, and that full fa ith and credit should be given to 
his official acts as such. 

Witness my hand and seal of said court at office in Chattanooga this 20th day 
of February, 1890. 

[sEAL.J L. 1\1. OLARK, Clel'k. 

The committee recommended an amendment striking ont the second 
section of the bill • 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being en~rossed, it was accordingly read the third time; and 
passed. 

Mr. EV ANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill as 
amended was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
J. S. 0. G. GREER il"'D OTIIKRS. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I call up House resolution, Mis. Doc. 
No. 242. . 

The resolution was l'ead, as follows: 
Re.soloed, That the following bills (H. R. 9535, 96:39, 106'.IT, 10367, 11038, 11220, 

11219, 11229, 8066, and 10917) for the relief of J. S. 0. G. Greer, estate of l\llchie 
Blackman, Norah Walsb, \Villiam McGee, Adeline N. Larch, Suzanne B. l\1eul· 
lion, Antoine D. Meullion, Anna. Hunt, administratrix estate ~or&"e F.Hunt, 
deceased; John Cleary, and Joseph Gradengo, togethe1· with all accompanyini: 
papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims under the 
provisions of the acts or Cona-ress commonly known as the "Bowman act" 
and "An act to provide for the brin&"ing of suits a.lira.inst the Government of the 
United States,u approved l\lnrch 3, 1887. 

The SPEAKER. Thereis an amendment which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A!l-erthen•me "Gradengo" insert the following: "and the case of John A. 

Heard, of Hind8 County, Mississippi, being House Report 937." 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, those cases were all referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and that committee recommend that they 
be referred to the Court of Claims for examination, consideration, and 
report to this House. I ask the adoption of the resolution. 

The SPEAK.ER. Is there objection? 
Mr. KILGORE. Before I determine whether I shall object or not, 

I want to inquire whether the committee has not the authority under 
the Bowman act t.o refer these claims to the Court of Claims, and there­
fore whether it is not unnecessary to pass this resolution. 

!1r. HOOKER. I think not. The committee thought it necessary 
to pass the resolution, and therefore they reported it. 

l\Ir. KILGORE. Does not the resolution undertake to remove the 
bar oflimitation and give a c.ause of action where none now exists? 

Mr. HOOKER. Not at all. All the cases have boon considered by 
that committee, and they think them proper eases to go to the Court 
of Claims for examination and report. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman trom Texas (Mr. KILGORE) 
is right. My recollection of the Bowman act is that under it any com­
mittee of the Honse or Senate can refer a case to the Court of Cla.ims. 

Mr. HOOKER. That may be !:!O, but whether the committee could 
refer it or not, there is no harm in the adoption of the resolution by the 
Honse. If the committee can do it they are simply the agents of the 
Honse, and it gives the matter no greater dignity for the House to do 
it than for the committee to do it. 

Mr. KILGORE. But in doing sneh things we frequently remove 
the bar of limitation. 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not think so. I do not think there is anything 
ot that kind in this case. The resolution says nothing about that, and 
the court will have to consider the cases under the law as they find the 
law to be. 

.Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I notice that the name of John .A. 
Heard is included there. Is there a man-named I. N. Baker connected 
with that claim? 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not think so. This is a claim for the relief of 
John A. Heard, of Hinds County, Mississippi. 

Mr. KILGORE. What amount is involved in these claims? 
Mr. HOOKER. I do not know the amount. That depends upon 

what the court finds. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. It 
simply refers these cases to the court for examination, inquiry, and re­
port. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to it, but I shall 
not object. 

M.r. HOOKER. I ask for a vote. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

RELIEF OF SETTLERS ON PUBLIC Lil""'"DS. 

Mr. HERMANN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid-
eration of the public bill which I send to. the desk. · 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 2014) for the relief of cert.a.in settlers on the publie lands of tho United 

States &nd to anthorize the takin~ and filing of final proofs in certain cases. 
Be it enacted, etc., That in cases now before any of the l~nd ofticee of the United 

States in which there has been or is now a vae&ncy in either of the o.t'li.ces of 
register or receiver, where the day set for hearing flll.llol proofs came during the 

· vacancy in said office, and there is no contest or protest ai:ainst said claim&, and 
::where t.he remaining officer bas ta.ken said proofs and reduced the ea.me to 
writing, tbe ,.rune may now be passed upon by the register n.nd receiver u if 
the same had been taken when there was no vacancy. 

SEO. 2. That hereafter, when a vac&ncy shall occur in any of the land offices 
of the United ~tales by i·ea.son of the death, resignation, or removal of either 
the re~ister or receiver, and the time set for takiniir final proof's falls within the 
vacancy thus cansed, the remaining officer may proceed to take said final 
proofs, in the absence of any contest or protest, reduce tile same to writinJir, and 
&lmfeton file in the om.ce, to be considered and passed upon when the vacancy 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 

of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed . . 

ADDITIONAL JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill '(H. R. 6975) to provide for an additional as· 
sociate justice for the supreme court of Arizona. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the supreme court ol the Territory of Ari­

zona shall consist.of a chief-jns.tice and three associate justices, any three of 
whom shall constitute a quorum. 
S~. 2: T~t it shs~Jl be the dutyoft?e President to appoint one additional as­

sociate Justice of sa1d supreme court m the manner now provided by law, who 
shall hold his office for t.he term of four years, and until his successor is ap­
pointed and qualified. 

S:Kc. 3. That. the said Territory shall be divided into four judiciAl districts 
and a. district court shall be held in each district by one of the justices ot the 
supreme court, at such time and place as may be prescribed by law. Each 
jud~e, after assignment, shall reside in the district to which ho is assigned. 

S.Ec. 4. That the present chief-justice &nd his associates &re hereby vested 
"!ith t~e power ~d. a.;uth~rity, aDd they a.re hereby directed, to divide said Ter­
r~t-0ry mt? four Judicial ~1strictsand makesuch.assi&nments of the jud~es pro­
vided form the first section of thia act as shall m their judgment be meet and 
J;>roper. 

SEc. 5. That th.e said district coud shall ha.ve jurisdiction, and the same is 
hereby vested, to hear. try, and determine all matters a.nd causes that the courts 
of the other districts of the Territory now possess; and for such purposes two 
terms of said court shall be held annually, at such placeg with.In said district as 
may be desie-nated by the chief-justice and his associates, or a. majority of them 
and grand and petU jurors shall be surnmon.ed thereon in th.e ma.oner now re: 
quired by law. 

SEC. 6. That all offenses committed before the passae-e of this &<lt sh.all be 
prosecuted, tried, and determined in th.e same manner and with the .ume ef­
fect (except as to the number of judges) as if this act had not pa:!lsed. 

SEC. 7. That a.ny justice who has heard a cause from which 11-n appeal is taken 
is hereby prohibited from sittin;:in or participating in the detei:mination of the 
same on appeal. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the report in this case. 
The report of the Committee on the Territories (by Mr. STRUBLE) was 

read, as follows: 
The Committee on the Territories, having had under consideration the bill 

(H. R. 6975) to provide for a.n additional justice of the supreme court or Arizona 
and for other purposes, beg leave to report as follows: ' 

The bill precludes any judge from acting as a member of the supreme court 
in any action or proceeding brought to such court by writ of error bill of ex­
ception, or appeal from a decision, judgment, or decree rendered 'by him as 
judge of the district court. The evil in this respect which this bill cures in the 
Territory, there being butthreejudges, ha..<J caused very great.dissatisfaction 

The three judges must act in each case in the supreme court in order that 
there may always be a majority for the Clecision of cases and the promulgation 
of opinions. Th.is requires the judge of the district court to act in the supreme 
court and sit in jud&"ment on nnd review his own decision. This ia unfair to 
the jud~e, an<J it is not unnatural that it should, in the minds of lawyers &nd 
interested parties, create suspicion of collusion among the judges to su&tain the 
opinions of each other in the courts below. 

In the Territory of Arizona each district is as large as the State of Indiana 
and three judges were necessary in past years, when the population Wll.l!l limali 
and litigation lig)lt. 

These judges, in addition to the~r .duties as supreme court judges, are called 
upon to try all manner or causes ar1smg under the laws of the United States and 
the Territory. Tbey exercise in their respective courts the po wen of common­
law judges and chancell01'9 and exercise the jurisdiction of United States dis­
trict and circuit judges. Jn them (except the limited jurisdiction vested injus­
tices of the peace and probate courts) are vested all the judicial powers of the 
Territory. 

Attorneys, witnesses, and litigants have to travel in many inst&nces hun­
dreds of miles to reach the j 11dge or court, and since tl1e judges are not allowed 
tnu·elhlg expenses, and railroads are few and the cost of travel very hiJ:"h, the 
expenses of this character become a. great burden to :i.11 concerned, which can 
in a measure be remedied by giving the Territory an additional judge. The 
courts in all the districts are burdened with accumulated business, and it Is not 
possible to clear the dockets. The Territory is increasing rapidly in population 
and wealth, and the best interests of the people demand. increased court facili­
ties, 

In view of the foregoing facts the. committee reeommend the pa.sage of the 
bill. with the following amendment: A' the end of section• ndd the words 
"said districts so made to be subject, howe'\"er, to future n.cb of the Terl'itorial 
Assembly of said Territory." 

:Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I would like to know from what 
committee this bill has been reported. 

Mr. SMITH, oJ Arizona. From the Committee on Territories. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Bills of this class have usually 

gone to the Judiciary Committee. 
Mr. SMITH, ot .Arizona.- This bill has also been favorably reported 

in the Senate. Every Territory except Arizona has been allowed this 
fourth j ndge. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Jersey object? 
Mr. BUCHANAN, ofNewJersey. No, sir; lsimplywantedtoknow 

the channel by which the bill reached the House. 
Mr. OATES. I trust the gentleman from New Jersey will not object. 

This bill is similar to one which the Committee on the Judiciary con­
sidered and favorably reported. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ot New Jersey. To relieve the gentleman's ap­
prehension, I will say that I do not object. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration. 
of the bill. 

The amendment reported by the committee, to insert at the end of 
section 4 the words "said districts so made to be subject, however, to 
future act of the Territorial Assembly of said Territory," was read and 
agreed to. 

Tho bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read o. third 

• 
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time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, ru:.d 
passed. 

.Mr. REED, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
NUMBERING OF PARAGRAPHS, ETC.; OF TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. McKINLEY, by unanimons consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved bv the HousB of Rcpresmtativu (the Bena~ concurring), That the Clerk 
of the Hou1e be, and he is hereby, directed to number conaecutiTely the para­
graphs and acct.ions of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenne and equalizo 
duties on import8, nod for other purposes, in the enrollment of said bilL 

NEW YORK, !,AKE ERIE AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. STIVERS. I ask 1;1.nanimons consent for the present considera­
tion of the bill (8. 260) for the relief of the New York, Lake Erie and 
Western Railroad Company. 

The bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

this bill? 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

COMPENSATION OF CENSUS ENUME.BATOR • 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid­
eration and passage of the bill which I send to the desk. "!'he gentle­
men who objected to this bill the other day have withdrawn their ob­
jections. 

The bill (H. R. 11716) to amend an act to provide for taking the 
eleventh and subsequent censn8es, approved March 1, 1889, was read. 

The SPEAKER. Js there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask that the report be read, subject to the l'ight 
to object. I wish to know what the effect ot the bill is. 

Mr. DUNNELL. There is no report. The consent of a majority of 
the Committee on the Eleventh Census was secured to the passage of 
this bill. The circumstances calling for its passage are explained in a 
letter which I holcl in my hand from the Census Office. I hope the 
~entleman will not make any objection. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I have great confidence in the judgment of my 
friend from Minnesota, but I would like to know the object and effect 
of the bill and what amount of additional expense will result from its 
passage. It seems that an additional expenditure is provided for. 

Mr. VAUX. The bill provides for an increase of salaries, as I un­
derstand. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The object of the bill is to make provision for 
those enumerators of the census who, in rural portions of the country, 
were found to be receiving a very inadequate compensation. By the 
letter from the Census Office it appears that in many of the States the 
average compensation did not exceed it. 75 a day, out of which these 
enumerato~ bad to pay their expenses. I hope the p;entleman from 
Tennessee will not object. There is no appropriation asked for. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But it necessarily creates an appropriation, and, 
for all we can see, a very considerable one. I think the effect will be 
the expenditure of a very large sum. But considering the inefficiency 
in which a part of the work at least was done, without any fault of 
the office here, I do not hesitate to say that this ought to be looked 
into a Jittle more carefully. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. McMILLIN. For the present I object. 

BOUNTY-ORDNANCE CO'RPS. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres­
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 6584) for the relief of certain en­
listed men of the Ordnance Corps, United States Army, in the matter 
of claims for bounties. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the proper s.ccou'nting officers of the Treasury Depart­

ment be, and they are hereby, directed in the consideration of the claim• for 
bounty heretofore filed, or which may be hereafter filed, of enlisted meu of the 
Ordnance Corps, United StatM Army, to allow to such enlistea men of the Ord­
nance Corps, their widows or heirs, the same bounties as have been allowed to 
other enlisted men who served in the war of the rebellion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Reserving the right to object, I call for the 
reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. UAISH) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6584) en­

titled "A bill for relief ot certain enlisted men in the Ordnance Corps, United 
States Army, in I.he matter of cla.ims for bounties," SJJ,bmit the followinJl report: 

The records of the War Department a how the total number o f men enlisted in 
the Ordnance Corps from 1861to1865 lo have bcen731. Of thcae89desertedand 
176 were di"1cha~ed or died prior to the close of the war. The Payma!lter-Gen­
eral's office estimates the amount that would be required to pay to all, except 
the deserten-, sulllJI equal to those paid other enlisted men of the same dates of 
enlistment atS168,535. · 

From this there would be a. reduction on account of such dischn.r~eil as were 
made under circumstances preventin~ payment of bounty; al1110 the usual per­
centage of ~es in which claims would not be presented owing to disappearance 
of claimants and absence of heirs or legal representatives. n is believed that 

the total cost of placing these men on a footing in this particular with other 
volunteers would not exceed 8150,000. · · 

Your committee repor~ back the bill and recommend its passage • 

There being no objection, the bill was considel'ed and ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

RECONSIDERATION. 

Ur. HOLMAN. I rise to submit a privileged motion. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill H. R. 11391 was pa!sed. I refer to the bill in reganl 
to Indian schools, which was before the House last night. 

The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent-­
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I call for the regnlar order. 
The SPE!.KER. The regular order is the bill relating to the j nri -

diction of the courts, the title of which the Clerk will read .. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 90li) to define and r~ula.te the juri1diction of the courts of the 
United States. 

Mr. KILGORE. My understanding about that bill was that it was 
to go to a committee. 

The SPEAKER. No, a point of orqer was made by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. B&ECKib'"RIDGE]. The Chair sustains the point 
of order and the bill is referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

FRANCIS GILMAN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the bill (H. R. 4258) in-
creasing the pension of Francis Gilman, with Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 
Mr. PERKINS. I move to concur in the amendment of the Senate. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What is the effect of the amendment? 
Mr. PERKINS. The effect is to strike ont two months' pensio:J 

which would be received under the House bill. 
The motion of Mr. PERKINS was agreed to, and the Senate amend­

ment was concurred in. 
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE, U:YITED STATES ARMY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the .Senate amendment 
to the bill (H. R. 7989) to promote the administration of justice in the 
Army, and for other purposes. 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 
In line 7, strike out the word" in" where it occurs the second time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This is simply the correction of a clerical error 
by which either the engrossing clerk or the printer inserted the word 
"in" a second time. It is not necessary to the sense of the text, but 
on the contrary obscures it. I move to concur in the Senate amend­
ment. 

The motion wa.s agreed to. 
ALLOTMENT OF LANDS IN SEVERALTY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 3043) to amend 
and further extend the benefiU! of the act apprond February 8, 1889, 
entitled "An act to provide for the allotment. of lands in severalty to 
Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of the 
laws of the United States over the Indians, and for other purposes," 
with House amendment.s disagreed to by the Senate and request for a 
conference on the disagreeing votes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on insisting on tho amendments pf 
the House and agreeing to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. This concludes the business on the Speaker's 

table. 
CUSTO.MS COLLECTION DISTRICT, NORTH AND SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1568) establishing a customs 
collection district to consist of the States of North Dakota and South 
Dakota, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it efMMlted, etc., That a collection of customs distric• be, and the same is 

hereby, e1t.ablisbed, embracing the St&t~s of North Dakota and South Dakota, 
with Pembina, In the Statedf North D11.kota., as a port of entry, and Sioux Falls, 
in the St.ate of South Dakota, as a port of delivery. 

SEC. 2. That the collector for the port of North and South Dakota shall be ap­
pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen1tte, 
and shall be paid a sa1ary of Sl,200 per annum. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. MclliLLIN. Let the report be read. Has this bill been re-
ported by a committee of the House? 

l\1r. HANSBROUGH. It has been. 
Mr. Mcl\IILLIN. Let the report Qe read. 
The report (by Mr. LIND) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred Senate bill 1658, pro­
vidinlir for the establishment or the customs collection district of North and 
South Dakota, report that said bill should pass by reason of the fact that the 
two States aforesaid are not now in a customs collection district; that the north 

. 
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ine or the safd proposed district-350 miles in length-is the boundary line be­
tween the United St.ates and the Dominion of Canada; that the intere.-its of lhe 
cusloms service and of the people demand a more '5ystema.tic and perfect in­
spection along the line than is possible under the present arrange men~ in ~rder 
t!Jat t·he law may be enforced and smuggling prevented and unuwful unm1gra­
hon prevent.ed. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. In what collection district are these States now? 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. They are now under the jurisdiction of the 

- district of Minnesota, but properly they are not in any collection dis-
trict. 

Mr. McUILLIN. They are under that jurisdiction? 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Simply under the jurisdiction. 
Mr. MoMILLIN. And the laws enforced from tuat office? 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Yes; from St. Paul, 400 miles a:way. 
Mr. McMILLIN. You provide tor two districts here? 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. No, sir; oniy one district, including the two 

St.ates. 
Mr. Ji!cUfLLIN. And establish a port of delivery? 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Yes; at Pembina. 
Mr. l\Ic.M:ILLIN. What officials--
Mr. HANSBROUGH. There is a port of entry at Pembina, on the 

north line, and a port of delivery at Sioux Falls, in South Dakota, 
500 miles south. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What offices are provided for in the bill? 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Simply a collector, and I would say that the 

passage of this bill will make no extra. expense to the Government. 
Mr. McMILLIN. How will the second office, the port of delivery, 

be run? 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is optional with the Secretary of the Treas­

ury whether he shall appoint~-
Afr. Uc.\ULLIN. Strike out that part of it and I will have no ob­

jection to the passage of the bill. I do not see the necessity for that, 
and it contemplates officers the need for whom I n.m not able to see 
from the report. 

Mr. HA.N~BROUGH. 'l'his is a Senate bill, and if it is amended 
now it probably will not pass during this session. 

1\Ir. McMILLIN. You can send it back to the Senate and have it 
disposed of 

Mr. GIFFORD. I hope the gentleman will not object to the port 
of delivery. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Sioux Falls is a. city of 20.000 inhabitants. 
I hope the gentleman will not object to the establishment of a port of 
delivery. , 

Mr. McMILLIN. As t!lere seems to be no other in either of the 
States, I shall make no objection. I shall not object to each State hav­
ing one. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. There is great necessity in Sioux Falls for 
the establishing of a port of delivery. The gentleman from Tennes­
see withdraws his objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [.After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and pa.'3Sed. 

Ur. HANSBROUGH moved to reconsider the vote bywhicbthe bill 
waH passed; and also moved to lay the motion to recom:ider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION, SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ur. Speaker, I pre.sent a report of the committee of 
conforence on the disa~ree ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. 
R. 789) opening to settlement a portion of the Fort Randall military 
reservation, in 8outh Dakota. 

The Cle!.'k read as follows: 
The committee or conference on the disagreeing vot.es of tl1e two Houses on 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 789) opening to set.tlement n. por­
tion of the Fort Randall military reservation, in South Dak:ota.. having met. after 
full and free conference ha\•e agreed to recommend a.nd do recommend t.o their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from it!! disagreement to tho ame ndment or the Sen­
ate, a.nd a.g-ree to the same with an amendment a.s follows: 

Amend the tlUe so as lo ren.d: "An act openlngt.osettlement a portion or the 
Fort Randall military reservation, in South Dak.ot.a., and to dispose of the Sisse· 
ton military reservation; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

L. E. PAYSON, 
E. J. TURNER, 
W. S. HOLMAN, 

Jlan agers 01i the part of the House. 
P. B. PLUMB, 
A. S. PAUDOCK, 
S. PASCO, 

Managers on the p art of the Senate. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 
The managers on the part. of the House submit the followiug explanation of 

the report of the comm ittee of conference on House bill 789, opening to settle­
ment a portion of the Fort l<anda ll military reservation, in South Dakota: 

The Senat.e amended the bill by adding there to sect.ions 2, 3, a.nd 4. 
Section 2 provid .. s for the survey of the abandoned Fort Sisseton military 

reservation. in South Dakota. 
Section 3 grants to t.be !:it.a.le of South Dakota one section of land of t.he said 

Fort 8isseton military re"iervation.upon which the buildings used in cosnection 
with said fort are situated, to be used by said Slate as a permauent camp and 
para.rle ground for the militia or said State, the title to said i:rounds to revert to 
the United States whenever they cease t-0 be used by said State for such pur­
pose. 

Section 4 grants to said State of South Dakota the remaining porUon or said 
reservation as a part or the lands granted t.o said St..'\te under the provision of 
tho act admitting said State into the Union. 

The report was adopted. 

L. E. PAYSON, 
E. S. TURNER, 
W. S. HOLJiIA.N, 

Managers on the pare of the House. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have another privileged report that I desi.J:e to 
pre.sent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. ';254) to repeal the tim her-culture ln.ws, and for other purpose . 

Mr. PAYSON. Read the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Your committee have had nnd 0 r consideration House bill No. 7254, to i·epeal 

the timber-culture law, and for other purposes, n.nd recommend that the House 
non-concur in all Senate amendments and agree ton. conference. 

Mr.PAYSON. I ask that the House non-concur in the Senate amel!d­
ments and agree to the conference asked for by the Senate. 

Mr. AN0El{80N, ot Kansas. I would like to inquire of the gentle­
man whether it is intended to come to au agreement at this session. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will say to the gentleman, if I may properly do 
so in advance, that unless the Senate recede from their entire amend­
ment and pass the repeal of the timber-cul tu re law as the House passed 
it, no agreement will be reached at this session. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. subsequently announced as conferees on the part of 

the House Mr. PAYSOY, Mr. PICKLER, and Mr. HOLMAN. 

A:.\IEND!\f~"i"T TO POSTAL LA.WS. 

l\Ir. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 11527) to amend chapter 
1065 of the acts ot the first session ot the Fiftieth Congress. 

'I'he Clerk read as follows: 
B e it enacud, etc., That chapter 10\l.5 of the acts pa'!sed nt the first session of 

the FiftieLh Congress be, and the same is hereby, amended as follows. namely: 
By inserti11~ in line 19 or said act, !Jet w een the word~ "new " and "register­
ing," the words" or improved" 

8Ec. 2. That this act take effect from the <late of its passage. 

Mr. GR03VENOR. Mr. Speaker, a point of order on that bill. 
Mr. S.TOCKBRlDGE. I will explatn the effect of the act in a few 

words. 
l\Ir. GROSVENOR. I want to make a point of order. I want to 

caU the gentleman's attention to the torm of the bill. I doubt whether 
this is a, good amendment ot an act nassed by a former Congress, to at­
tempt here to simply insert two or three words into a former act. I do 
not see how a court wonld be able to recognize the existence of a statute 
soau:ht to be amended in that way. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The act h::is become one of the Revised St.at­
utes by its passage. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is very true, but you only insert these 
words without stattng how the act will read after it is amended. This 
would be proper as an amendment to a pending bill, but I do not be­
lieve you can amend an act passe~ by a former Congress in that way. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. You ought to recite the section as it will read 
after it is amended. 

.Mr. GROSVENOR. I t.bink you ought to redraoght the section. 
Mr. STOCKB lUDGE. Does the gentleman make that point of order? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that is a point of order. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not know that it is, but I call the gentle-

man 's attention to it. 
Mr. FARQUIIAR. That is a point of law rather than a point of 

order. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The effect of this act, I will say for the in­

formation of the House, is this: The act referred to was passed in the 
Fiftieth Congress, looking to the providing of new locks for registered 
mail pouches, in order to secure the greatest safety for them. By the 
terms of the act the Department construed that they are only author­
ized to accept locks which are not new ruerely in fact, but new in me­
chanical design. 

As a matter of fact the Department has advertised, bat bas accepted 
no new lock, because none was presented which was believed to be 
superior t-0 the existing lock. The effect of this amendment would 
be, in case any improvements are made on the existing lock, that a re­
advertisement should be made, which would le3>e the matter open 
for any new lock manufactured. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it recommended by the Postmaster-General? 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. That is recommended by the Post-Office De­

partment. 
Mr. BING HAM. It simply makes available an appropriation already 

made by Congress. 
The ::3PEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

The Chair hears none. The question is on ordering the bill to be en­
grossed for a third reading. 

l\Ir. l\IcMILLI~. Before it goes to that, Mr. Speaker, I did not 
understand the gentleman to say whether it was recommended by the 
Postmaster-General or not. 

M.r. STOCKBRIDGE. It is; and it is also reported favorably by 
the committee. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 

engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the 

bill was passed; and also moved that the motion t-0 reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE TO SIT DURING VACATION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Honse (on behalf of Mr. CANNON) the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

&solved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or such subcommittee as 
they may designate, are herehy authorized to sit during the vacation for the 
purpose of considering and facilitating the business of the committee in ad­
vance of the next regular session, to be convened at such Hme as the chairman 
of said committee may order. 

LEA VE TO PRINT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House (on behalf of Mr. MOR­
RILL) the following resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
to: 

.Resolt:ed, That 2.5 copies of the testimony taken by the special committee to 
investigate charges against the Commissioner of Pensions be ordered to be 
printed for the use of the committee. 

JAMES M. LOWRY. 

Mr. CLE:ftIENTS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid­
eration of the bill (H. R. 3449) for the relief of James .M. Lowry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Beitenaeted, etc., That the sum of$217.73 be, and the same is hereby, appro­

priated, to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri· 
ated, to Jo.mes M. Lowry, or Whitfield • ·ounty, Cfflorgia, the same being balance 
due him for services rendered as assistant marshal in the eleventh enumerat,. 
ors' di.strict of East '£ennessee in taking the Eighth Census of the United 
States. • 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia. presents the follow-
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by striking out the words "of Whittleld County, Georgia." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration ot 
the bill? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to hear a statement about the 
um. 

Mr. CLEl\IENTS. l'ifr. Speaker, this bill has been reported by 
the Committee on Claims in previous Congresses, nnd passed in the 
Forty-eighth Congress. It is simpiy a little balance. There was an 
appropriation made to pay all these claimants at one time in a lump 
sum; but the gentleman having this claim did not know of it until it 
was lapsed, and this is the only one of that class. I have a letter Jrom 
the Departtl!ent which explains it fully and shows that it was due and 
is unpaid. 

'fhe SPEAKER. ls there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third l'eading; 

and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
.Mr. CANNON. I tbink we may as well have the regular order. 
Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 
Mr. CANNON. I may as well withdraw it. 

GR.d.XT TO THE RIO GRANDE JUNCTIO~T RAILWAY cmIP.ANY. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. I ask unanimous consent 1or the 
present cousideration of tbe bill (S. 39:38) to authorizt} the Secretary of 
the Interior t-0 convey to the mo Grande Junction Railway Company 
ce1·tain lands in the State of Colorado in lieu of certain other lands in 
said State conveyed by the said company to the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho hereby is, au 

tborized to convey in !ea to t he Rlo Grande Junction Rsilwa.y Company, for 
right of way and other necessary railroad purposes, a strip of land in l\Iesa 
County, State of Colorado, nO\V held by the United States for school purposes 
in connection with Grand Junction Indian school, said land being described as 
follows: Beginninir at a. point on I.he Ute meridian 1,769.7 feet north o! t he 
southwest corner or section 18, townsilip l isouth, of range 1 ea.st of the Ute 
meridian; thence running- northward a.long the said Ute meridian to the north­
we~t corner ot the southwest quarter of said section 18; thence ensterly along 
the no1-.h line of the said southwest quarter ol section 18 to the northeast corner 
of the said southwest quarter of section 18; thence in a southerly directionnloug 
the east line or the said southwest qua.rter of section 18 40 feet; thence in a 
straight line and in a southwesterly direction to the place of be~inning, not to 
exceetl in the aggregate 26 3 acres: Provided, That the said railway company 
shall first convey or cause to be conveyed lo the United States in fee, which 
conveyance shall be satisfactory to the Attorney-Genernl of the United States, 
the followmg-de~crlbed land, in lieu of the land to be conveyed lo the said 
company as herein provided: Commencing at the southeast co1·nerof the south­
west quarter of section 18, township l south, or range 1 east of the Ute meridian; 
thence running east a.Joni: the south line of said section 18 70 rods; thence north 
80 rods, more or Jess, to the uorth line of the southwest quarter of the southeast 
quarter of said section 18; thence west 70 rods to the east line of the southwest 
quarter of said section 18; thence south SO rods, moreor less, t-0 the pl.i.ce of be­
ginning: being the west 3.5 acres of the south half of the southeast quarter of 
section LS, township l south, of range 1 east of the Ute meridian, together with 
waler rights appurtenant thereto, including 2"l statute inches of wakr from the 
Mesa Oounty ditch, for the irrigation of said land: Prmnderl further. That the 
said railway company shall build and maintain afencealongthelineof railway 
next to the school lands: .And provided al:o, That t.he United States reserves the 

unrestricted right of way for irrigation purposes Ol"er said land to be con ,·eyed 
to said company as herein provided. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 
The report (by Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred Sen11te bill 3938, 

having bad the same under consideration, make the following report: 
The bill was referred by the Commit.tee on Public Lands of the Senate to the 

h"norable Secretary of the Interior; and the letters of the Hon. T. J. Morgan, 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the Hon. Lewis A. Groff, Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, and the Bon. George Chandler, Acting Secretary of the 
Int-erior, are herewith attached as a part of this report, aud U appears from said 
letters that they favor snid bill with certain amendments. The amcudments 
indicated were made by the Senate and your cornmittee cnn see no objection to 
the bill, and therefore recommend that the same do pass as it comes from the 
Senate without omer.odment. The objects of said bill are set forth in the report 
of the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate, and the same is herewith made 
a part of this report. 

The Senate report (by Mr. TELLER) is as follows: 
The Committee on Public Lands, t-0 whom was referred Senate bill 3938, ha>­

ing had the same under consideration, make the f .illowing report: 
It appears to be necessary in the construction of the Rio Grande .function 

Railway to cross the northwest corner of the quarter-section of land on which 
the Grand Junction Indian school, in the State of Colorado, is located. Jt is 
proposed by this bill to exchange the land that will be cut off by the line of 
such railway from the main part of said school farm for other lands· adjoining­
the school farm, and that can be reached without crossing the proposed rail­
way track. 

For the 26.3 acres to be conveyed to the railway company lhe said railway 
company is to convey to the Government, for ibe use of said school. 35 acres 
of land which is doubtless or equal value per acre with the land to be con­
Vl'yed to the said railway company. This exchange is approved by the De­
partment, as will be seen by the following: 

DEPARTME~'"T OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF L"'DLUI' llll'Ams, 
Wa&hington, June 30, 1890. 

Sm: I have received by Department reference for report Senate bill No.3938, 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to convey to the Rio Grande June• 
tionRallway Compan)• certain lands in the St.ate of Colorado, in lieu of certain 
other lands in said State conveyed by the said company to the United States. 

The bill authorizes the :-.ecret.ary of the Interior to convey in fee to the said 
company a strip of land not to exceed 26.3 acres to be taken from the northern 
portion of the tra.ct or ground belon~ing to the Grand Junction Indian school, 
upon the condition that the company shall first convey to the United States in 
fee a portion of land aggregating 35 a.cres adjoining the southeastern portion of 
the reservation, with the water rights thereto belonging. 

It is further provided that the United St.ates shall maintain the unre­
stricted right of way for irrigation purposes in the land propo:1ed to be con­
veyed to the company, and that tbe line of railway next to the school lands 
shall be securely fenced by the company. 

'rhis bill was first referred to the General Land Office for report, but as the 
lands proposed to be conveyed by the Government are held !or Indian school 
purposes, it was returned to the Department with the suggestion that a report 
should be ma<ie upon the matter by this office. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office in his Jetter herewith retun1ed 
adds, however, the following information with regard to the land proposed to 
be conveyed to the Government by the company: •Pre-emption C&!:!h entry 
No.126, by George D. P. 'Vhitson, made October 29, 1883, for the south half south­
east quarter, section IR, and north half northeast quarter, secLion 19, townsWp l 
south, range 1 east. Patent bas not as yet issued upon said entry." 

The matter of the proposed exchanice of lands provided in the bill has been 
the subject of some correspondence between this office and the officials of the 
railway company, and also the superintendent of the Grand Junction Indian 
school, and after carerul consideration I see no objection to the proposed ex­
change, provided the rights of the Government are fully protected. 

I have the honor to submit for the consideration of the Department certain 
additions and amendments to the bill under consideration. 

'rhe description of the land proposed to be conveyed to the company by the 
Government is defective, and in line 12, after the word "one," the following 
words should be inserted: "south o! range I; " and after the word "east" 
the words "of the Ute meridian." 

In view of the statement o! the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
that no patent has ever issued for the land proposed to be conveyed to the 
United States by the company, and in order that the Government may receive 
a perfect title iu case the exchange is made, tile following words should be in· 
serted in line 23, after the word "deed: " " which conveyance shall be satis­
factory to the United States Attorney-Ueneral." 

In my op inion the Government should not be required to fence the lands pro­
posed to be conveyed t-0 it by the comp:rny, and it is therefore suggested that 
after the word "lands," in line -to. the following words be inserted: "and also 
the tract of lane! which shall be conveyed to the Government as herein pro­
vided." 

The bill is herewith returned, a.nd I have the honor t.o state that if it shall be 
amended as herein indicated I see no objection to its approval. 

· Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 
T. J. MORGAN, Contmissi-Oner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE l:!<"TERIOR, GENERAL LARD OFFICE, 
ll'ashington, D. C., June 16, 1890. 

SrR: I am in receipt, through reference for report, ot' Sena.te bill 3938, to au­
thorize the Secretary of tl:le Interior to con\·ey to the Rio Gra.nJe Junction 
Railway Company certain lands in the Stflte of Colorado, in lieu of certain 
other lands in said State conveyed by the said compnny to the United States. 

The lands sought to be conveyed to said company by thi'I bill appear to be 
now held by the United States for school purposes in connection with the Grand 
Junction Indian school. 

From inquiry, it is learned that the deeds and other papers looking to the 
proposed tra.nsfer are all on file in the Indian Office, and it would seem that any 
report as to the advisability o f the transfer s h ould b:i made by s:\id office. 

I might add, however, that the records of this o ffice show as follows. in rela.­
tion to the tract offered by the ~ompany, described as "beini;r the west 35 acres 
of the south half of the sonthwe~t quarter of seetion 18, township 1 south, of 
range I east of the Ute meridian." 

Pre-emption cash entry No. 126, "Gunnison series," by George D. P. Whitson. 
ma.de October 2'J, lSS.~. for the south one-ha.If, southea st qu"rter, section 18, and 
north one-half northP-a.st quarter, section 19, township l south, range 1 east. 

Patent has not a.s yet issued upon sa.id entry. 
The bill is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 
LEWIS A. GROFF, Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE l~"TERIOR. 
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DEPAR'l'XENT OF THE: INTERIOR, 
Wa~hinaton, July 2, 189C. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by your reference, of S. 
8938, "A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to convey to the Rio 
Grande Junction Railway Company certain lands in the State of Colorado, in 
lieu of certain other land.8 in !!&id State conveyed by the sa.id compa.oy to the 
United States." 

In response thereto I transmU herewith copies of communications from the 
Commissioner of the General Land 0 !!lee and Commissioner of Indian Atfairs, 
dated June l6and Jone 30, respectively. 

The report or the <.Jommissioner of the General Land Office shows that a por­
tion of the land soui:ht to be conveyed by the railroad company is covered by 
cash entry 126," Gunnison11eries," by George D. P. Whitson-notyetpatented­
but on informal inquiry at the Land Otfice I am advised that this case is before 
the "board o f equit£ble adjudica.tion" for confirmation. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs sees no objection to the proposed ex­
change, provided the rights of the Government a.re fully protected. He has 
amended the bill 110 as to con-ect the description of the land, providin~ that the 
deed of conveyance to the United States shall be sa.ti•factory to the Attorney­
General, and for fencing the lands conveyed to the United States. 

The bill as amended is he1·ewith returned. 
Very respectfully, 

GEO. CHANDLER, .Acting Secretary. 
The CHA.mx.Uf CoIDlITTEE O"Y PUBLIC LANDS, 

United Slates Senate. 
The committee recommend the following amendments, and that, as amended, 

it pass: 
Amend Senate bill 3938 as follows: 
In line•. section l, strike out the words "by pa.tent." 
In line 12, nfl.er the word" one," insert "south of range L" 
In said line 12, after the word!'ea.st," insert" ol the Ute meridian." 
In line 22 after t;he word "convey," in5erl "'or cause to be conveyed." 
Io line 23, ~rike out the words .. by ..leed ,., and insert "which conveyance 

1ha.ll be satisfactory to the Attorney-General of the United States." 
In line 39, strike out the word •'securely " and insert '' build and main ta,in." 
In line 41, strikeout the word "maintain " and ineert "reaer~e." 
In line 42, strike ont the word "in" and insert the word "over." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the uill? 
The Chau hears none. 

The bill wasordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed;. and also moved that the motion to recon­
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
BRIDGE OVKB. THE TENNESSEE RIVER. 

Mr • . ALLEN, of Mississippi. I ask nnanimone consent for the pres · 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R.10301) to extend the time for con­
struction of bridge over the Tennessee River. 

The bill was read at length for information. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the prestnt consideration of 

the bill? 
Mr. KILGORE. I object. 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusett& Mr. Speaker, I introduced that 

bill. It is simply an extension of the time. The charter has run out, 
and now they are ready to build the road. The bill is in regular form. 

Mr. KILGORE. I o~ject, .Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. :M:cMILLIN. I think the bill is a proper one and should go 

through, and I hope that the gentleman will withdraw his objection. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

DANIKL W. PERKINS. 

Mr. BLISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the consid-
eration of the bill (H. R. 8846) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins. 

The bill was read at length for information. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the COil.iideration? 
Mr. KILGORE. I object. 
Mr. CANNON. Regular order. 

STATISTICS OE' INTERNAL COIDIERCE. 

Mr. STIVERS, from the Committee on Printing, reported back the 
joint resolution (S. R. 53) authorizing the printing of the annual re­
port of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics on internal commerce for 
1889. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
.Resolved b11 the Sena~ and House of Rep1·es1mtatives. etc., That there be printed 

15,000 copies of the annual repor' of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics for 
the year 1889; 5,000 copies for the use of the members or the Senate and 10,000 
copies !or the uae of t.b.e members of the House of Representatives; and that 
the.sum of 18,23"-50, or so much of the same as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of printing such report, be appropriated and pa.id out or the money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The joint resolntion was ordeTed to a third reading. 
The question was taken on the passage of the joint resolution. 
l\1r. KILGORE. I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 44, noes 4. 
Mr. KILGORE. There is no quorum present to do business. 
Mr. VAUX. .rt!r. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

We can not do business without a quorum. 
The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is not debatable. [Laugh-

ter.] 
Mr. VAUX. I know H is not. 
The motion to adjourn was rejected-ayes 44. noes 48. 
l'llr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, bas it been deter­

~ined that there ie no quorum present? If it has., I move a call of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
Kn.GORE] made the point of no quornm. 

The SPEAKER counted the Honse and ascertained the presence of 
97 members. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I move a call of the House. 
Mr: KERR, of Iowa. Pending that I move that the House adjolll'n. 
The motion was agreed to. 

EXROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, 
l'llr.KENNEDY, from tbeCommitteeonEnrolledBills, reported that 

they badexaminedand found trulyenrolledajoint resolution and bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint re.solution (S. R. 125) to extend the time of payment to settlers 
on the public lands in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 125) for the relief of Reaney, Son & Archbold; 
A bill (S. 270) for the relief of the assignees of John Roach, deceased; 
A bill (S. 728) in recognition of the merits and services ofChi~f En-

gineer George Wallace Melville, United States Navy, and of the other 
officers and men of the Jeannette Arctic expedition; 

A bill (S. 968) for the relief of Amos L. Allen, survivor of tbe firm of 
Larrabee & Allen; 

A bill (S.1857) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of 
Chouteau, Harrison and Valle; 

A bill (S. 2212) relatin to the Rancho Punta de la Lagana; 
A bill (S. 2916) to remit the penalties on gunboat No. 2, known as 

the Petrel; 
A bill tS. 3269) for the relief of the administratrix of the est.ate of 

George W. Lawrence; 
A bill (S. 3532) granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes; 
A bill (S. 3TI6) to provide for the examination of certain officers of 

the Army and to regulate promotions therein; 
A bill (S. 3952) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 

Alabama River, at or near Selma, Ala., by the Selma and Cahawba Val­
ley Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 4021) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to annul and cancel the subdivision of part of square 112, 
known as Cooke Park; 

A bill (S. 4081) to provide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mort­
gap:e, and certain other corporations within the District of Columbia; 

A bill tS. 4221) to confirm certain sales of the Kansas trust and di­
minished reserve l::i.nds in the State of Kansas; 

A bill (S. 4309) granting the right of way to the Sherman and N ortb­
western Rail way Company through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (S. 4354) to refer to the Court of Claims certain claims of the 
Shawnee and De1aware Indians and the freedmen of the Cherokee Na­
tion, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4395) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone County, in the State 
of :Missouri; 

A bill (S. 4396) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in the 
State of .?ilissou ri; 

A bill (S. 4398) giving, upon conditions and limitations therein con­
tained, theasscnt of the United States to certain leases of rights to mine 
coal in the Choctaw Nation; 

A bill (S. «03) to provide an American register for the steamer Jo­
seph Oteri,Jr., of New Orleans, La.; 

A bill (S. 4405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
. Missouri River at the most accessible point within 1 mile above or be­
low the town of Quindaro, in the county of Wyandotte and State of 
Kansas; and 

A bill (H. R.11469) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and tor prior 
yea.rs, and for other purposes. ' 

The House then (at 3 o'clock and 48 minutes p. m. ) a.djourned. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro­
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio (by request) : 
Resolved, Thai the commi95ioners of the District of Col um bi& be requested to 

inform the House of Representatives a.s speedily &s pos ible whether the law 
requiring the capital &tock of the street railroads in 11aid Uistric' l.o be assessed 
at its fair cash value has been observed or not; to send forthwith certified copies 
of the annual return made under oath by the officers of said corporations as to 
the Yalue of their stock and the assessment for the past five ye11'9; to inform 
lhe House of Represen~tives whether the president. of the 'VuhiD~t-0n and 
Georgetown Railroad Company has (or any other railro&d company) been al­
lowed to change the printe<1 oath to his return, and, if l>O, why; to inform the 
House of Representatives whether the annual llceiue tax of S6 for each street­
car has been collected for the past fifteen ye•rs, and, if not, why; whether any 
taxes, and, if so, what, have been usessed and collected on the cars, horses, e.nd 
other personal property of said corporatfons for the past twelve years, a.ad, if 
not, why not; and to send a tabulated statement of the assessment and ta.::11: 
account with said roads for the past ten yea.rs; 

to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Undel' clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bilTu of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows~ 

A bill (S. 1677) granting a pension to John Speech, private Company 
B, One hundred and twenty-first United States Colored Infantry-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2047) granting a pension to Mrs. Esther J. Boone-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2761) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Aspold-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2808) for the relief of Amos Gilbert-to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3258) granting a pension to Adaline L . Miller-to the Com­
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3438) for the relief of John K. Hummer-to the Commit­
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3586) for the relief of Johanna Willotb-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4416) granting a pension to Thomas Richardson-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4341) granting a right of way acros.s Fort Assinniboine mil­
itary reservation to the Great Northern Railway-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to tbe Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. SA WYER. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment t-he bill of the House (H. R.12120) to increase the 
pension of Mary Condy Ringgold, mother ot George H. Ringgold, late 
lieutenant-colonel and deputy paymaster-general, United States Army, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3228)-to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R.11311) granting an increase 
of pension to Eugene A. Osborn, accompanied by a report (No. 3229)­
to the Committee of the Whole Honse. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Public Buildin2$ and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 1265) to 
provide for the purcha...<>e of a site for and the erection of a public build­
in~ at Oakland, in the State of California, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3230)-to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor­
ably the bill ot the Senate (S. 3829) for the relief of Charles W. Cronk, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3231)-to the Committee ot the Whole 
House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re­
ported favorably the bill of the Honse (R. R. 2357) for the relief of 
Mrs. Louisa Jackman and the legal representatives of Mrs. Martha 
Vaughn, accompanied by a report (No. 3232)-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 orr the table, as follows: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, on the bill {H. R.10861) t-0 amend section 3066 of the Re­
vised Statutea of the United States, in relation to issue of warrants in 
certain cases. (Report No. 3233.) 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill and a joint resolution of the fol­
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol-
lows: · 

By llr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R.12188) authorizing 
refund of duties on certain goods-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Joint resolution (H. Res. 234:) to increase 
from 50 to 100 the number of copies of the eulogies on the late Samuel 
Sullivan Cox to be delivered to his widow-to the Committee on 
Printing. 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills' of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. GREENHALGE (by request): A bill (H. R. 12189) for the 
relief and payment of certain moneys to the heirs and legal represent­
atives of the late Jeremiah French-to the Committee on WarClaims. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R.12190) for the relief of the attendants 
on the insane at Hospital for the Insane in the District of Columbia-· 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By 1\1r. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 12191) for the relief of the legal repre­
sentatives of Calvin B. Cunningham-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.12192) for the relief of William D. McBride-to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R.12193) granting a pension to Ben­
jamin F. Brown, of Kansas-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12194) for the relief of Ephraim A. Brown, of Kan­
sas-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R.12195) to pension Hannah C. Reid-
t-0 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. .,.. 

By Mr.WADDILL: A bill (H. R.12196} for the relief of James T. 
Caldwell-to the Committee on Wal' Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12197} for the relief of George Munn, of the city 
of Manehester, in the State of Virginia-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12198) for the relief of the estate of Alexander 
Myers, late of Henrico County, Virginfa.-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12199) to relieve Peter Tresnon from the charge 
of desertion-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

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

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of Cbarlea Sumner Post Woman's Relief 
Corps, of Sumner, MiclL, praying passage of a bill granting a pension 
to Anna Ella Carroll, an army nurse-to the Committee 011 Invalid Pen­
sioM. 

By Mr. BU8KAI,EW: Petition of 128 citizens of Pennsylvania for 
the passage of a national Sunday-rest law-to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of Business Men's Association and Ex­
change, of Syracuse, N. Y., in favor of placing mailing boxes at rail­
road stations-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roafui. 

By Mr. CONGER: Resolution of citizens meeting in Cooper Insti­
tute, New York, favoring the eip:ht-hour law for postal clerks-to the 
Committee on the Post-Oflke and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCOUAS: Petition and papers in claim of J. A. Roms­
burg-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Mary Qualls, for property taken by Fed­
eral troops during the late war-to the Committee on War Claims . . 

Also, petition of William D. McBride, 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. 

SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, October I, 1890. 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock m: 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, and by unanimous consent> the read­

ing of th~Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed with. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the consent of the Senate to submit the fol­
lowing resolution : 

.Reso!ved, Tha' a.~ommittee of two Senators be appointed on the pa.rt of the 
Senate to join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Represent­
atives to wait on the President of the United States and inform him that unless 
he may have any further communication to make, the two Houses axe now 
ready to adjourn. 

I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 
Mr. BLAIR. I desire before any adjournment to call up the labor 

bill which is now the unfinished business, and to ask action upon it. 
I should not like to have any resolution passed which would at all in­
terfere with the disposition of that measure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is simply a formal resolution to call on the 
President to ascertain whether he has any further communication to 
make. It will not interfere with the bill the Senat.or has in charge. 

Mr. BLAIR. But it also contains a statement that the Senate is 
ready to adjourn if the President has nothing farther to communicate. 
I insist that the Senate shall consider the labor bill, and I shall, as soon 
as the proper moment arrives, move to pl'Oceed to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from New Hampshire to object to the present consideration of the reso­
lution? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to its consideration if it is to inte,rfere at all 
with the consideration of the labor bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will not interfere with it. 
:Mr. EDMUNDS. It will not interfere with the motion the Senator 

designs to make. 
.Mr. SHERMAN. It is the ordinary courteous message to the Presi­

dent. 
Mr. BLAIR. I know it is quite ordinary, but it concludes with au 

intimation that the Senate is ready to adjourn. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hampshire 

object to the present consideration of the resolution? · 
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