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rest in Westminster Abbey, by Scotland’s border minstrel might appro-
priately be applied to the dead sons of Pennsylvania: *

Genius and taste and talent gone,
Forever tombed beneath the stone.
Where—taming thought to human pride !—
The mighty chiefs sleep side by side, * * *
The solemn echo seems to ery
Here let their discord with them die.
Spealk not for those a separate doom

hom Fate made brothers in the tomb.

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, there are vast opportunities among
a great people numbering 60,000,000, where every man has the oppor-
tunity to become all that Heaven gives him power to be. Whether or
not a republic shall develop greater men than areto be fonnd elsewhere
I do not know, but it is certain, I think, to develop a greater number
of men of auseful type. Inconversational debates,newspaper readings,
political meetings, and conventions, in the absolute freedom of associ-
ation, so that nearly every adult has been a chairman or secretary or
a committeeman over and over again, all knowledge of affairs and
qualities of leadership are cultivated.. In the city governments and
legislatures and congresses are needed men qualified to speak and to
hold delegated power.

‘When masses of men find themselves with opinions and purposes that
they think exceedingly important, they must find a representative man,
and our institntions develop him. IHe is senttoa Legislature or Con-
gress, and there he *‘represents’’ with vigor and sincerity. The peo-
ple speak through him; he confers with them constantly and he seeks
to please them. A captious and pessimistie eritic may say the man is
a demagogue, but the people know him better, He is there becanse
they send him, and they send him because he is evidently the warmest
and strongest man among them. He is of and for the people. The
demagogue may sometimes circnmvent him, but he has a vast advan-
tage in the evident earnestuness, sincerity, and absolute honesty of his
character. He touches elbows with all ranks and classes.

Sach a man was Judge Kelley, of the great class of commoners, of
whom Lincoln was the typeand chief. Jundge Kelley’s hold on his con-
stituents could not be shaken. If never could have been purchased.
Such characters are born, not made. Some doubters of human nature
thinks it evidence against a man that all the people appear to like him.
Yet it is said of the Divine Man, and it is one of the most precions lines
of the Holy Seriptures, that *‘ the common people heard him gladly.”

Let us take comfort in thinking that these things give us more re-
goct and hope forour fellow-men. The generation that grappled Judge

elley to themselves with hooks of steel, and would have re-elected him
for a hundred years, can not be a very bad people. The country is
richer and stronger that such men have lived. His countrymen are
not unduly mourning that at the age of seventy-six he has elosed his
long and noble record. They are taking courage and thinking better
of human natare and of the institutions that can produce a man so
typieal of what American statesmen ought to be.

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, William Darrah Kelley, a Repre-
sentative from Pennsylvania in the Congress of the United States, was
born in Philadelphia on the 14th day of April, 1814, and died in
‘Washington City on the 7th of January, 1890, in the seventy-sixth
year of his age. He was a self-made man, who rose to eminence by dint

% of strong natural capacities, resolute energies, concentrated purpose,
and the high endeavor to be useful to his constituents, his country, and
his fellow-men.

American in birth, tastes, intuitions, and aspirations, he illustrated
in his history the beneficence of free institutions, and in his character
some of the best traits typical of his conntrymen. His early boyhood
was a scufile for livelihood. His youthful manhood was a struggle for
education and recognition. His maturer years were conflicts for the
honors of his profession. From the meridian of life to its close he was
in the thick strifes of public business.

The sunset of life found him with—

That which should 3
Love, obedl:m:, tr::;: m’;gﬁ revf

Fullo/ yearsand wearing honors fairly won, he has at last suffered the
common lot; and we pause in the midst of public cares to tender our
sympathies to his bereaved family, to pay our respect to his memory,
and to lift the example of his usefnlness above his new-made grave.

To those who were familiar with him in the social walks of life and
between whom and himself existed the endearments of private friend-
ship I leave the part, to them now sad indeed, yet graceful and most
fitting, of portraying those qualities which tied to him in confidence
and affection the companions of his labors and the constituents of his
political career.

I knew him scarce more than in that large sense in which we know
the distinguished men of our conntry by their writings, speeches, and
public works, though I was occasionally brought in contact with him
and bad opportunity to observe his bearing and take cognizance of his
abilities while an associate member of the House of Representatives in
the Forty-ninth Congress.

Jadge Kelley was a manly man. This his tall figure and strongly
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marked countenance indicated, and this his conduct proved. He was
independentand self-poised in character; bold, frank, and direct in his
methods of procedure; ardent in temperament; strong in conviction;
earnest in advocacy. Asadebater he took high rank. His researches
were untiring. He shed light on every question he discussed, and he
took a leading part in nearly every issue joined hetween his party and
its opponents. He was thoroughly informed on the questions which he
undertook to elucidate; well enltured in literature; and his utterances
were delivered with dramatic power. But his mind was business-like
and practical; and, while his general information was large, it was in
the power to apply what he knew and prove its weight and influence
upon the point of disputation that he displayed the possesston of sound
learning and the high faculties of sound judgment and common sense.

It was as an economist that Judge Kelley was most distingnished.
Questions of finance, of commerce and manufactures, of taxation, of
material development, were the questions which chiefly attracted his
attention. And his lectures, speeches, and essays on these topics de-
note the fidelity of his researches, the breadth of his acquisitions and
comprehension, and his powers of presentation.

‘We all owe a debt, society at large owes a debt, to the able disputant,
whether there be concurrence of sentiment or no; just as the j and
jury owe a great debt to the honest and learned lawyer who lays before
them the learning and logic of a case.

Political science owes a debt to Judge Kelley, and those of us who on
some points disagreed with him oweour full share for the honest, patient
toil and fine intelligence with which he illustrated the field in which
we are gleaners seeking for the truth.

Judge Kelley entered Congress on the 4th of July, 1861, when the
drum-beat was summoning millions to arms.

He remained there by snccessive elections throughout the war and
its unhappy aftermath, and, indeed, until the 9th day of January, 1890,
when, at the age of seventy-six, he lay cold in death. He had become
“‘the Father of the House,’’ and was venerated as a patriarch by his
collengues. He saw war divide and then peace restore the Union and
settle into peacefnlness.

While a Representative in Congress he saw his country grow from
31,000,000 to 60,000,000 of people and the States multiply from thirty-
four to forty-two. A partisan while strife was flagrant, he did much
to point out the paths of restoration when strife ended. Hatreds he
did not cherish. Toward the South he felt kindly, and his sagaciouns
mind was among the foremost to realize the vast resources and possi-
bilities of that section; and his tongue and pen were eloquent in point-
ing them out and in inspiring hope and good cheer amongst its people.
The South appreciated alike the generous promptings of his heart and
the rich genius of his intellect, and mourn his death.

That for thirty years he stood in one place, doing one thing and
looking one way, is a proof of constancy that no eunlogy could heighten.

That no suspicion ever haunted his good name is a proof of hon-
esty that needs no witness. .

That he maintained himself amongst the foremost champions and
held through all shifting scenes the confidence and support of his con-
stituency is a monument to their fealty and fri daﬁp and to his
merit more enduring than brass or marble.

That ambition did not tempt him to seek other positions than that
which he held shows his appreciation and his countrymen’s apprecia-
tion of a fact noteworthy and honorable, that in our free Government
to be a representative of the people is an honor in itself than which
none is higher.

We can not solve the bright mystery of life or the dark mystery of
death.

But at the end of a life like this, rounded in years, usefulness, and
honor, fond memories soothe the aching hearts of grief and hope points
upward from the home of sorrow.

Mr. CAMERON. I move the adoption of the resolutions.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the
resolutions offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania.

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and
4 minuntes p. m.) the Senate adjonrned until to-morrow, Wednesday,
May 21, 1890, at 12 o’clock m. ;

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
TUESDAY, May 20,7 1890.

The House mef at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.,
W. H. M1LBURN, D. D.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved.

DISPOSITION OF CUARTEL LOT, CITY OF MONTEREY, CAL.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from
the President; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed.

The Clerk read as follows:

To the Senate and House of Representalives:
Iincloseherewith a draught of a bill submitted 2; the Secretary of the Interior

R;O\rkling for the survey and dis of a tract of land situated in the city of
onterey, Cal., known as the ** rtel™ lot.
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The lot referred Lo is one of the tracts excluded from the survey of the pueblo
lands of Monterey, Cal., by the decision of Acting Secretary of the Interior Mul-
drow, of October 4, 1857, 6 Land Decisions, page 179, on the ground that it was
in a state of reservation for national purposes.

A communication from the Secretary of War to the Secretary of the Interior,
copy herewith, states that this lot has been occupied, at intervals, by the War
Department for military purposes, but as it is not within thelimits of any d
military reservation the aet of July 5, 1884 (United States Statutes, volume 23,

10i8), providing for a transfer to the Interior Department of abandoned
military reservations, does not apply.

The lot is no longer required for military purposes, and a willingness is ex-
pressed by the War Department that the Department of the Interfor should as-
sume conlrol of it. A copy of a tracing, with notes, is inclosed, showing an ap-
proximate survey and describing the situation of the lot,

1 also inclose a copy of a report of the Commissioner of the General Land
Office to the Secretary of the Interior, setting forth that, under the decision of
Mr. Maldrow, the tract of land known asthe ** Cuartel ' lot belongs to the United
States by conquest and by treaty,and is in a state of reservation for national
pu:‘pooes, and respectfully submitting that Congress may continue its status
us fixed by said decislon or enact appropriate laws providing for its disposition

as publie lands.
BENJ. HARRISON.
ExecoTive Maxstos, May 19, 1890,

INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONFERENCE,

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message
from the President; which, with accompanying papers, was referred to
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

The Clerk read as follows:

To the Senate and House of Representatives:

I transmit herewith a report of the International American Conference, re-
cently in session atthis Capital, recommending the survey of a route for an
intercontinental line of railroad to connect the systems of North Ameriea with
those of the southern continent, and to be conducted under the direction of &

of commissioners representing the several American Republics.

Publie attention has chiefly been atiracted to the subject of improved water
communication between the ports of the Uniled States and those of Centraland
South America. Thecreation of new and improved steam-ship lines undoubt-
edly furnishes the readiest means of developing an ine trade with the
Latin-American nations, But it should not be forgotten that it is possible to
travel by land from Washington to the southernmost capital of South America
and that the opening of railroad communication with these friendly States will
give to them and to us facilities for intercourse and the exchanges of trade that
are of special value.

The work contemplated is vast, but entirely practicable, It will be interest-
ing to all and perhaps surprising to moai of us to notice how much has already
been done in the way of railroad construction in Mexico and South America
that can be utilized as part of an intercontinental line.

1 do not hesitate to r d that Congress make the very moderate appro-
priation for surveys suggested by the ence and authorize the appointment
of commissioners and the detail of the engineer officers to direct and conduct
the necessary preliminary surveys.

BENJ. HARRISON.

ExecUTIVE MANSION, May 19, 1890, 3
RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN RESERVATION.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the hill (H. R. 7898) to al-
low right of way throngh Indian reservations, with Senate amendments.

The Senate amendments were read, as follows:

In section 2, line 16, after the word * compensation” to insert * and right of
way ;" 80 as to read:

“But no right of way of any kind shall vest in said railroad company in or to
any part of the right of way iarein provided for until plats thereof made upon
hot

ual survey for thc_’d,e.ﬂune location of such railroad

and including the grounds
pots, machine-shops, side-tracks, turn-outs, and water-
stations shall have been approved by the retary of the Interior, and until
the compensation afo shall have been fixed and paid, and the eonsent of
the Indians on said reservation as to the t of said P tion and right
of way shall have been first obtained in a manner satisfactory to the President
of the United States.”

And amend the title so as to read : “An act granting to the Duluth and Win-
nim' Rallroad Company a right of way through certain Indian reservations in
Minnesota.”

Mr. COMSTOCK moved to concur in the Senate amendments,
The motion was agreed to.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL,

Mr. MCCOMAS, Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on
Appropriations to report back to the House the bill (H. R. 3711) mak-
ing appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and
for other purposes. The committee recommend non-concurrence in the
Senate amendments mentioned in the accompanying report and ask for
a committee of conference.

The Clerk read as follows:-

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3711)
making :}: riations Lo provide for the expenses of the government of the
District Jumbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other pur-
poses, together with the amendments-of the Senate thereto, having considered

— the same, beg leave to report as follows:
They recommend non-concurrence in the amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,

6,7, 8, 9,10, 11, 12, 18, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31,
83 Ba'sd, 35, 35, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 41, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56,
57, 58, 50, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 63, 66, 67, 63, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, T8, 79, 80, 81,
82, 83, 81, 85, 86, §7, 88, 89, 90, 91, '92, 03, 04, 95, 96, 97, 93, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105,
106 118, 114,115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120,121, 122,'123, 124

31, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137,138, 130, 140, 141, 142, 143,

, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162,
168, 164, and 165,

Mr. McCOMAS. I move that-the House non-concur in the Senate
amendments and ask for a conference.

The motion was to.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as conferees on the part of
the House Mr, McConas, Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, and Mr, CLEM-
ENTS.

TARIFF BILL.

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr, Speaker, I ask for the regnlar order.

The SPEAKER. In accordance with the resolution previously
adopted, the House will resolve itself into Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the
bill H. R. 9416.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union, Mr. GROSVENOR in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN, The House isin Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H.
R. 9416, and the pending amendment when the commitiee rose was
the amendment offered by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
HENDERSON].

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment will be reported.

Mr, HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I ask to strike out the words
‘‘eighteen hundred and eighty-nine’’ and insert ‘' eighteen hundred
and ninety;’’ so thatas amended it will read: ** July, 1890,

Mr, Mc. LEY. 1 have no objection.

There was no objection, and it was agreed to.

The amendments were read, as follows:

Amend section 35 by adding the following:

“Provided, however, That whenever in any statute denouncing any violation of
theinternal-revenue laws as a felony, crime, or misdemeanor there is preseribed
in such statute a minimum punishment, less than which minimum no fine, pen-
alty, imprk t,or p hment is authorized to be imposed, every such
minimum punishment is hereby abolished ; and the court or judge in every such
case shall have discretion to imy any fine, penalty, imprisonment, or punish-
ment not exceeding the limit authorized by such statute, whether such fine,
penalty, impri ent, or punisl t be less or greater than the said minimum
8o preseribed.

* SEC, —, That no warrant in any ease under the internal-revenue laws shall ba
issued upon an affidavit making charges upon information and belief, unless
such aflidavit is made by a collector or deputy collector of internal revenue
or by a revenue agent; and with the exceplion aforesaid no warrant shall be
issued e.xoedpt upon a sword complaint, setting forth the facts constitut the
offense and alleging them to be within the personal knowledge of the nt.
And the United States shall not be liable to pay any fees to marshals, clerks,
commissioners, or other officers for any warrant issued or arrest made in pros-
ecutions under the internal-revenue laws, unless there be a conviction or the
prosecution has been srprm'ed in writing, either before or after such arrest, by
the attorney of the United Shm{gr the district where the olnmsg is nile to

have been committed, or unl e p tion was T
tion or indictment: Provided, That in each case where such cution has
been approved by the district attorney as herein required, he shall make out a
written statement of the grounds upon which he rests Snt,‘il approval and shall
send a copy of the same to the Attorney-General.

“8ec, —. That whenevera warrantshall be i ibya issi or other

judicial officer having jurisdiction for the arrest of msuperson cha: with a
criminal offense,such warrant, accompanied by the affidavit on which the same
was issued, shall be returnable before some United States judicial officer named
in section 1014 of the Revised Statutes residing in the munl{ of arrest, or in the
county in which the offense is alleged to have been committed, or, if there be
nosuch judicial officer in either of said ecounties, before some such ud al officer
residin% in another county nearest to the place of arrest. And the judicial of-
ficer before whom the warrant is made returnable as herein provided shall have
exclusive authority to make the preliminary examination of every person ar-
rested as aforesaid, and to d him, admit him to bail, or commit him to
prison, as the case may require: vaideci, That this section shall not apply to
the Indian Territory.

**8gc. —. That the circuit courts of the United States, and the district courts or
judges thereof exercising circuit-court powers, and the district ecourts of the
Territories are authorized, with the ?pﬂ)?ﬂ of the Attorney-General, to ap-
point in different parts of the several districts in which said courts are held as
many discreet persons to be ioners of the eircuit courts as may be

deemed necessary. And the Attorney-General shall have authority to remove
?:1 &! e any jasi heretofore or hereafter appointed in said dis-

“Sgg. —, That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of
eriminal

the Secretary of the Treasury, may discontinue any civil or case upon
guch terms as shall be deemed reasonable before final Sndgmeak

*8ec, —, That section 3332 of the Revised Statutes, and the suppl t thereto,
shall be amended so that said section shall read as follows:

“* When a judgment of forfeiture, in any case of seizure, isrecovered ngainst
any distillery used or fit for use in the mduﬂion of distilled spirits, because no
bond has been given, or against any distillery used or fit for use in the produc-
tion of spirits, having a registered produdnimpmlty of less than 150 gallons a
day, every still, doubler, worm, worm-tub, mash-tub, and fermenting-tub
therein shall be sold, as in ease of olther forfefled pro&erty, without being mu-
tilated or destroyed. And-in case of seizure of a still, doubler, worm, worm=
tub, fermenting-tub, mash-tub, or other distilling apparatus of any kind what-
soever, for any offense involving forfeiture of the same, it shall be the duty of
the seizing officer to remove the same from the place where seized to a place of
safe storage; and said property so seized shall be sold as provided by law, but
withont beiu% mutilated or destroyed.”

“8EC, —, at whenever itshall be made to appear tothe United States court
or judge having jurisdiction that the health or life of any person imprisoned
for any offense, in a county jail or elsewhere,is end 1 by close fi
ment, the said court or judge is hereby authorized to make such order and
vision for the comfort and well-being of the person so imprisoned as shall be
deemed reasonable and proper,

“8ec, —. That all clauses of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes, and all laws
amendatory thereof, and all other Jaws which i:apoee any special taxes upon
manufacturers of stills, retail dealers in liguors, and retail dealers in malt liquors
are hereby repealed, =

““Sec, — That this act shallbe in force from and after July 1,1889, and all laws
and parts of laws in confliet herewith are hereby repealed.’

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, Mr. Chairman, I had
hoped

a — »
Mr. McKINLEY, Debute is exhausted on the amendment to the
tobacco provisions.
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But, Mr. Chairman, two points
of order were raised against this amendment.
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I ask the gentleman from
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Ohio whether he has examined this amendment. I wasinh that
he would examine the amendments and agree to insert them in his bill,

Mr. MOKINLEY. T regret to have to inform the gentleman from
?S’org] Carolina that I have not had an opportunity to carefully exam-
ine them.

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I do not wish to discuss the
amendment at any length, but most of the provisions were considered
by the House of Representatives of the Forty-ninth Congress, on March
3, 1887. I quote from the RECORD, volume 86, page 2681:

MODIFICATION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS.

Mr. HExpERsox, of North Carolina. Mr.Speaker, I submit the resolution I
send to the desk. .

The Clerk read as follows:

“A bill to modify the internal-revenue system of legislation, and for other pur-

poses,

“PRe it enacted by the Senale and House of Representalives of the United Stales of
Ameriea in Congress assembled, That the proviso contained in subdivision 6 of
section 8244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which reads as follows:

- *Propided, That nothing in this section shall be construed to exempt from a spe-
cial tax any farmer or planter whoilby peddling or otherwise, sells leaf-tobacco
t retail directly to consumers, or who sells or assi consigns, Lransfers, or dis-

;ms of to persons other than those who have paid a special tax ns leaf-dealers

or manufacturers of tobacco,snuff, or ci or to hasing leaf-lo-

bacco for export,’ be,and the same is hereby, repealed.

“8ge, 2. That section 3351 of the Revised Slatutes of the United States, and all
laws and parts of laws which impose restrictionsupon the sale of leaf-tobacco by
the producers thereof, or by guardians, executors, or trustees having the con-
trol of the land on which the same was produced, or by owners of land who
have received tobacco as rent from their tenants, and all laws and parts of laws
imposing penalties therefor, be, and the same are hereby, repealed ; and none of
the persons or classes of ns above mentioned shall be deemed dealers in
luf-tobnut:lo or retail dealers in leaf-tobacco or be subject to any special or other
tax as such.

“8ec, 8, That section 3255 of the Revised Statutes shall be amended by adding
at the end of said section the following :

“iThe Secretary of the Treasury shall exempt all distilleries which mash 5
bushels of grain or less per dn?v from the operations of the provisions of this title

lating to the facture of spirits, exeept as to the payment of the tax, which
said tax shall be levied and collected on the eapacity of said distilleries; and
sald distilleries shall be run and operated without storekeepersor “* storekeepers
and gaugers.” And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue,with the approval
of said Secretary, may exempt any distillery or all distilleries which mash over
-5 and not more than 25 bushels of grain per day from the operations of the pro-
vislons of this title relating to the manufacture of spirits, except as to the pay-
ment of the tax, which said tax shall be assessed and collected upon the capacity
of the distillery so exempted as hereinbefore provided. And the said Commis-
sioner, with the approval of said Secretary, may establish special warehouses,
in which he may authorize to be deposited the product of any number of said
distilleries to be designated by him, and in which any distiller operating any
fuch distillery may deposit his product, which, when so deposited, shall be sub-
jeet to all the laws and regulations as to bonds, iax, removals, and otherwiscas
other 1 The Commissi of Internal Revenue, with the ngproval
of the Secretary of the Treasury, is hereby authorized and direeted to make such

rules and regulations as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this sec-
tion: Provided, That snch regulations shall be adopted as will require that all
!‘)ho'?ir!ts manufactured shall be subject to the payment of Lthe tax as required
W,
i 8ec. 4. That section 3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be
mﬁ]ﬂ by striking out all after said number and substituting therefor the
wing:

“*And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue,with the approval of the Secre-
tary of the Treasury, may exempt distillers of brandy made execlusively from
apples, peaches, grapes, or other fruits from any provision of this title relating
to the manufacture of spirits, except as to the tax thereon, when in his judg-
ment it may seem e: ient Lo do so." .

““8gc. 5. That the provisions of an act entitled "An nct relating to the produe-
tion of fruit-brandy and to punish frauds connected with the same,' approved

rch 3, 1877, be extended and made a%plluble to brandy distilled from apples
or peaches, or from any other fruit the brandy distilled from which is not now
required or hereafter shall not be required to be deposited in adistillery ware-
house: Provided, That each of the warehouses established under said act or
which may hereafter be established shall be in charge either of a storekeeper
or & storekeeper and gauger, at the discretion of the Commissioner of Internal

nue.

“gec, 6, That section 3332 of the Revised Statutes, and the supplement thereto,
shall be amended so that said section shall read as follows:

“i{When a judgment of forfeiture, in any case of sei , is ered inst
any distillery used or fit for use in the production of distilled spirits because no
bond has been given, or against any distillery used or fit for use in the produc-
tion of spirits, having a registered producing capacity of less than 150 gallons a
day, everyutiil,doub er, worm, worm-tub, mash-tub, and fermenting-tub therein
shall be sold, asin case of other forfeited Property. without being mutilated or de-
stroyed. And in case of seizure of a still, doubler, worm, worn-tub, fermentin
tub, mash-tub, or other distilling ap us of any kind whatsoever, for any of-
fense involving forfeiture of the same, it shall be the duty of the seizing oéeer
to remove the same from the place where seized to a place of safe storage; and
sald property so seized shall be sold as provided by law, but without being mu-
tilated or destroyed.’

“8rc.7. That whenever, in any statute denouncing any violation of the in-
ternal-revenue lnws a8 a crime or misdemeanor, therezia prescribed in such stat-
ute & minimum punishment, less than which minimum no fine, ty,im-
pri t, or punisk t is authorized to be imposed, every such minimum
unishment is hereby abolished; and the court or judge in every case shall

ve discretion to impose any fine, penalty, imprisonment, or ‘Punlahmcut- nob
exceeding the limit authorized by such statute, whether such fine, penalty, im-
pri t, or pun’‘sk t be less or greater than the said minimum so pre-

!

nal

“8er, 8, That no warrant, in any ease under the internal-revenue laws, shall
be issued upon an affidavit making charges upon information and belief, unless
such affidavit is made by a collector or deputy collector of internal revenue, or
by a revenue agent, nor unless such affidavit is first approved by the districtat-
torney, and written instructions given by him for the issuing of the warrant;
and,with the exception aforesaid, no warrant shall be issned except upon asworn
complaint, setting forth the facts constituting the offense and a‘rlﬁ?o them to
be within the nal knowledge of the affiant; and no warrantshall be issued
upon the vit of & person other such collector, deputy collector, or
revenue agent, unless the commissioner or other officer having jurisdiction
shall indorse upon the warrant and shall enter upon his docket an expressad-
judication that the examination on oath of the nt shows that there is prob-
able cause for charging the person prosecuted with the offense,

“8gc, 9. That whenever it shall be made to a) to the United States courb
or judge having jurisdietion that the health or life of any person imprisoned for -
any offense, in a county jail or elsewhere, for a period of one year or less, is en~
dangered by close eoni{nement, the said court or judge is hereby authorized to
make such order and provision for the comfort and well-being of the person so
imprisoned aa shall be deemed reasonable and proper,

**8Ec. 10, That the cireuit courts of the United States and the district courts of
the Territories are authorized to remove from office any commissioner a
pointed or authorized to be appointed by said courts under section 627 or 1
of the Revised Statutes,

**8gc. 11. That all clauses of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes, and all laws
amendatory thereof, and all other laws which impose any special taxes upon
manufacturers of stills are hereby repealed.”

Two-thirds being required the rules were not suspended and the bill
was not The affirmative vote consisted of 130 Democrats and
9 Republicans, and the negative vote of 106 Republicans and 6 Demo-
crats, Sections4 and 5 of this bill were enacted into law by the Fiftieth
Congress, and the other sections of the bill, with slight alterations, were
passed through the House of Representatives of said Congress; some of
them are contained in bill H. R. 5931, which passed the House on my mo-
tion on February 8, 1888, and all of them were contained in the Mills
tariff bill as it passed the Honse. I am not permitted to debate my
amendments, but they are very desirable and proper and certainly
ought to pass. [Cries of ‘* Vote!?’ ‘‘Vote!’’]

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, upon this amend-
ment two points of order were reserved. I would call the attention of
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means to the fact that
two points of order were reserved, one by the gentleman himself and
the other by myself. The first was that it was not germane and the
ﬁcond was that it was the provision of another bill pending before the

ouse.

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina.
raised I desire to be heard.

Mr. McKINLEY. It will take less time to take a vote than to dis-
cuss the point of order.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It may be guicker to dispose of
it in that way. This is & moonshine amendment.

The question was put; and the Chairmanannounced that the *‘ noes
appeared to have it. -

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. Division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 101.

So the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion recurs upon the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. CowLEs],

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out all of Schedule F (relating to tobacco and manufactures thereof)
and insert the following:

“ That all laws now in force whereby farmers and producers of tobacco are
restricted in the sale and dls&t:itiun of the same, and all laws and parts of laws
so far as the same relate to internal-revenue taxes herein specified, be, and
the same are hereby, repealed, namely: The taxes on manufactured tobaecco,
snuff, cigars, cheroots, and cigarettes, and the s taxes uired by law to be
fouid by manufacturers of and dealers in leaf-tobacco, retail dealers in leaf-

bacco, dealers in manufactured tobacco, peddlers of tobacco, snuff,and m 3
and manufacturers of snuff and of cigars: Provided, That on all original an
unbroken factory packages of smoking and manufactured tobacco, and snuff,
cigars, cheroots, and oignmueni held by manufacturers, factors, jobbers, or deal-
ers at the timesuch repeal shall go into effect, upon which the tax has been paid,
there shall be a rebate in favor of said turer, factor, jobber, dealer, or
other owner of said tobb snuff, ci , cheroots, and cigarettes to the full
amount and extent of the tax so paid thereon; but the same shall [not apply in
any case where the claim not been presented within ninety days following
the date when such repeal shall take effect; and no claim shall be allowed for
a less amount than §5; and ang special-tax stamp covering taxes repealed by
this act may be redeemed for the portion of the special-tax year unexpired at
the time of the repeal, when the amount claimed for such stamp shall not be
less than §5; and all sums required to satisfy claims under this act shall be
out of any y in the Tr y not oltherwise appropriated ; and it shall be
the duty of the S8ecretary of the Treasury to a.durpt such rules and regulations
and to prescribe and furnish such blanks and forms as may be necessary to
carry this section into eifect.

“Sgc, —. That all internal-revenue laws limiting, mtrld.ing. orregulating the
manufacture, sale, or exportation of tobacco, snuff, cigars, cheroots, and
ettes are hereby re and that there shall be no drawback allowed upon
any such articles which shall be entered for export on or after that date:
uiczd. That all laws now in force shall remain and have full force and effect in
respect to all offenses committed, liabilities incurred, or rights aceruing or ac-
gged g,ﬂo: to the date when the repeal of the taxes specified in this act shall

e effec!

“asgc, —, That all offices established and now existing for the purpose of col-
lecting the revenues abolished hiy this act or executing the laws repealed by the
xme ,;nd not required under existing laws for other purposes, are hereby abol-

Mr. MCKINLEY. Vote.

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes
seemed to have it.

Mr. COWLES. Division,

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 101.

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I want to give notice that
only one Republican voted for this amendment and not one voted for
mine.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. COWLES. Mr. i , Irise to a parliamentary inquiry.
I understood some gentleman to state that only one Republican had
voted for my amendment. Is that true? [Laughter.] I amamazed
at the statement, in view of the professions and platforms of the Re-
publican party for the past tivo years. [Laughter.]

If the point of order is
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair knows no Democrats and no Repub-
licans. [Laughter. 3

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by me on
yesterday is printed in the second column of page 5153 of the RECORD,
and I will now ask the Clerk to read it.

The amendment was read, as follows:

Amend by striking out the following words in lines 14,15,16,17,18,19, and 20
of :pnrngrnph 144:

That hoop or band iron or hoop or band steel, cut to len, or
wholly or partially manufactured into hoops or ties for baling purposes, el-
hoops of iron or steel, and hoop or band iron or hoop or band sieel flared or
sp!:gcd shall pay two-tenths of 1 eent per pound more duty than that imposed
on the houupor band iron or steel from which they are made. ™

And in lien thereof insert the following :

“ Provided, That iron and steel cotton-ties or hoops for baling or other pur-
m‘nc‘r} thinner than No. 20 wire gange, shall be admitted free of the payment

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to inquire of the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr, SAYERS] how much time he desires for debate
on this amendment.

Mr. SAYERS.~ I would ask the gentleman in charge of this bill if
he can notallow this side_of the House as much as three-qunarters of an
hour upon this amendment. It isa very important one.

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask nnanimous consent that de-
bate upon this paragraph and amendments be limited to one hour and
a quarter, and that three-quarters of an hour be accorded to gentlemen
upon the other side. ;

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Before my colleagne’s request 13 put I want
to suggest to him that if so much time is taken up on oné amendment
it will be quite impossible to considermore than 1 per cent. of the other
amendments. I hope a less time will be satisfactory upon this amend-
ment,

Mr. McKINLEY. Ishould be very glad to shorten the time, and
before the gentleman from Texas made his request I was going to sug-
gest half an hour for this amendment.

Mr, SAYERS. I will state to my friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER-
worTH] that this is an amendment which affects one of the most im-

nt industries in the country.

Mr.-BUTTERWORTH. Iam aware of that; but we have fought
this question over pretty extensively heretofore. My suggestion was
made in deference to the rights of other amendments which ought to
be offered, and, in my judgment, ought to be voted upon favorably.

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us remove the limit. [Laughter. ]

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, if permitted I will modify my
" request so as to ask unanimous consent that debate upon this para-
graph and amendments be limited to one hour and that forty minutes
of lgat time be assigned to those favoring the amendment of the gentle-
man from Texas [ Mr. SAVERs].
ﬁ;lr. McCREARY. Is this the amendment which relates to cotton-

?

Mr. McKINLEY. Yes.

Mr, McMILLIN. Yes; and tohoops upon barrels and other vessels
of that kind. The bill increases the duty on those articles a little over
three times what it was. {

Mr. McKINLEY. Thatremark comesoutofthetime. [Laughter.]

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is suggested to me by a
friend here that thiscomes out of the people, not out of the time. [Re-
newed laughter. ]

The question was put npon the request of Mr, McKINLEY for unan-
imous consent.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the bill nnder consideration proposes
to increase the duty on cotton-ties from 35 to 103.71 per cent. The
amendment which I offer places them on the free-list and is identical
with a similar amendment offered to the Mills bill by the Committee
on Ways and Means of the Fiftieth Congress, and for which the Repub-
licans from Iowa, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, L.A FOLLETTE],
and other Republicans voted upon a yea-and-nay vote.

I have examined the testimony taken by the Committee on Ways and
Means, by whom the present bill was reported, and have failed to find
anything upon which the committee could have based this proposed
increase of duty npon cotton-ties.

Now let us see how such an increase will, if it becomes a law, affect
the cotton planter.

Six million nine hundred and thirty-five thousand and eighty-two
bales of cotton, of the value of $292,139,209, were grown in this country
and marketed during the last year,

Allowing six ties to the bale and at an average value of 24 cents, we
have as the total cost of ties for the entire cotton crop $1,664,419.68,
35 per cent. of which, or $582,546.88, may be fairly considered as the
result of the duty imposed.

How much greater the cost will be to the planter should the rate of
duty be increased to 103.71 can be readily estimated. Such a rate will
amount to absolute prohibition and will place the cotton planters at
the mercy of the tie mannfacturers.

In connection with this subject I desire to refer to the bagging, which
is required in order to put the cotton into a marketable condition.

Allowing T yards to the bale, and, if jute bagging was used, at the

average price of 13} cents per yard, it required 48,545,574 yards of bag-
ging, at a cost of $6,553,652.49. Adding to this the cost of the ties
which were used, $1,664,419.68, and we have the total cost of bagging
and ties for the cropof 1889 (supposing jute bagging {o have been used)
the sum of $8,218,072.17 as the amount paid by the farmers of the
South for binding and covering their cotton.

Notwithstanding this, it is proposed to add to this great burden, such
as is imposed on no otheragricultural industry, an increase of the duty
on ties amounting to three times as great as the ttax. Nocom-
pensation whatever is given in any portion of the bill for this uncon-
scionable imposition. Everywhere, from the enacting clause to the
conclusion, it is bristling with duties, the consequences of which must
be borne by the cotton industry.

But, sir, it has been asserted that the cotton produceris more than
repaid by the manufacturer for the cost which he incurred in the pur-
chase of his bagging and ties, as the manufacturer purchases the cot-
ton in the bale and the weight of the bagging and ties is counted as so
much cotton.

That this is not true I will read a portion of the address of the ex-
ecutive committee of the National Grange of the Patrons of Hushandry
to the President, members of Congress, and the Secretary of Agricult-
ure. These gentlemen say:

The uniform ** tare” of 6 per cent,, which is deducted from the weight of all
cotton bales by A i and European manufacturers, was adopted by the
Eurog cotton e when the average weight of American cotton es
was but 430 pounds, and the weight of the canvas (Indian ing) was about
134 pounds, and the cordage, or iron bands, about the same weight—making 27
pounds bale of actual tare, It will be seen that the tare then taken was ex-
cessive, but so little that the eotton Frowers submitted to it without serious
complaint, But since the adoption of this 6 per cent. tare the weight of Amer-
ican cotton bales has been increased Lo an ave roand.s. and manu-
facturers of cotton-bale coverings have reduced of ties or bands to
10 pounds per bale, and the jute or Indian bagging to about 9} pounds, while
cotton-bagging—now into oes not weigh to ex 5 pounds per
bale. We believe it safo to estimate the average between jule and cotton-bag-
ging at 8 pounds, which, with ties or bands, will e not to exceed 18
pounds of actual tare per bale, while 30 pounds is taken,

Mr. O'FERRALL. Is not this increased duty a blow at the grower
of hay as well as the grower of cotton? )

Mr. SAYERS, Certainly. My amendment is intended to benefit
not only the growersof cotton, butalso the growers of hay and those who
buy tubs, buckets, and everything of the kind which must be used, not
only by the farmer, but by every householder in the country. These
gentlemen representing the National Grange go on further to say:

It will be seen that this is a clear loss of 12 pounds of cotton in each bale to
the producer, which, upon the erop of 1889, amounted to 85,000,000 pounds, or
(at 10 cents per pound) to §8,500,000. By this system manufacturers gain not
only that smount—

Mark the language—

Dy this svstem manufacturers gain not only thatamount, but realize from the
sale of the wrappings more than one-third of their original cest to the cotton-
grower, for which no ereditis given. This item alone is estimated at $1,500,000,
making a net gain to the colton manufacturers of nearly §10,000,000 on the crop
of this country of 1889,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes o the gentleman from Arkansgs
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE].

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, the estimate
in the tabulated statement before us is not accurate. If gentlemen
will refer to section 144 of this bill they will perceive that two-tenths
of 1 cent per pound is to be added to the previous statement of 1.3
eents per pound; so that the proposed rate on cotton-ties and band-iron
used in the cooperage business and for baling purposes generally is not
1.3 cents, as stated in our schedule, but is 1.5 cents.

Therefore, if 1.3 increases the tax from 35 per cent. to nearly 104 per
cent., 1.5 makes a very material addition to that increase. I have not
made the calculation, but will do so, and I think it will be found that
the increased tax upon this necessary article is nearly four times as
great as the present rate. It is an increase from 35 per cent. to, say,
120 per cent.

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary, even under the theory of
protection, that every item in the metal industries should be made in
this country. There are sometimes exceptions even under that doc-
trine, as for instance tin-plate, which is not made here, and cotton-ties,
which are not made here. They are both destroyed in the using. Es-
pecially is this true of cotton-ties. Both are largely used upon goods
exported. This, too, is principally true of ties. I will m}; to this
again, later, to further show that this article should not be taxed, even
from the standpeint of protection.

If gentlemen will look at the imports for the last year they will see
that they are in excess of 67,000,000 pounds, In the regularstatement
of imports where band-iron used in the cooperage business, or which can
be used in that busi is not separated from cotton-ties, yon will find
that it is still greater. But 67,000,000 or 68,000,000 poundsof cotton-
ties is a quantity that will wrap every bale of cotton in America.

Now we know that two-thirds of our cotton erop is marketed abroad.
‘This is not like a raw material that enters into a manufacture where a
drawback can be obtained; butit is a finished product—a finished prod-
uct which we propose to tax some 400 per cent. more mhwt
rate—a finished product, two-thirds of which must go a along

e of 505
o weigh
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with our and which comes under the law of tare and is thrown
upon the waste pile and becomes a dead loss, The planter, therefore,
can get no drawback upon this, and if there is an article which above
all others, even above tin-plate, should be put upon the free-list it is
these ties for wrapping cotton. We now pay an unnecessary and vi-
cious tax upon fies of nearly $300,000, and you propose to increase it to
over §1,000,000.

The induostries that use tin-plate and export their product ean useit

in their great factories, where, under the regulations of the Treasury
ent, they can get drawbacks npon their cans. Such is troe of
the fruit-canning establishments; such is true of our great meat-pack-
ing establishments that send 100,000,000 pounds of canned beef over
the world every year; such is true of the large establishments that ex-
port many million dollars’ worth of petrolenm or coal-oil all over the
~ world. But, sir, the cotton bales are packed in the small gin-hounses
of the people, scattered overeleven or thirteen States of the Union. Itis
impossible to get any drawback upon them, and as we are importing
now enough to wrap every bhale in America there is no cotton-tie indus-
try in our country to protect, just as there is no tin-plate industry.

Therefore, gentlemen should consider seriously (let them be protec-
tionists as they may) whether under these circumstances they should
lay any tax upon this article in the metal schedule.

Bat, sir, even granting that they shounld lay a tax, I ask gentlemen
of the committee to state to this House by what process of reasoning,
and upon what line of evidence they propose to increase this tax nearly
400 per cent. of the present rate? The chairman of the committee
knows that until the last year or two about one-half of the cotton-ties
were manufactured in this country. Thelong-maintained manufacture
of this article in this country shows that 35 per cenf. was close upon an
adequate rate, and when this practical proof confronts the House that
that is an adequate rate, or within a very small margin of it, I ask the
gentlemen to state to the House and to the country why upon an article
that must be exported, and upon which we can not get a drawback—an
article that is consumed by the laboring poor all over the Southern
country—why do yon, in the face of the evidence of there being required,
even according to your own theory, only a very small increase of the
tax, propose to increase it some 400 per cent. ?

Some gentlemen have stated that this is a sectional bill. I do not
hold to that conclusion. I know that the duty imposed on the article
of cotton-ties discriminates against those who produce cotton, but it
discriminates against them no more than the increase in the duty on
the clothing of the people discriminates against them all over the
country. I am glad to say that this bill, whatever may be its char-
acter, strikes at least at the people of this conntry in their broadest
and most national characteristics. Itleaves on the tax-list wool, which
is a product of the South, the production of which is inereasing there,
while it is decreasing in all the States of the North east of the Missis-
sippi River.

This article, npon which you put an increased rate, is one which we
are raising to sell to your own people. The people represented by the
majority of the committee are those who buy it from us; they are the
ones, in the main, who wear it. Strong as has been, on the part of
gentlemen from the South, the advocacy for free wool, yet free wool is
of greater benefit to the upper part of our country than the lower part.
But all along the line we find great classes of people in all parts of our
country who are discriminated against. .

Cotton, it is true, is on the free-list; but a duty upon it wounld be as
idle a mockery as the increased duby on wheat, as the duty on rye,
the duty on beef, the duty on pork. Those duties are but dead let-

ters. Those articles, like cotton, are not susceptible of protection.

The great agricultural products of the Sounth can not be made the re-
cipients of tariff protection, nor can the great agricultural products of
the North. Therefore, it is only a question of form and appearance
when you put one of these arlicles upon the free-list and keep the
others upon the tax-list.
Bir, wgijle you are delivering this blow at an agricultural population,
I ask you to remember that the wails of distress which are coming here
are coming mostly from the agricultural people of the Northern States.
According to the statistics, where are the farm mortgages? They are
in Kansas; they are in your own State of Ohio, Mr. Chairman; they
are in Illinois; they are in all the great States of the North and North-
west. There has not been presented on this floor a single column of
statistics of mortgages in a State of the South. g .
From what other quarter do you find the clamor of distress coming?
It is from the wage-worker; and in this connection I want to read to
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means an
authority which I think he will hold in high respect. Mr. Hamilton,
in his communication No. 6 to The Continentalist, was speaking of re-
ing agricultural pursuits at a period when our people were being
into investments of their capital inland and the opening up of new
lands, thereby increasing the wages of labor. Mr. Hamilton says:

Particular tion t atb t to be observed in th
encl‘..hn wc[alnihu _ouzi: presen ol n this country not to

He was arguing that the only tax, as opposed to tariff duties, was
a tax on land, though we have or can have taxes on tobacco and whisky

and luxuries of various kinds as well as an income tax, which we can
impose if we so decide— s
because unimproved land will invite the husbandman to

aband. for new, and the disproportion of our population for
, and not

the quantity of
old settl t

some time to come will necessarily make Jabor dear, to reduce wh
to inerease it, onght to be a capital object of our poliey.

Mr. Hamilton here distinctly takes the position that one of the cap-
ital objects and effects of the tariff at that fime, when the people were
mostly land-owners, and those who hired for wages were few, and were
not in sufficient numbers to be courted for their votes, was to reduce
the wages of labor, as it is. e distinctly takes the position that the
tarifl should be adopted by these people because it lessened the wages
of the people, and did not increase them.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. SAYERS, TIwould like to ask the gentleman from Ohio in charge

“of this bill, reserving the balance of our time, to please indicate to the ;

committee the reasons why he has made this increase of duty.

Mr. McKINLEY. I will take the floor at a later period in the dis-
cussion and try to give the reasons. !

Mr. SAYERS. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Louisiana
[Mr. BLANCHARD]. -

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, during my service in this House -
I have witnessed three efforts, this being the third, to increase the rate
of duty upon cotton-ties. In 1883, at the second session of the Forty-
seventh Congress, an effort was made to increase the rate of duty upon
cotton-ties from 35 per cent. ad valorem, the existing rate, to 81.64 per
cent. ad valorem. It failed. In 1883 another effort was made to in-
crease the duty, which also failed. And now this effort is made, and
the present proposed increase is greater than any of the preceding ones.

The present duty upon cotton-ties is 35 per cent. ad valorem, If
the proposition embodied in this bill shall become law it will increase
that rate to nearly 104 per cent. ad valorem. But it changes also the
character of the duty froni an ad valorem basis and brings it to a spe-
cifie basis, which makes it all the more a burdensome tax on the cotton-

wers.
g“; appeal to our Northern Republican friends to aid us in opposition
to this increased rate, because it is a direet blow at the cotton-growing
industry of the Southern section of our country. Every single cotton-
tie that is used in this country is sold south of the Ohio and Potomac
Rivers, and this burden growing out of this proposed incrgase will be
altogether sectional in its operation and effect.

Under the present tariff of 35 per cent. ad valorem the tax upon
cotton-ties used in the South amounts to about $470,000 a year. These
figures may not be exact, butare approximately correct. I donot mean
that that is the price of the cotton-ties to the planters, but it is the
approximate increased price by reason of the tax imposed upon them
by virtue of the existing tariff. If the proposition embodied in this
bill be adopted this tax will be increased from $470,000 to about $1,-
400,000 a year, so that the burden upon the cotton producers of the
Sounth by the proposed increase is in the neighborhood of $1,000,000
per annum.

Now, Mr. Chairman, the cotton-growing districts of the South are
not prosperous; we are not in a position to stand the imposition of this
additional burden. Moreover, the life of a cotton-tie is but one year,
and the duty upon cotton-ties therefore is paid annually; whereas with -
regard to nearly all other articles upon the dutiable list it is paid only
once in years, since the life of such articles is longer than one year.
Take the case, for instance, of a steel rail. Its life is ten years, and
therefore the duty upon that article is paid only once in a decade.

I make this illustration in order to show the great dissmport.ion be-
tween a tax on an article which pays duty every year and on one which
pays the duty but once in ten years. Theoftener it is paid the smaller
it should be. The tie that the cotton producer of the country bales
his cotton with is a dead loss to him—I mean itscostis. Itis nottrue,
as asserted in some quarters, that we buy cotton-ties at 3} cents a
pound and sell them as cotton at 10 or 11 cents o pound. That state-
ment was made on this floor in former Congresses, but successfully re-
fated. It was announced by the distingnished gentleman from Ohio,
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, himself, and I
dare say he holds to-day the same opinion. Butitiserroneons. There
is no man in this country who has any familiarity with or experience
in the cotton business who does not know that there is a tare of 27
pounds, or 6 per cent., deducted from the weight of each bale of cot-
ton sold in Liverpool, and this tare, which is several pounds in excess
of the actual weight of the bagging and ties, the cotton producers of
the South must lose. Hence it is clear that what the cotton producer
pays for ties is u loss to him, for the market of Liverpool fixes the price
of cotton throughout the world.

Mr, Chairman, in 1830 there were but six cotton-tie manufactories
in the United States, and three of these were in Youngstown, Ohio, in
the district represented by the gentleman from Ohio. In 1882 there
were but tenall told; and they produced an aggregate productin value
of $262,000 a year and did not employ in the aggregate more than two
hundred and fifty men. Now, I say that this is too small a product
and gives employment to too few laborers to justify this enormous in-
crease from 35 per cent. to 104 per cent. ad valgrem. I do not know
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how many cotton-tie manufactories there may be now in the United
States, but do not believe the number will exceed what it was in 1830
or 1882,

[Here the hammer fell. ] ;

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, in the short time al-
lotted to me it will be impossible to eriticise this bill as it deserves.
The main purpose I have in claiming the attention of the committee
is this: I desire to call attention to two amendments which are now
pending. The amendment to place cotton-ties on the free-list I think
should commend itself to the favorable consideration of this House.
The Committee on Ways and Means have increased the present duty,
which is now 35 per cent., about 300 per cent., which will raise the
duties about $600,000. This is a charge on one pacific industry, and
from all sections of the country the news is being received that there is
great depression in agriculture. The Government does not need this
money, and why then should this heavy burden be imposed upon the
people who are now struggling to obtain the necessaries of life?

Mr. Chairman, how inconsistent are the professions and conduct of
the Republican party. They pose before'the country as the friend of
the laboring man and for the last twenty-five years they have professed
great friendship for the colored man. Bir, if is a fact beyond contro-
versy that this tax will impose a burden upon the colored people amount-
ing to three or more hundred thousand dollars annually; as by their
labor at least one-half of the cotton crop is produced. Now, if our
Republican friends were sincere in their professions of friendship for
the colored man, here is an opportunity to show their faith by their
work, and I will assure them that if they impose this tax on the col-
ored people I will do all within my power to expose their hollow pre-
tensions so often made to these people.

Our friends on the other side are to-day confronted with a proposi-
tion which will test their sincerity. Gentlemen, will you vote to place
cotton-ties on the free-list, so that I can return home and tell the col-
ored man that you are his friends indeed, or will youn vote to increase
this tax and thereby more clearly demonstrate the truth that you love
the colored man for his vote, and that only? Both on the stump and
in your platforms you have declared and resolved that you were the
colored man's best friend. Now, gentlemen, come to the front and
verify your promises, for I greatly fear when this vote shall have been
taken the old saying of holding out promises to the ear and breaking
them to the hope can be applied to your conduct. Mr. Chairman, to
ba eandid, I have but little faith io the assurances of our Republican
neighbors that they are better friends to this peculiar race than those
of ns of the South who have from long association known them and
appreciated their needs. '

The conduct of the Republican party towards the colored man is well
illustrated by a dream which I am told occurred during the political
canvass of 1888 in the State of Virginia. It is related that a certain
colored man in a dream imagined himself on the to Paradise, and
in his journey was Fmtly surprised to meet Hon. William Mahone re-
turning, when the following colloquy occurred:

** Mass Mahone, where has you ben? "’

Mahone: *‘I have been up to St. Peter's gate, and was denied admis-
sion becanse I was dismounted.’’

Colored citizen: ** What will we do about it?"

Mahone: “‘I guess I had better get on your back and ride up to St.
Peter, and we will both ask for n%emission, and I have no doubt that
we will both be admitted.”’

The colored man agreed to this, and Mahone returned astride of the
obliging darky. When they arrived at St. Peter’s gate and demanded
admission, said St, Peter:

*“Who comes here? Whom have we here? "

. Mahone: ““ It is Billy Mahone.’

Replied St. Peter: ‘‘Are you mounted?’’

Mahone: ‘‘I am, for a fact.”’

St. Peter: *‘ Then ’light, and tie your critter, and walk right in.”’

Mr. Chairman, while I have the floor I beg to call attention to an
amendment which I have introduced providing for a bounty of 1 cent
per pound on cotton.

I have presented this amendment, not because I am in favor of the
system of bounties, for I doubt if the system is either constitutional
or dictated by a wise public policy; but as the pariy in power is de-
termined to venture on this scheme I desire to test their sincerity.
They propose a bounty to the sugar producers which is confined almost
exclusively to three States.

The amendment which I propose offers a bounty to the producers of
a product which is enltivated in eleven States, and in behalf of this in-
dustry it may be stated that it employs more wage-workers and a
larger number of people are dependent on it than any other specific in-
dustry in the world. No other product contributes so largely to our
import and export trade. We exported last year $237,775,270 worth
of raw cotton which being excha for foreign products increased
our import frade and thereby brought in millions of revenue.

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, there is an equity in this proposition,
viewed from another standpoint. The South is now contributing $30,-
000,000 annually for the payment of pensions and receives only about

$1,000,000 in pensions. This would, in some measure, equalize bur-
dens, Mr, Chairman. .

Let me say, sir, that a bounty of 1 cent per pound on 7,000,000
bales of cotton will amount to some §35,000,000, and if a bounty, as
claimed, is calculated to stimulate an industry, why not experiment
with this, and so stimulate the cultivation of a product in which mill-
ions of our working classes are directly interested, and in which, under
existing circumstances, the profits to the laborer are meager and un-
satisfactory ?

Sir, before resuming my seat I desire to earnestly protest against the
passage of the tariff bill. I denounce it as the most oppressive tariff
measure ever formulated in an American Congress. It favors the rich
against the poor. It is the most intense class measnre it has ever been
my province to consider. In my humble opinion it will increase our
i:zufrt duties from $60,000,000 to $80,000,000 annually. In the name
of the oppressed people of this country I warn those who are oppressin,
them that they will be arraigned before the bar of publie opinion a
receive the condemnation which they and their work justly deserve.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SAYERS. I now yield five minutes to my colleagne [Mr.

Moore].

Mr. MOORE, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, this Honse has not general
information as to the culture and production of cotton. It stands sui
generis. I know of no production which has the same relation to labor'
that cotton does, But I say to you that the number of laborers en-
gaged for wage in the production of cotton are very few. They are the
only laborers in the Union that are interested and become part owners
in the products themselves, so that when we refer to seven millions of
laborers engaged in this prodnction, the laborers themselves are joint
owners of the product that they produce. That fact is not generally
known., Whatever of injustice, therefore, or whatever of burden rests
upon this production does not rest upon the aggregation of people as
found in other products, but rests upon the laborer who produces the
product, for he is part owner of this cotton.

There were produced last year nearly 7,000,000 bales of cotton, worth
in the aggregate, according to the best statistics that I can get, $202,-
000,000 in round numbers. Only 104,000,000 pounds of that was con-
sumed in our own country, and that embraces 8,000,000 pounds im-
ported; so that two-thirds of all the cotton that we produce finds a
market in Euro] Whatever the cost, therefore, by the legislation
this Honse has imposed upon this produnet, it ispractically an export
tax. Cotton-ties already bear a tax of 35 percent. It isnow proposed
to increase that nearly 400 per cent. For what purpose; to protect
what laborers? These ties are not made here, is no industry
now in our country that produces them. They are imported. They
do not enter into the business of manufactures as the 50,000,000 of im-
ports do, and against which the protective rates are laid and for which
drawbacks are allowed.

But this cotton, with its ties, is exported. No account whatever
is taken of their value, and no drawback allowed. It hecomes waste,
and, as the gentleman from Louisiana very properly said, a tare is
charged, 27 pounds is taken off every bale. Iap to the gentleman
from Ohio to make a statement to the House, with that clearness and
precision for which he is remarkable, upon what prineiple and upon
what hypothesis do yon propose to impose an export tax practically
amounting to more than a million dollars in excess of the present rate
of duty upon ties?

‘What benefit do you propose to confer npon anybody? Is it to get
money into your Treasury that you do not need? t laborers are
protected? I say to you in sincerity you areim g itupon thelabor-
ers of the country. In levying this tax upon the laborers of theSouth
you are thereby placing upon the people of the United States a burden
wholly unnecessary.

Mr. Chairman, Femﬁf. me to say a single word in conclusion. This
industry is declining. There is not a man en
cotton in the South who would not bear testimony that with the bur-
dens of taxation increased to him as a consumer his business is not
profitable, and the gentlemen representing other sections more prosper-
ous can and will find the reason why in the South the laborers are not
in a condition to bear the burdens now imposed vpon them.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, as I have only ten minutes remain-
ing for this side, I think it would be but fair that we should hear from
gentlemen on the other side.

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. -

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Texas and other gen-
tlemen on that side, in speaking upon thismatter make an appeal upon
account of the colored men who are en at work in the produe-
tion of cotton,
who are engaged at work there and the interest of the workingmen
throughout the country are involved in the imposition of such dutiesas
will give employment to the people of this country, but not employ-
ment to the people of foreign countries for those things which we con-
sume, The advantage which the protective system has given to this

in the culture of .

It seems to me that the interest of the colored men "
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country in the way of employment and supplying the home demand for
our products that we e here is shown in this provision of the bill
just as much as by any other in this entire bill.

We have the capacity to makeall the cotton-ties that will be needed
in this country. The cost to the consumer, when this bill shall have
become & law, will be no greater, or but very little if any greater, than
it is now. The fact that the proposed duty is calculated at 104 per
cent. results primarily from one cause, which is admitted, and that is
the very low rate at which cotton-ties have been selling during the last
year. Another canse which enters into this caleulation and which
makes this ad valorem rate appear high is probably the undervalution
put upon these goods when imported into this country. On account of
the low rate of duty that is imposed none are now made in this coun-
try, and nobody takes an interest in watching the undervaluations——

Mr, BAYERS. Do you say that no cotton-ties are made here?

Mr. BAYNE. None of any account. :

Mr. BAYERS. Why, two-thirds of those that were used to bale the
cotton crop of last year were manufactured in this country, as I am in-
formed.

Mr. MCKINLEY. The gentleman is mistaken about that.

Mr. BAYNE, Iam glad to know the faet, if it be so, but I do not
s0 understand.

Mr. BLANCHARD. In 1882 there were ten mills engaged in manu-
facturing them.

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. BAYNE. With pleasure, in a moment. The fact is that the
invoice prices have been put low in order to avoid paying even the ex-
isting rate of duty, and the low price of cotton-ties during the last
year, coupled with the fack that they were put low to save duty, makes
this ad valorem percentage appear high. In ordinary times, with cot-
ton-ties at an ordinary price and with the full ad valorem duty collected,
I venture to say that this proposed rate would notappear to be nearly so
high as it does now.

Mr. HEARD. With the gentleman’s permission I will ask him a
question. The plea upon which this increase is pro is that it is
for the protection of American labor. Now, since there is no Ameri-
can labor engaged in the manufacture of these ties, according to the

ntleman's own assertion, how does this bill protect American labor

y putting a burden of a million dollarsa year upon the American labor
that is engaged in the raising of cotton?

Mr. BAYNE, There is now abundant capacity on the part of mills
in this country, in the State of Ohio and in the State of Pennsylvania,
to make all the cotton-ties that are needed in this country.

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me?

Mr. BAYNE. Not again. Iam answering the gentlemaun’s ques-
tion. There is, 1 say, abundant eapacity in this country o make all
the cotton-ties that we need. There are mills in Pennsylvania and in
Ohio, and elsewhere, that have all the appliances, all the machinery
nu\ea:}a;y, and they can manufacture all the ties that are needed by this
country.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MCKINLEY. I yield three minutes further time to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE].

Mr. BAYNE. There is no reason in the world, Mr. Chairman, why
those mills are not manufacturing the cotton-ties for our people now
or why American labor is not engaged in that business, except the sim-
ple fact that our manufacturers are unable to compete with the wages
paid abroad for the same kind of work.

Mr. HEARD. Then the ties have to be made more expensive to the
consuimer.,

Mr, BAYNE. One moment. Allusion has been made here to tin-
plate and the statement has been made that this case is analogous to

_ the tin-plate industry, because we are not making cotton-ties in this

country. This simply illustrates the facts respecting the tin-plate in-
dustry, For a great many years we did make cotton-ties in this coun-
try and did supply the South with them. For some years we also
made tin-plate in this country and supplied to a large extent the Amer-
ican demand. We have the capacity now to manufacture all the cot-
ton-ties that are needed and to supply them to the consumer at reason-
able prices.

‘We have also the eapacity to manufacture, in part at least, the tin-
plate that will be consumed in this country, and within a very short
period after this bill shall have become a law and gone into effect
there will be a capacity for the production of tin-plate equal to the de-
mand. So that we shall supply the people of the South and the
ple of the West and the people of the whole country with both these

articles,

One word more. There is not a line or a phrase in this bill that is
sectional. It treats every part of these United States alike. There is
not a sectional word or provision in it. It treatscotton-tiesasit treats
other kinds of hoop-iron. It gives the same rate of duty in proportion
to the work, no more and no less. Thronghout the lines of this bill
gentlemen will search in vain to find a sectional word or provision, a
sectional line of demarkation, or any evidence of an nunkind dispesition
on the part of those who constructed this measure toward any section
of this country.

XXJ—-312 \

Mr, SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. CLARKE].

[Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, withholds his remarks for revision. See .
Appendix. ]

Mr. SAYERS, Mr. Chairman, we are informed by the majority of
the committee, in the report which accompanies the bill under consid-
eration, that they ‘‘seek by the increased duties recommended not only
to maintain, bat fo en our own manufacturing plants and check
those supplies from abroad which can be profitably produced at home.”’

Whatever may be said as to the injustice of the measure in its every
provision when applied to the general agricultural interests of the
eountry, it must, however, be admitted that the majority of the com-
mittee, by whom exclusively it has been prepared and reported, have
been entirely candid in their statement as to its manifest policy.

It is indeed a manufacturers’ bill, for which those engaged in such
industries should be exceedingly grateful. Never before in the history
of Federal legislation has a measure of such far-reaching and B:ma—
nent importance, yet so confined in the benefits proposed to con-
ferred, been presented to this House and to the country.

To the consumers at large, of whatever profession or avocation, and
especially to those by whose toil, energy, and frugality the lives of
65,000,000 of home people are maintained in health and comfort, and by
whom $532,141,490 in addition were contributed to the total values of
our foreign exports during the past year, the bill not only affordsno re-
lief whatever, but is absolutely and unqualifiedly burdensome and op-
pressive—much more so than the law as it now is.

Among economists the bill is known, and will continue to be known,
as a measure for protection, and not for revenue. But, sir, before pro-
ceeding to discuss certain of its more prominent features, I desire to
call the attention of the committee to its minor or incidental object—
that is, to raise revenue, its majoror especial object being, as indicated
in the report of the committee, to protect American manufacturers from
foreign competition.

The report also informs us, Mr. Chairman—

That the proposed bill, if enacted into law, will certainly reduce the revenune
from imports at least $60,936,5536, and probably more, and from the internal
revenue $10,327,878, or, in the aggregate, §71,264,414.

Again, its chairman [Mr. McKINLEY], in his opening address, tells
us that—
it is safe to assume that no increase of the revenues, taking the bill through,
will arise from the articles upon which duties have been advanced.

His statement is but in accord with our past experience. As duties
upon imports have been inereased toward the prohibitory limit, the
revenues have generally diminished, and where the duties have been
reduced the revenues have correspondingly advanced.

I see no reason, Mr. Chairman, why the rule should not prevail
under the operation of the pending measure.

But, sir, that we may reasonably and fairly approximate the con-
dition of the Treasury, as it will be under the working of the bill,
should it become law, at the end of the fiscal year ending June 30,
1891, we should bear in mind the amount of the annual revenues for
each of the past six years, which were:

For the year ending June 30—
1884

........................................ $348, 519, 869, 92
AR N RN e R R, 323, 690, 706. 38
ST i S P Y G P 7 S e . 336, 439, 727. 06
T R S e R G R 371, 403, 277, 66
Y N I S G T R, 379, 266, 074.76
I R R RS S, 387, 050, 058, 84

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his report of December 2, 1889, to
the Speaker of this House, informs us that the revenues and expendi-
tures for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, actual and estimated,
will be as follows: -

REVENUES.
ining
Quarterended Rema
Source. September 30, tz’;ﬁ;"::&s Total,
. 1889 (actual). (estimated).
Cust .| §54, 274, 697,04 |§161, 725,302, 96 | §220, 000, (00,00
Internal revenue...... 34,783, 244,96 | 100, 266, 755.04 | 135, 000, 000. 00
Sales of public lands.. 1, 957, 706. 51 5,042,293, 49 7, 000, 000. 00
Profits on coinage, assays, 1,475, 9M40.83 7,026,059, 17 8, 500, 000, 00
Tax on national banks ............. 601,392, 98 838, 607. 02 1,500, 000. 00
Fees—consular, leiters-patent,

PO T e G R 873,920, 46 2,126, 079. 54 3, 000, 000. 00
Interest and sinking:

Cific TAIIWAYE i ... sosinsssnniianen 645, 876.19 1,334,123.81 2, 000, 000, 00
Customs fees, fines, penalties,ete. 292, 323.39 707, 676. 61 1, 000, 000, 00
Sales of Government property... 40, 070,41 200, 929, 59 250, 000, 00
Deposits for surveying public

lands 33,411,13 216, 588, 87 250, 000. 00
Revenues of the District of Co-

lambin 205, 145. 61 2,204, 854,39 2, 500, 000. 00
MiscellBneons . ..o cosvspimssssssens] 811,599.17 3, 188, 400. 83 4, 000, 000. 00

Total ordinary receipts.......| 100,003, 378.68 | 284, 006, 671. 32 | 355, 000, 000, 00
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EXPEXDITURES,
Remainin
Quarier end three-fi
Object. September 80, | “Dree Total.
1889 (actual}, | Of the year
ot vl e
ng B3,
houses, and ecollecting the
revenue §19, 503, 943, 32 | §50,406,056.68 | $70, 000,000.00
Indians 2, 024, 876.03 4,975, 123.97 ", 000, 000, 00
Pensi 85,487,627.37 | 68,512,372.63 , 00
Military establishment, includ-
ing fortifications, river and
barbor improvements, and
1 14,762,047.51 | 33,237,952.49 48, 000, 000, 00
Naval establishment, ineludlns
1s and hi ¥, B0
improvements at navy-yards..| §,473,675.92 | 17,523,324.08 23, 000, 000, 00
Expenditures for District of Co-
Iumbia 1, 849,727.00 3, 150, 273. 00 5, 000, 000, 00
Interest on the public debt.........| 10,283 457.17 | 25,706, 542.83 386, 000, 000, 00
Total ordinary expenditures., B9, 488, 354, 32 | 203, 511, 645. 68 | 293, 000, 000. 00
LY
Total receipls, actual and estimated...... $385, 000, 000, 00
Total expenditures, actual and estimated ........cooveaersnmmnee saoneees 293, 000, 000, 00
Estimated surplus, applicabl® to the purchase of bonds. 000. 00
Estimated amount required for the sinking-fund. .......... 9

Leaving a net surplus for the year of . ........ccoomur e sanas
And for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891:

REVENUES, ESTIMATED,

From §220, 000, 000. 02
From internal rev et S A T i 135, 000, GO0, 00
From sales of public lands 7, 000, 000, 00
From Froﬁls on coi , DSSAYE, ele. 8, 500, 000, 00
From fees—consular, letters patent, and land 3, 000, 000, 00
From intlerest and sinking fund, Pacific raillways......ccccccvvcccennnns 2, 000, 000. LD
tax on national banks........ 1, 500, 000. 00
From customs fees, fines, p Ities, etc. 1, 000, 000. 00
From sales of Government property 250, 000, 00
From deposits for surveying publie lands, 250, 000, 00
From revenues of the District of Columbin 2, 500, 000. 00
From miscell sour A 4,000, 00, 00
Total estimated receipts............ 385, 000, 000. 00
EXPENDITURES, ESTRMATED.
Legislative establisl t. £3,599,152.15
E ive establisk t
Execuntive proper. £153, 644. 00
State Department 150, 150. 00
Treasury Department 8,790,274.55
War Department. 2, 188, 750, 00
Navy Depart t 450, 906, 00
Interior PERMEIE o oesi v nae saerdosbmnssnamommrinsss -y TR, 194 00
Diopacummt o Axcod 1, 208, 430. 00
n T £ . 5
Department of LADOT.......ccc sarssarssasssnsersns ninmsssimns 158, 410,00
Depart t of Justice 190, 650. 00
—— 18,081, 778,55
Judicial establish t 434, 750, 00
Foreign int 1, 807, 285. 00
Military establishment... e seis vems srenss ssnns sassssssassssserss 25, 408, 148. 86
Naval establishment. 24,290, 498. 79
Indian nifairs 5, 804, 390,77
Pensions 08, 587, 252.00
Publie works—
ve, £8, 000. 00
Treasury Department... . ..cceiiicinmsianse svssmenss 0, 453, 453, 00
War Depart b 12,020,134, 74
Navy D t | S 1, 308, 755, 00
IS gt
ol ca , 500.
— 19,007, 442.74
Postal service 7,020, 361. 65
Legislati $3,021,531. 12
Treasury Depart t 10, 542, 694. 45
War Depart t 5,551, 040. 35
Interior Depart t 6, 650, 575, 00
Department of Justice. 3, 900, 000. 00
District of Columbia.... 5,380, 114.27
35, 045, 955.19
FPerninnent annual appropriations:
Interest on the public debt .31, 500, 000. 00
Ref B ,internalr , lands, ete..10, 393, 630. 00
lecting re from cust 5, 500, 000. 00
Miscellaneons B, 075, 700. 00
52, 469, 330, 00
Total estimated expenditures, excluding sinking fund...... 292,271, 404.70
EEe———
Or an estimated surplus of. 92,728, 595. 30
Esti 1 t required for the sinking fund. ............. wee 49,159, 073.00
Leaving a net surplus for the year of, 43, 569, 522. 30

It must be remembered, Mr. Chairman, that the estimates of receipts
for the present and the coming year are based upon the revenue laws

i‘:rfmwhentheﬂmhzymadehhmport, ontheﬂddayof Decem-

Taking the statement of the majority of the'Committee of Ways and
Means to be true, there will be a reduction of revenue for the year
1801, if the bill under consideration be enacted into law, of $§71,264,-
414, which would bring the sum total of the Secretary’s estimated re-
ceipts for that yeardown to$313,735,686. 'What inereases to the revenne
will result from the bill are altogether problematical. They can but be
very few and of small amounts, as the chairman [ Mr. MCKINLEY] has
advised us that no increase of revenues will arise from the articles upon
which duties have been advanced, taking the bill through.

An inspection of the bill will show that there has been a greater
number of increases than decreases of duty. So much, Mr. Chairman,
as to the probable amount of revenue that will acerne to the Govern
ment. .

One thing is certain, that as a measure to supply revenue adeguate
to the expenditures of the Government it is almost certain to prove an
utter failure.

However, if it should fail in this particular, we ought not to com-
plain, as it is not intended to he promotive of revenue. An increased
protection to American manufactures i foreign competition ap-
pears to be its chief purpose, and if that be accomplished the inten-
tion of its authors and supporters will be gratified. There can be no
doubt as to the intense satisfaction that such a result will afford its
beneficidries.

Having examined theereditside of the Government’s ledger for 1891,
let us take a glance at the debit column.

The first item which attracts attention is that of pensions, $98,587,-
252. Why, sir; there is not a member of this committee, be he Dem-
ocrat or be he Republican, who has any acquaintance whatever with
the present extreme and unwarranted activity of the Pension Office, and
its reckless and extravagant methods in the allowance of pensions, but
who feels entirely confident that this estimate will be too small by at
least $10,000,000, without taking into consideration the pension legis-
lation of the present Congress.

The present Commissioner has informed us that, during the six
months preceding the 1st day of January last, he had paid on account
of pensioners $53,207,604, and that, too, before his machinery for manu-
facturing pensions had been perfected into its present great efficiency.
But, Mr. Chairman, when we recall the pension measures which have

both Houses during the present session and become laws, and
also the two bills which are pending in conference between the two
Houses, and also the bills which are sure to be enacted into laws be-
fore this Congress expires, no one who hears me or has the slightest
knowledge of public affairs, will entertain a doubt as to the inevitable
increase of our expenditures during the fiscal year ending June 30,
1891, as the result of new pension legislation, to an amount not less
than $75,000,000. So we are beyond question, if the bill before us
shonld become law, to have a largely decreasing revenue with an in-
creasing expenditure to provide for during the coming fiscal year.

I do not eare to refer to other items in the Secretary’s budget of ex-
penditures, further than to say that as yet we have not been turnished
with any practical evidence that the present Congress will be remark-
able in history for its economy in the matter of appropriations or in its
decrease of salaried officials. From the facts and figures, Mr. Chair-
man, which I have given, gentlemen can draw their own conclusions.
My own opinion is that the revenues accruing during the fiscal year ot
1891 will fail to reach the expenditures of the Government during the
same period by fully $60,000,000, if not more—taking it for granted
that the bill under consideration will be enacted into law and that the
pension legislation to which I have alluded will be accomplished.

Ever since 1865 the annual receipts have largely exceeded the annual
disbursements, and shounld this experience be reversed, as I firmiy be-
lieve it will be during the next fiscal year nnder the proposed laws con-
cerning pensions and taxation, other and additional means must be de-
vised for the support of the Government.

After the manufacturers shall have enjoyed the many and greatadvan-
tages which this bill has conferred npon them, think you that they will
be willing to surrender them for the welfare of the Government and
for the benefit of the people, and permit a decrease of duties so that
imports may increase and additional revenues thus acerne to the Treas-
ury ?

If, sir, you or your politieal associates believe for a moment that you
can persuade the beneficiaries of this bill to willingly yield up the great
and substantial profits which it affords them, to the detriment of the
consumers of the couniry, and ab the same time retain their friendship,
loyalty, and active support, you and they have lived and labored in vain.
The manufacturers will not abate one farthing of their ill-gotten gains,
except of pecessity, no matter how great and pressing the requirements
of the Government may be or how severely the people may be suffering
under the imposed for their benefit. They will go into the
mu‘-iket, and in the market they will find and purchase men to do their
bidding.

What then will it be within your power to do toward compensating a
declining and a deficient revenue? It is folly, worse than folly, to talk
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of purging the pension roll. Thisour Republican friends will not do,
nor permit to be done. ‘What then?

Sir, in order to meet the expenditures, you must either repeal the

rovisions of the acts of January 14, 1875, and of .Tuly 12, 1882, which
ve set apart $100,000,000 in gold for the redemption of the United
States Treasury notes, now in cirenlation, or you must reseind the law
of February 25, 1862, known as the sinking fund act, through which
the redemption of the national bonds is, in part, being accomplished,
or you must borrow money, and thus increase our bonded indebted-
ness: and from one, or two, or all of these sources you must derive
fands with which to make up the deficiency of the annual receipts as
compared with the annual expenditures. *

As I have said, no such a deficiency has occurred since 1865. Sub-
sequent to that year and till now the annual revenues have largely ex-
ceeded the annual demands upon the Treasury.

Sir, the people have borne many and grievous things from the Re-
publican party during the past twenty-five years, but I can not believe
that in a time of profound peace, when the Government may be eco-
nomically yet efficiently administered, they will give their sanction to
the enactment of such laws as produce snch evil consequences. I be-
lieve that the greater portion of the $100,000,000 in gold should be used,
not, however, to defray current expenses, but to pay our bonded debf,
and for no other purpose,

To use the moneys accrning under the sinking-fund act, exceptsolely
and exclusively for the redemption of our interest-bearing indebted-
ness, wonld be an unspeakable outrage upon the tax-payers of the coun-
try. It wonld be acrime which should never be forgiven.

To borrow money predicated upon the issuance of new bonds wounld,
if it were possible, be a greater crime, for which no plea in justification
could be presented at the bar of public opinion.

Mr. Chairman, I have said that the protection of the home manufact-
urer was the major object of the pending bill. In so saying, however,
I had reference to its purpose as declared by its anthors. To under-
stand the measure fully and correctly, however, the policy of the Re-
publican party in other directions must be taken into consideration,

Let me, Mr. Chairman, present to the committee the entire pro-

me as I understand it to be, and in which the tariff bill is the open-

g act, and upon the success of which the others are sure to follow.
The complete protection of the manufacturers and the diminution of the
annual revenne so that it can not meét an inereased annual expendi-
ture, begotten by extravagant and unjustifiable legislation will create
a necessity for more money, and to get hold of the needed funds the
laws to which I have referred must be and will be repealed. The bill
before us, if it should become law, will not be amended so as to pro-
cure more revenue, because it would requmire that the duties on im-
ports should be diminished 80 as tolet in foreign products. This, as we
all know, would bring into the Treasury a sufficient supply; but the
manufacturers wounld not permit the law to be touched. Therefore
other sources for revenue must be sought after.

By using the sinking fund for the purpose of meeting annual ex-
penditures, the gradual and certain extinction of the interest-bearing
indebtedness will be prevented, so that when our bonds mature there will
not be a dollar in the Treasury that can be applied to their pay-
ment.

This indebtedness must then be refunded at another rate of interest
" and to continue many years before maturity; and through this creation
of new obligations, to take the place of the existing but unpaid bonds,
the national-banking system will derive a new life, to continue so long
as these new obligations shall remain unpaid. That this will be a
necessary consequence, if this tariff bill be enacted into law, there can
not possibly be a doubt. :

Mr. Chairman, this measure, taken in connection with the pensionleg-
islation, means—

First. Complete protection tohome manufacturesagainst foreign com-

tition.
peSemnd. The refunding of the public debt.

Third. The indefinite continuance of the national-banking system
with the character of enrrency as now exists under and by virtue ofit.

To completely satisfy every doubt as to the truth of these proposi-
tions, if doubt shounld exist in the mind of any one, Mr. Chairman, we
have but to consider, in addition to the increased duties as they appear
in the bill and the declaration of the majority of the committee, the
present condition of our bonded indebtedness.

On the 1st day of February last we had outstanding and drawing 4}

cent. interest per annum and due September 1, 1891, bonds amount-
ing to $117,969,400; and also outstanding and drawing 4 per cent. inter-
est per annum and due July 1, 1907, bonds aggregating $622,248,400.

How are these obligations to be met, Mr. Chairman, when they fall
due if our annual revenue is not to exceed our annnal expenditure ?

Sir, it is nnnecessary to further discuss the revenue feature of this
bill. The facts and the figures which I have given speak for them-
selves and are within the easy comprehension of any one who will give
them his attention.

As tothe policy involved there can notbe a difference of opinion among
those who are sincerely desirous of a reform in the economic and mone-

tary administration of the Government, and I desire, here and now, to

lace upon record my opposition to a system of taxation which falls
Eghtest upon the luxuries and heaviest upon the necessaries of life, and
which operates for the protection of certain industries to the great dis-
advantage of all other interests and of the consumers generally; and,
also, to the refunding of the pmblic debt; and, also, to the perpetua-
tion of the present banking system, with its method of distributing
money among the people.

+ With duties imposed for revenue only and so ordered as to be least
burdénsome to the agricultural and laboring classes, with our bonded
indebtedness completely discharged, and with the free and unlimited
coinage as well of silver as of gold, supplemented by a sufficient supply
of paper currency, emanating from the Government and going
to the people and not through corporate agencies, I believe a happier
and more prosperous era will dawn upon those great interests, which
are not only so sadly neglected, but are so grievously oppressed by
Federal legislation.

Until these things be accomplished, agriculture and labor can hope
for no substantial relief.

Let us now, Mr. Chairman, examine certain provisions of the bill
which directly affect the farming portion of our population. It is true
that we find in the pending measure a duty of 30 cents per bushel
placed upon all barley thatmay be imported, and of 15 cents per bushel
upon all corn that may be imported, and of 15 cents per bushel upon
all oats that may be imported, and of 10 cents per bushel upon all rye
that may be imported, and of 25 cents per bushel upon all wheat that
may be imported, and of $30 per head npon all mules and horses that
mz;{ege imported, and of §1.50 per head upon all hogs that may be im-

Sir, can it be possible that the framers of this bill have the slightest
expectation that the duties which I have enumerated will be of the
smallest value to those who grow cotton, corn, wheat, rye, oats, and
barley, and that they will be eaught by such chaff and accept them
as full compensation for the extraordinary, unnecessary, and oppressive
taxation that is levied upon the clothing which they wear, upon the
household and kitchen utensils which they must use, upon the agri-
cnltural implements which are of prime necessity to them, and upon
the almost thousand and one other articles which are essential to their
health, comfort, and happiness? =

Speaking for the constituency which I have the honor to represent
upon this floor, I can safely affirm that it is one of too much intelli-
gence to be so easily deceived. :

To the farmers of Texas there is not one single clause in the bill,
from its beginning to its end, that will help them in the least particular.

What farmer is so ignorant as to imagine for a moment that a duty
of 15 cents per bushel on corn will be of any value to him ?

8ir, 17,034,438,538 bushelsof corn have been grown in this country and
568,765,729 bushels have been exported during the past ten years. Dur-
ing that time only 325,576 bushels have been imported, the importation
for the past year being only 2,401 bushels.

Is it because of the foreign supply introduced into this country
that corn has become so cheap in certain sections? In 1889 we ex-
ported 69,592,929 bushels and imported 2,401 bushels. How does
the export and import of corn for that year compare in valune? Ex-
port, $32,982,277; import,$1,216. The amount ofinjury done the corn-
growers of the United States by the introduction during the year 1889
of $1,216 worth of foreign corn must have weighed very heavily upon
the minds and consciences of the gentlemen who constitute the ma-
jority of the Committee on Ways and Means.

As to wheat, we find that 4,496,953,588 bushels were produced in
this conntry from 1830 to 1889, hoth years inclusive, and that, durin,
the same period, 932,413,176 bushels were exported and 4,188,
bushels were imported. In other words, during those years the wheat-
grower sold to the foreigner $977,886,989 worth of his wheat, and the
foreigners sold to the consumers of this country $4,217,467 worth of
the same product. .

Can you hope, Mr, Chairman, that the wheat producers of the Westf,
with these facts and figures staring them in the face, can be made to
believe that their sufferings are because of the imporiation of wheat,
and that a duty of 25 cents per bushel upon the foreign production will
relieve them? If so, try it, and bring us their answer when Congress
convenes in December next.

As to rye, my information is that from 1830 to 1888, inclusive, the
production in the United States amounted to 227,257,398 bushels, of
which 18,075,918 bushels were exported. Against this exportation
there was an importation of 4,021,751 bushels, or in dollars and cents
there were $13,734,978 received against $3,151,721 expended. If we
take the exports and imports of the last year only the account will
stand, export $158,917, import $24.

Mr, Chairman, the bosom of the rye-grower will, indeed, swell with
exultation when he learns that the Committee on Ways and Means of
the Federal House of Representatives have determined, once for all,
that he shall no longer be forced to compete with the ** blasted for-
eigner ' in the sale of his product.

Of course, the majority of the committee expect him to henceforth
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vote the Republican ticket as an evidence of his gratitude for their ex-
ceeding great kindness to him.

Notwithstanding the immense press of business upon them and the
multitode of those who were seeking favor at their hands, they were
not nnmindful of his sad condition.

products, upon which the people of our own and other countries de-
pend for food. 3 :

The tables, which were prepared for me by the Government statisti-
cian, and which I now submit to the committee, will demonstrate with
conclusiveness that the soil and those who cultivate it are the prinei-

Will he be forgetful of them at the elections which are to come?
-We shall see.

Mr. Chairman, time will not t me to continue the review of
the production, exportation, and importation of the great agricultural

pal sources from which our national wealth in all its rich and surpass-
ing abundance has been derived, and that, too, in spite of and in the
face of the most unfriendly legislation for the past twenty-five
years.

Statement showing quantity and home value of the products of the following cereals and cotton in the United States JSor the years ending December 31,

1880 to 1889,

inclusive,

[From reports of the Department of Agriculture,]

Corn. Wheat. Rye.
Years,
Bushels. Value, Bushels, Value. Bushels, Value

1880 1,717,434,543 |  $670,714,409 | 408,549,868 |  £474,201, 850 24,540,829 §18, 564, 560
1881 1,194, 916, 000 759, 452,170 883, 280, 000 456, 8BS0, 427 20, 704, 950 19,3827, 416
1882 waes] 1,617,025,100 | 783,867,175 504,185,470 | 445,602,125 20,960, 057 18, 430, 194
1883 551, 066, 895 051,485 | 421,086,160 | 383’ 649,252 28, 058, 582 16, 300, 500
1884 . 1,795, 528, 060 , 785, 560 512, 765, 000 330, 862, 260 28, 640, 000 14,657,048
1855 1,936,176,000 | 635,674,630 | 857,112,000 | 275,520, 390 21,756, 000 12,594, 820
1836 1, 665, 441, 000 610, 311, 000 457, 218, 000 314, 226, 020 24,489, 000 13, 181, 330
1887 1, 456, 161, 000 646, 106, 770 456, 329, 000 310, 612, 960 20, 663, 000 11,283,140
1888 1, 987,790, 000 677, 661, 680 415, 868, 000 385, 248, 030 415, 000 , 721, 869
IBB . casisiss smrsisninssnssrasaries ransbbust 49500000 a0s sastesans s oanensnsasttsesisansnessss et sradnsses 2,112, 892, 000 597,918, 820 490, 560, 000 491,707 a)

Total... 17,084, 438,538 | 6,689,423,608 | 4,496,953,588 | 8, 719,095,051 | 227,257,808 141,269, 871

Oats, Barley. Cotton.
Years,
Bushels, Value, Bushels. Value, Pounds. Value,

1880 417,885,380 | §150, 243, 565 45,165,846 | . $30,000,742 | 2,771,797,156 |  $242,140,087
1381 416, 481, 000 198, 41,161, 830 33,862,513 | 3,199,822, 682 280, 266, 242
1882 488, 250, 610 182, 978, 022 48,953, 926 80,768,015 | 2,588, 240,050 250, 016, 815
1883, 571,802, 400 187,040, 264 50, 186, 097 20,420,423 | 3,405,070,410 309, 696, 500
1834 , B3, 628, 000 161, 528, 470 61, 203, 000 20,779,170 | 2,757,544, 422 250, 5904, 750
1885 629, 409, 000 179, 631, 860 58, 360, 000 867,606 | 2,742,966,011 253, 993, 385
1888, b 624, 134, 000 186,157, 930 59, 428, 000 31,840,510 | 3,182, 305, 659 269, 980, 812
1857 659,618,000 | 200, £99,790 56, 812, 000 , 464,890 | 8,157, 378,443 257, 205, 827
T T M P B o I S e S T 701, 735, 000 195, 424, 240 884, 000 87,672,082 | 3,439,172,391 201, 045, 346
1889 : 751,515,000 | 171,781,008 a) {a) 8, 437, 408, 4! 292, 129, 209

Total I 5,843, 058,390 | 1,808, 664,109 485,103,719 285,764,791 | 50, 681, 705, 723 2,706,177, 873

aXNo data,

Tabl; showing the quantities of the domestic exports and imports of the following commodities from and inlo the United States during each year ending
: June 30, from 1880 {0 1889, ;

’
DOMESTIC EXPORTH.

Years, Corn. Wheat. Rye. Oats Barley. Cotton. Cattle, Sheep. Hogs.
Bushels. B u hels. Bushels. Bushels. Pounds. Number. Number, | Number,
1880 169,877 | 153,233,795 | 2,912,754 766,366 | 1,128,923 | 1,822 001,114 182, 756 209,187 £3.434
1881 91,908 175 | 150,565,477 | 1,928, 437 402, 904 885,246 | 2,190,928, 772 185, 707 179,919 77, 456
1832 43,184,015 | 95,271, 802 973, 921 , 690 205,930 | 1,789,975, 961 108,110 139, 676 36, 368
1883 .. 40,586, 106, 385,828 | 2,170,026 461,496 433 005 | 2,288 075, 062 104, 444 337,251 16,129
1884 45, 247, 490 70,349,012 | 6,220,206 | 1,760,376 724,955 | 1,862,572, 530 190,518 273,874 46, 382
1885 51,834,416 | 84,653,714 | -2,950,558 | 4,191,692 | 629,130 | 1,801,659, 472 133, 890 234, 500 55,025
1886 655, 57, 759, 209 196,725 | 5,672, 694 252,183 | 2,058,087, 444 119, 065 177, 504 74,187
1887 . 40,807,252 | 101,971,049 357, 256 410,283 | 1,805,300 | 2,169,457, 330 106, 459 121,701 75, 353
1888 24,278, 417 65, 789, 261 78,783 832, 564 550, 2, 264, 120, 826 140, 208 143,817 23, 755
1889 ... { 502, 46,414,129 287, 252 624,226 | 1,440,321 | 2,384, 816, 660 205, 796 128, 852 45,128
Total 568,765,720 | 982,413,176 | 18,075,018 | 15,278,201 | 7,555,877 | 20, 671,705,180 | 1,478,943 | 1,046,330 | 533,247
IMPORTS,
1830 58,876 462, 882 532, 585 480,576 | 7,132,258 8,547,792 a a (a)
1881 75,155 200, 620 473,925 64,412 | 9,628,616 4,449, 866 a a (a
1882 69, 621 846,675 954, 119 | 1,850,983 | 12,182,722 4,339,952 a a (a
1883 25, 989 1,075,725 973, 815,017 | 10, 050, 687 4,081, 045 a a ﬁn
1884 4,8M 24,329 656,113 54,627 | 8,596,122 7,019,492 99,769 275 a
1885 4,507 206, 556 239, 014 84,397 | 9,986,507 5,115, 680 105,128 338, 609 a
1886, 16,104 880, 540 178,792 90,450 | 10,197,115 5,072,334 7,625 402, 843 a
1587 30, 536 277,842 18,469 87,380 | 10,355, 504 3,924, 531 87,080 479, a
1838 , 87,493 583,115 41 67,838 | 10,831, 461 5, 497,502 64,871 478, a
T R AT R T R A 2,401 130, 649 16 22 310 | 11,868, 414 7,973, 089 61,991 404,817 a
Total 825, 576 4,188,033 | 4,021,751 | 3,576,990 (100,232,496 51,022,223 495,924 | 2,395,422 [..nverereisees
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Table showing the values of domestic exports and imports of the foumug commodities from ami into the United States dmiwmkymmdmg.fm
30, from 1880 o 1889,
DOMESTIC EXPORTS,

Total value of Per cent,

Years, domestic ex- Corn, Wheat. Rye. Oats. Barley. Cotton., Cattle, Bheep. Hogs. Total. total of
ports. exports.
] !

$190,546,505 | 82,862,765 | $308,120 | §784,8190 | §211,535,905 | §13,344,195 | £8592,647 | £421,089 | $473 404,101 57.49

167,698,485 | 1,885,813 | 186,899 549,245 | 247,605,746 | 14,304,108 | 762,924 572,138 | 484,358,080 54.87

112,929,718 046,086 | 298,349 151,575 | 199,812,644 | 7,800,227 | 603,778 | 509, 851, 897, 858 48,00

119,879,341 | 1.657,908 | 233,843 | 209,137 | 247,328,721 | 8,841,431 | 1,154,856 | 272,516 | 406,923,023 50. 650

75,026,678 | 4,323,105 | 700,604 s 197,015,204 | 17,855,495 | 850,146 | 627, 824, 450, 468 44.79

72,933,097 | 2,000,294 | 1,589,640 846,302 | 201,062,458 | 12,006,690 | 512,568 | 579,183 | 820,834,095 44,15

50,262, 715 133,105 | 1,944,772 166,330 | 205,085,642 | 10,958, 954 ,844 | 674,207 | 801,286,581 45.25

90,716, 481 216,190 | 179,634 853,405 | 206,222,057 | 9,172,136 | 254,725 | 564,753 | 827,526,742 46.54

56, 241, 468 50,705 | 143,284 817,230 | 223,016,760 | 11,577,578 | 280,400 | 193,017 | 805,176,491 44,63

41, 652, 701 158,017 | 245,562 853,490 | 237,775,270 | 16,616,917 | 366,181 764 | 831,008,079 45.33

977, 880, 989 | 13,734, 978 | 5,830, 86 l 4,725,164 | 2,177,450,407 | 122,877,726 rﬁ,cm, 167 | 4,770,888 | 3, 626, 956, 370
IMPORTS,
ears, | Totsl values Barl Cotto 1 ogs. Total. P?rt?t:lt'
- o

Y of imports. Corn. Wheat. Rye. Oata. ey, n Cattle, Sheep. {H o -y
$667, 954, 746 $65, 364 $584,475 | §373,558 | §152,659 | 84,537,921 501, 120 a a a £6, 935, 097 0.94

664, 88,126 204,508 | 415,763 | = 23, 6,602,125 757, 808 a a a 8,181, 053 1.27

T24, 639, 574 59, 805 1,077,795 839, 189 784,118 | 10, 866, 628 789, 844 a a n 14, 467, 469 1.99

723,180, 914 22, 895 1,070, 316 360,855 | 7,737,984 800,532 a a a 10, 685, 885 1.48

1697, 4,839 23, 920 459,015 22,004 | 5,922, 144 1,879,850 | $3,103,781 | $891,390 a 11, 807, 843 1.77

577,527, 329 4,002 170, 200 181, 949 18,707 | 6,522,092 954, 2,813,613 | 897,739 a 11,058, 152 1.91

633, 436, 136 B 78 331,303 180 30,792 | 7,177,887 672,508 1,281,765 | 1,006,785 a 10, 638, 085 1.67

692,319, 768 16,636 218, 867 10,720 29,570 | 6,173,208 L9283 | 1,892,032 | 1,245,782 al 9, 620, 752 1.39
?23,%?.]14 20, 507 466, 836 20 23,655 | 8,076,082 744, 8500 B75, 998 | 1,366, 320 a, 11, 574, 268 1.60

: 745,131, 652 1,216 119,017 24 10,178 | 7,723,838 1,194, 505 708, 469 | 1, 259,000 a 11,011, 247 1.48
Total... 6, 800, 599, 554 292, 265 4,217,467 | 8,151,721 | 1,451,670 | 71,429,909 8,419,155 | 9,670,658 | 6,667,016 ‘ ................ 105, 209, 851 ....covenenmes .

a Not enumerated,

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU oF StaTIsTIcs, Washington. D. C., May 10, 1?90.

And, sir, as additional evidence upon the subject of home produc-
“tion and exportation, I present to the committee another statement

8. G. BROCK, Chief of Bureat.

which shows, under appropriate classification, the value of the products
so exported.

Exports of domestic merchandise,
Products of mining, Exports of
Products of agri- | Produets of manu-
Year ending June 30— culture. facture. fomlr;gtg‘sheries, d“::lgh
Total. and silver,
Value. cI;:‘;. Value. :;:i Value. cl;f,l

1860 256,560,972 | 81,14 , 658, 14.43 | §14,022,578 | 4.43 | 8316, 242,423 | $56, 946, 851
1870 361,188,483 | 79.34 47 921,154 | 10.53 46,008,704 | 16,13 | 455,208,341 | 43,883 803
1875 430, 305, 570 | 76.95 5, , 755,432 | 13.55 63,175,636 | 9.50 | 559,237,688 | 83,857,120
1876 456,113,515 | 76. 67 l, 374,007 | 13.68 67,430,123 | 9.65 | 594,917,715 | 50,028 601
1877 450, 784, 148 | 72 007, 13.91 | 85,238,933 | 13.46 980, 43,134,738
1878 .00 536,192,873 | 77.07 91,416,576 | 13.14 68,140,481 | 9.79 | 095,749,930 | 27,061,885
1879 546,476,703 | 78.12 | 89,117,215 | 12.74 | 63,044,824 | 9 14 , 538, 17,553, 035
U | T S , 961, 83,25 79,510,447 | 9.65 58,474,815 | 7.10 | 823,946,353 | 9,347, 803
1881 730,304,043 | B2.63 , 219,350 | 10.10 64,811,624 | 7.27 | E83,025, 947 14, 226, 944
1882 552,219,819 | 75.81 | 103,132,481 | 14.08 77,887,432 | 10.61 | 733,289,733 | 43,480,271
L R S R ety 619,269,449 | 77.00 | 111,890,001 | 13.91 78,064.182 | 9,00 | B804,223.632 | 21,623 181
IBEAL L.y vvus hiianinssshoneyns s ear suayin sssass meesss bASASEPIRAHLSN beos peoby emasss samres 536,315,318 | 73.98 | 111,830,242 | 15.85 77,819,202 | 10.67 | 724,964,852 | B0, 225, 635
1885 72, T2.96 | 117,259 810 | 16,14 79,250,170 | 10,90 | 726,682,946 | 24,376,110
1886 ,954,505 | 72.82 | 106,419,692 | 15.98 | 74,590,242 | 11.20 | 665,964,529 | 51,924,117
1887 ... 523,073,793 | T4.41 136,735, 105 | 19,45 43,214,020 | 6,14 | 703,022,923 22,710,340
1888 500, 840, 086 | 73,23 | 130,300,087 | 19.05 52,721,981 | 7.72 | 653,862,104 | 33,195,504
1889 .... | 532, 141,490 | 72.87 | 138,676,507 | 18.99 59,466,612 | 8.14 | 730,282,609 | 80,214,004

This table, Mr, Chairman, suggests the query, Why have the non-
aided industries so far ontstripped the aided industries in the enhance-
ment of our national wealth? No one will affirm that the great prod-
ucts of agriculture have ever received any substantial assistance from
the Government, and no one will deny that the manufacturer has been
fostered and ecared for by the Government for more than a hundred

ears.
g He has for a century been the petted and the spoiled favorite of
Congress, and yet we find him far in the rear of the farmer in their re-
spective contributions to swell the volume of our foreign trade.

Strange to say he dreads to face the foreigner at home or abroad. He
is too cowardly and selfish to be depended upon in an open-field fight;
nor is he willing to take his chances with his neighbors. He will not
rely npon himself and is always appealing to the Government for help.

The showing, as made in this table, places him in a very awkward
sitnation, indeed, before the country, whileon the other hand it speaks
volumes in praise of the farmer, who, depending upon himself alone
and burdened with exactions levied u%on him for the support of the
manufacturer, enters the markets of &

hy of his success $532,141,490 of foreign gold in a single yecar to en-

rich his own people, or leaves it there as payment for imports of equal
value which were purchased by us.

.

e world and brings back asa_

Sir, during the course of this debate I have heard much said of the
farmers along onr Canadian border and of what great things this meas-
ure contemplates doing for them, but not a word have I heard fall
from the lips of any gentleman upon the Republican side of this
Chamber in behalf of the producer of cotton. Nor have I been able
in all the provisions of this bill, after the most diligent search, to dis-
cover one single item which will be of the slightest benefit to this great
industry—the greatest and most important of them all—giving em-
ployment to more labor—clothing the world with its fabrics—and con-
stituting in value almost one-third of all our foreign exports.

To illustrate, Mr. Chairman, the exceeding great importance of cot-
ton as a factor, not only in our internal, but also in our foreign com-
merce, let us recur briefly to the tables which I have already presented
to the committee.

Taking the year 1889 as an instance, we find that during that period
there was produced in this country cotton to the extent of $202,139,209
in value, and of this $237,775,270, or, rather, its representative, 2,384,-
816,669 pounds, were exported the remainder of the crop being used
at home. We also find that the total value of all the domestic prod-
ucts of agricalture exported during that yearamounted to $532,141,490
iel'll sv%l;?a, and that the value of our manufactured exports was $138,-

,507.
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From this it will be seen that, in value, our eotton exports were
almost equal to all other agricultural exports combined and exceeded
all our manufactured exports by $99,098,763.

Notwithstanding this enormous yield, Mr. Chairman, the cultiva-
tion of cotton is a most hazardous industry. From the very day the
planter puts his seed in the ground until the moment of its sale, after
it has been cultivated, picked, ginned, and prepared for market, it is
attended with the greatest danger.

Cold, heat, rain, drought, worms, and fire, with continued expense,
all are to be dreaded, and too often are experienced, to the great and
sometimes to the total loss of the product.

Its cultivation is not confined to any particnlar class of our farmers.
The laborer himself is interested in the quantity and quality of the
cotton which he produces, as he most generally is joint owner with the
proprietor of the soil of the crop which is realized. But should the
cotton-grower escape all of the evils to which I bave alluded and
be rewarded with a satisfactory yield, yet at the end of the year he
may find, as he often does, that the value of his product does not com-
pensate him for the expense which he has incurred in its cultivation
and preparation for market.

The price of cotton in every town and city in the United States is
regulated by the Liverpool quotations, and, as has been too often the
case, speculation, corners, and rings depress its mercantile value until
after it has passed from the farmer's hands.

1 make these observations, Mr, Chairman, that gentlemen upon the
opposite side of this Hall, many of whom have never seen a growing
crop of cotton and know nothing practically about its eultivation, may
understand and appreciate to their full extent the dangers which attend
the growing of this great American produetion.

- Bat, sir, how have the Committee on Ways and Means treated the
cotton-grower of the South? Have they evinced the slightest disposi-
tion to assist him while they have been conferring so many and such sub-
stantial benefits upon other industries? They say that it isimpossible
to protect him. This I deny with the greatest emphasis. The eotton-
grower can and should be protected, not by imposing a duty upon that
which may be imported, nor by giving to him a bounty, but by reliey-
ing him from the weight of taxation.

This was the thing which ought to have been done by the committee,
On the contrary, they have increased his
burdens all along the line, wherever and whenever they could.

I have already spoken, in the conrse of this debate, as to the increase
of the dnty upon the ties that must be used to bind his cotton into
bales from 35 per cent., which is the existing law, to 103.71 per cent.

This increase I regard as wholly inexcusable. It is unconscionable.
It is oppressive in the extreme.

Sir, did time permit I might name to this committee more than a
hundred items of taxation in this bill which fall with peculiar and
pressing hardship upon the cotton-planter. I will only designate a
few. From the different schedules I have selected the following as
fair indications of the full text of the bill, so far as it affects those in
whose behalf I am now speaking:

Per cent.

howut SRR DI WO WINYR: <1 e shresbseenspnasasy byansn srsnsaiss fonnmsd mihicn sh obe Lo g pSvnn 112,00
igheatgmdes of woolen yarn 72,00
Coarse p blanket: 106. 00
Finest cheap blankets, vesesaein = T 00
Coarse cheap woolen hats........coaue : e 111,00
Finest cheap woolen hats 66, 00
Women’s and children’s cheapest dress goods, with cotton warp............. 106, 00
Finest dress goods, with cotton warp 73.00
Lowest grade of woolen cloths 125.00
Highest grade of woolen cloths 86, 00
Cheapest 33&1“.{&9 of knit goods for underwear.. ... iemeeiseani.. 112.00-138, 00
Finest and most expensive qualities of knit goods for underwear........ 78.00

Woole-]\ shawls of the coarsest and lowest grades, used by the poorest =

d 135.00

Womped goods of the lowest grade. 3000
90,

Highest-grade worsted goods . 00
Common window-glass, 16x24 123,10
Common window-glass, 24 x 30, 185.84

Common window glass above those sizes,
&i“jt Tat

s
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=1
-

:
2§
88

Wire-fence rods, No. 6.
%ahle o A T A R S S S e R R Tl g 00
b L 00
Plushes 100. 00
Hosiery. 60,00
Shirts and drawers. 65. 00
Burlaps 50, 00
Brown and bleached 1i S 50. 00
Yarns. 100. 00

‘Who so bold as to deny that these exorbitant and unnecessary duti
must in the end be paid Iy the consumer?

But the answer has been made that to compensate him for these
enormouns burdens he is furnished with a home market. This doctrine,
as well as the one that the duaty is not a tax and that it is paid by the
importer and does notenter into the cost of the product when it reaches
the consumer, the farmer has realized by long and sad experience to
be absolutely false. If the pretense of a home market ever deceived
him, it will deceive him no longer. Nor will he believe that the man-
ufacturer will fail to inerease the price of his product to the consumer
in consequence of the increased rates of duty allowed him by this bill,

and in order to prevent ov uction will form trusts and combina-
tions with his brother manufacturers. He has done so in the past, he
is now doing so, and he will continue 10 do =0 as long as he is thus pro-

Mr. Chairman, every cotton planter of any intelligence whatever
knows that the price of the product at his connty town or at the nearest
railroad depot is its value at Liverpool, less the cost of transportation
and other charges. The New England manufacturer, the Georgia man-
ufacturer, and, if yon please, the Texas manufacturer, adjust their prices
to those of the foreign market, ;

No wonder if is that our towns and cities are becoming overcrowded
with increasing population, and that the farms of the East are being
abandoned, and that those homes, around which the sunshine of pros-
perity once played in continual brightness, are standing tenantless and
desolate. For this sad condition of agriculture in that section Federal
legislation is in a great measure responsible,

Mr. Chairman, the committee provide bounties to be paid out of the
Treasury for the sugar grower and the silk producer, and also draw-
backs for the highly protected manufacturer, so as to enable him to
compete with his foreign competitor. Why could they not have given
some relief to the planter of cotton? The provisions of this bill contain
nothing but burdens and exactions for him, and of these it is full to
the overflowing,

In the course of his remarks upon the bill, delivered a few days since
in this House, the disfingnished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
BAYNE] said:

Now, Mr. Chairman, this tariff bill is the best ever presented to the House of
Rep tatives. It is protection all along the line. It reaches every industry.
It reaches the rich facturer; it reack the workin n in his mill; it
reaches the farmer on his farm; it reaches the sewing girlinthe garret. There
i not a hand manipulation made by a human being in this country that is not
protected by this bill.

The gentleman compliments himself and his committee highly. It
is but natural that the parent should bepleased with his own offspring,
even though it be lamentably hideouns and deformed. I find no fault
with the gentleman or with his committee for the fondness which they
manifest for the child of their own creation.

But when he says that it is protsgtion all along the line, I must take
issue with him. This is a bill in the interest of the manufacturer, and
of the manufacturer only, except that it may be of some slight advan-
tage to the farmer who lives along the eastern extension of the Canadian
border. To the farmers everywhere else, East and West, North and
South, it carries no relief whatever. To them it is extremely hurtful
in whatever light it may be viewed. .

It does, however, reach the manufacturer, and in a manner emi-
nently satisfactory to him. He has gotten that for which he has been
during so many years praying and laboring: complete protection
against his foreign rival.

It approaches him bearing rich and extraordinary gifts, making no
condition save only that once in every two years he must respond in a
proper way—freely, willingly, and liberally—to the demands of the
grand old party.

It reaches the workingman in his mill; but oh, how different is the
manner of its address to him! The bill says to him: ** Workman, be-
fore you can wear or use the products of your own hands yon must pay
to your employer an average of not less than 50 per cent. of their value
more than youn can purchase similar products for in foreign markets. The
employer needs this moneyin order to compensate him for the wages he
is paying you, and he must be repaid. Therefore, return them unto
him with usary.”’

It reaches the farmer also, but as a tax-gatherer, and, reading to him
the long list of heavy duties imposed upon everything which he must
have in order to make life comfortable and to grow his crops, he de-
mands of him a strict compliance with the terms of the law.

The sewing girl in the garret is also reached, not with a blessing, but
with acurse. Itlays hold upon her poverty and her dependence and robs
herof the largest portion of the earnings which accrue to her from four-
teen hours of daily toil. :

Who wouid not be an American manufacturer under a Republican
Administration and the party in full eontrol of both Houses of Congress ?

[Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, withholds his remarks for revision.
See Appendix. ]

Mr. McKINLEY. I now yleld so much time as he may desire to
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BurRrows].

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I do not now remember that we
had any testimony taken before the Committee on Ways and Means
bearing directly, or elaborately at least, upon this particular industry,
For myself I was governed very largely in making this increase by the
testimony taken before the Senate committee in the last Congress, and
by the reasons then urged in the debate on the floor of the Senate for
increasing the duty upon cotton-ties. It isone of those industries that
might be established in the United States in a short time if sufficiently
protected; and to impose this increased taxation, as it is called, in my
Jjudgment will not increase the cost of the product in the end to the
consumer, but will result eventually in establishing a very great, im-
portant, and valuable industry in the United States, ~
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Mr. SAYERS. Will my friend allow me to ask him one question
which is entirely pertinent to the course of his remarks ?

Mr. BURROWS. I have buta minute or two.

Mr. SAYERS. I will try to get you an extension of time if it be
\necessary; I only want to ask a single question. Will the gentleman
be kind enough to state how long a time, how many genm, in his judg-
ment, will lapse before you can bring this industry down to the cheap

basis of which youn speak?

°  Mr. BURROWS. Oh, I do not know exactly. Asa rule, in these
matters the price falls immediately; from the moment the product be-
gins to increase in the home market competition is felt, and it decreases
the price of the foreign as well as the domestic product.

Mr. SAYERS., In the mean time the cotton producer is forced to
suffer.

Mr. BURROWS. If the increased rate should even increase the
price, as the gentleman indicates, it will continue only for a short time.

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to allude to the debate which took place
in the last Congress upon this subject; and I presume I will not trans-
gress the rules of parliamentary law by citing some of the arguments
used in the other branch of Congress upon this important guestion.
During the debate in the Senate in December, 1838, when this question
was under consideration, Mr. ALLISON, in reply to inguiry if we were
producing ties in the United States, said:

A good many cotton-lies were made in the United States some years ago, but
it is now impossible to make them in competition with Belgium and Germany
with the rate of duty imposed by law.

That was in response to a question as to whether cotton-ties were
made in the United States. Then follows this statement by a Senator
from Arkansas:

Mr. Berry, Ishould like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island why this in-
crense was made from 35 per cent. to 108 per cent. ad valorem,

The same question is asked here to-day.

‘What necessity is there for it? If this article is not manufactured in the
United States and no protection is thereby afforded to any industry now in
operation, why is this increase from 35 per cent., by the present law, made to
108 per cent, ad valorem, unless it is for the very reason that the principal
amount of it is used in the South, and it was the intention of gentlemen to dis-
eriminate against that section of the country ¢

Mr. ALLIsoN was favoring the very thing that we want to do under
the present bill, namely, the establishment of the industry in this
country. Then Mr. ALDRICH replied:

Mr. ALpRICH. I will now answer the question of the junior Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. BEgey]. He asks, why increase the duty upon the article of cot-
ton-liea, especially as it ean not be made in this country? The present duty of
85 per cent. upon cotton-ties is one of those anomalies and inequalities which it
is the otieul. of this bill to remedy. The decision of the Treasury Department
which p. the duty on cotton-ties originally at 35 cent. wasundoubtedly
an err lecision, that is, err in the fact that it did not carry outthe
intention of Congress.

The intention was that cotion-ties should pay the same duty as other hoop-
iron. The rate of 35 per cent, has been continued for the reason that there has
been no power that could remedy it. This is the first opportunity that we have
had to remedy that defect. Itis a defect. Ithink every Senator here will un-
derstand that a tie for one use ought not to pay a less rate of duty than a tie for
another use ; that it certainly is not the purpose of tariff legislation to discrim-
inate against one part of the country or in favor of one class of people, however
deserving they may be, as against another class of people.

As to the fact of the ties not being made in this country, they can not be made
in this country for the reason that the duty is 35 per cent.

Mr. Dawes, They used to be made in this coantry.

Mr. ALprICH. They used to be made in this country when they were pro-
tected the same as other hoop-iron was protected, and they can be made in this
couniry, as every one of them will be mage in this country, three months or,
six months after this bill becomes a law,

There is not a single article in the iron and steel schedules bul that its pro-
duction would cease in this country if we should reduce the duty out of propor-
tion to the mrticle from which it is made. Take pig-iron, for instance ; il we
should put down the duty on pig-iron to $3 per ton, leaving other lrnuies the
same; or take steel rails, if we should put the duty on steel rails at half the sum
that we put the duty on pig-iron and other products of iron and steel, within
six months the prosumion in this country would cease, for the reason that the
duty would not be ndegll.lale, and would not bear the proper relation to the
other duties in the bill. That is the simple story of cottonsties. There is noth-
ing about them difficult to make. They can
made here if the daty is made ample,

That is, Mr. Chairman, the whole story. The duty is so low under
the decision of the Secretary of the Treasury that, while formerly we
made cotton-ties in this country, under that decision we have been
driven absolutely out of the business by the cheap labor of Belgium.
Now, it is proposed to do by this bill just what was proposed to be done
in the Senate bill of last year: to put such aduty on the foreign prod-
uct as will enable ns to revive the industry and establish it in the
United States. If this bill passes it will be established, and it will re-
sult in this case as in every other, the statement of our friends on the
other side to the contrary notwithstanding; it will result in demon-
strating beyond question that the time is not far distant when this ar-
ticle will be purchased by the Southern planter much cheaper than he
can purchase it to-day, and it will be purchased from our own people.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow a question?

Mr, McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, if I understood the gentleman
from Alabama [ Mr. CLARKE] aright, he stated that in the Senate hear-
ings, in the letter of J. Painter & Son, they only asked for a retention
of the then existing rate of duty. Am I right about that ?

Mr, CLARKE, of Alabama. That is my understanding of the letter,

made bere, and they will be

Mr. McKINLEY. I thoughtthatwas the understanding of the gen-
tleman. I have before me a%etter from J. Painter & Son & Co., which
may be or not the same letter. I do not know.

Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. Is it on page 686, volume 22

Mr. McKINLEY. It is on page 872, part 3.

Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. I do not see that.

Mr. McKINLEY. I find in that letter, dated December 6, 1888, a
request for an additional duty of two-tenths of 1 cent per pound added
to the rate of duty upon hoop-iron.

Now, Mr. Chairman, a single word. What is a cotton-tie? Itisa

piece of hoop-iron cutinto a length sufficient to go around a bale of cot-
ton. It may have a buckle upon it; it may have some other fastening
upon it, and it is called a cotton-tie. Now, I have never been able to
find any reason why hoop-iron used for baling cotton shounld be dutia-
ble at any other rate than hoop-iron nsed for any other purpose.

Mr. SAYERS. Do youn not propose to increase the duty now ?

Mr. McKINLEY.
one-fifth of 1 cent per pound. We provide for a daty upon hoop-iron
as much as we have always done, and then in addition to that, for the
additional eost of manufacturing, we puton an additional duty of one-
fifth of 1 cent per pound.
talk of our manufacturing them in the United States, and some allu-
sion has been made to the fact that there are in my district two or
three establishments that manufacture hoop-iron.

I believe that to be true; and I congratulate myself that I have a
district where there are very successful manufacturing industries built
up all over the district. We used to manufacture these cotton-ties,
and continued to do so until there was a decision reducing them from
the same duty as was placed on hoop-iron toan ad valorem duty in the
basket clause of the statute, which were held to be ‘* manufactured of
hoop-iron not otherwise provided for.”’ \

While we were manufacturing hoop-iron and cotton-ties in the
United States, and successfully manufacturing them, under the hoop-
iron duty, the price of cotton-ties was reduced to the producers of
cotton in every one of the cotton States, every one of them. The
very instant that our establishments were broken down, because of the
interpretation of the Secretary of the Treasury, that very instant the
price of the cofton-tie went up.

Mr. McMILLIN, Then, asa result of that, you should manufacture
them more easily.

Mr. McKINLEY. On the contrary, they destroyed the manfactur-
ers and did not benefit the producers of cotton in the Sonth. Now,
what does the proposed amendment do as to cotton-ties ?

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman permit
me to ask him a question there?

Mr. McKINLEY. I can not, as I have but a moment, and there
are 1wo or three things I want to say. .

‘We propose to put the cotton-tie in this bill precisely as it was when
made of hoop-iron. It is a manufacture of hoop-iron. For ten years
the duty on the cotton-tie made of hoop-iron has been less than the duty
on hoop-iron itsélf. Now, we propose to equalize the duty and then to
put an additional duty of one-fifth of 1 cent a pound and giveit for the
difference of cost in the manufacture on the other side and the manu-
facture on this side; and if this duty shall be put upon cotton-ties as
recommended by the Committee on Ways and Means gentlemen will
not only be buying cotton-ties made in the North, but they will be buy-
ing cotton-ties made in the South. There are already in the State of
Alabama and also in the city of Chattanooga, Tenn., establishments
ready to manufacture these cotton-ties. Indeed, in Chattanooga they
undertook it, but because of this diminished rate of duty they have
had to quit the business.

M;. SAYERS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques-
tion

Mr. McKINLEY. Certainly.

Mr. SAYERS. I said a few moments ago, on the aunthority of the
Farmers’ Alliance, that there were imported into this country in 1889
one-third of the cotton-ties used. I understand the gentleman denied
the correctness of the assertion ?

Mr. McKINLEY. For what year?

Mr. SBAYERS, For 1889,

Mr. McKINLEY. One-third?

Mr. SAYERS. One-third of the amount imported. I understand
the gentleman to say that the manufacturers of this country have gone
out of the business, If thatis the case I wonld like to know how
many we annually import ?

Mr. McKINLEY. I will tell the gentleman. In 1889 there were
imported 7,573,062 pounds, at a value of $347,012.61. Now, my un-
derstanding to-day is—I have not the exact proportion used in the do-
mestic and foreign uses—but my understanding is that there is a very
great excess in the foreign tie over the domestic tie used in the United
States.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SAYERS. I give the information on the authority of the repre-
sentatives of the Farmers’ Alliance.

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask for a vote upon the amendment.

e e e s e R L S S R o L e S e

‘We do put an increase of duty on cotton-ties of .

Now, Mr. Chairman, there has been some . -
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like the gentleman
to give his figures in regard to cotton-ties, and let them be inserted with
his remarks.

Mr, McKINLEY. I would like to do that.

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I offer the following amendment to
the amendment:

The Clerk read as follows:

Line 20, page 21, strike out the word ‘' fifty " and insert the word * twenty.”

Also, page 25, line 18, strike out the words ** shall pay two-tenths of one™ and
insert the words * 35 per cent; " and strike out lines 19 and 20,

The question was put; and the Chair announced that the “‘noes”
seemed to have it.
Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Division.
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 89, noes 117.
So the amendment was rejected.
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by
the gentleman from Texas,
The question was put; and the Chair announced that the ‘‘noes?”
seemed to have it,
Mr. SAYERS. Division.
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 121,
Mr, SAYERS. Tellers.
Tellers were ordered.
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 96,
noes 124,
So the amendment was rejected.
5 Mk.r McKENNA. I offer theamendment which I send to the Clerk’s
es
Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr, Chairman, can no more amend-
ments be offered on the cotton-tie paragraph ?
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from
California to offer amendments to the bill.
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman from Cal-
ifornia allow an amendment which I desire to offer to come in on this
ph before we take up another? There will be no debate upon it.
Mr. McCKENNA. I have no objection.
Mr. MCKINLEY. I hope the amendment of the gentleman from
California will be read.
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Before we leave this paragraph
I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] to allow my amend-
ment to be voted npon. There will be no debate.
Mr, MCKINLEY. Very well.
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I offer the amendment which
I send to the desk.
The amendment was read, as follows: :
Amend section 144 by striking out all after the word “ pay,” in line 18, and ad-
, ding in lieu thereof the following: '' 45 per cent. ad valorem.”
The amendment was rejected—ayes 82, noes 109.
Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask the gentleman to yield to me
for another amendment.
Mr. MCKENNA. I can not yield.
The amendment offered by Mr. MCKENNA was read, as follows:
Strike out Schedule E down to section 236, and insert the following:

" SCHEDULE E,

**All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their
polarisoo‘An pic test, as follows, namely :

" s
of eane juice or of beet juice, and con-
centrated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above 75 d shall pay a
duty of ninety-four-hundredths cent per pound, and for every additional de-

or fraction of a degree shown by the Polari.soopio test they shall pay three
undredths of a cent per pound additional.

“All sugars above No, 13 Duteh standard in color shall be classified by the
Dutch standard of eolor, and pay duty as follows, namely : .

“All sugars above No. 18 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard, 1.79 cents per

pound,
*“All sugars above No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard, 1.99 cents per

und.
IN:‘,M sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard, 2.19 cents per pound.

“Molasses testing not above 56 d by the polarisco ahnlldpuya duty of
2 cents per gn.llon: molasses testing above 56 degrees shall pay a duty of 4 cents
per gallon.’

Mr. McKINLEY. I will ask the gentleman from California how
much time he desires for the discussion of this amendment,

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment
to the amendment of the gentleman from California. I will put the
amendment in writin%.i

Mr, MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, of course there are other gentle-
men who desire to debate this amendment besides myself. Asfor my-
self, T would like to occupy continuounsly on the amendment twenty or
twenty-five minutes, certainly not to exceed half an hour. Other gen-
tlemen, however, will want time, and they, perhaps, can say how much
time they desire.

Mr. WILKINSON. This is avery important amendment, and we
shall require a reasonable time for debate upon it.

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr, Chairman, I would like to have from fifteen
to twenly minutes,

Mr. FLOWER. I wantabout five minutes’ time now before this de-
bate begins.

y s
rs not above No, 13, Dt‘:tc;h ntauﬁarq {n.oglor, sidl‘tank bott?ms, sirups

-

Mr, McKINLEY. Iaskunanimous consent thatall debate upon the .
sugar schedule and amendments thereto be limited to two hours and
thirty minutes. -

Mr, HOLMAN and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How will
that time be divided ? :

Mr. BLANCHARD. I was just going to ask that question.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There are four or five differ-
ent propositions, There is the proposition of the bill itself; there isthe
proposition of the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA]; there
Etha proposition for free sugar; and there are certain other proposi-

ons.

Mr. MCKINLEY. Iam quite confent that gentlemen who are op-
posed to the provisions of the bill upon the subject of sugar shall have
control of one-half of the time, the distribution of that half to be ar-
ranged amongst them.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I submitto the gentleman
that that is hardly fair, because the differences between the gentlemen
opposed to the provisions of the bill are greater in some instances than
the tglﬁl‘}e,rllinm between the propositions they favor and the proposition
in the

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Chairman, the time suggested by the gen-
tleman from Ohio is not at all sufficient. This is the most important
schedule in the bill, involving more money and affecting the revenue
more largely than any other schedule; and I think that we ought to
have at least one hour in addition to the time asked by the gentleman
from California [Mr, McCKENNA].

Mr. McKINLEY. I am willing to yield to the other side of the
House, to be controlled by any gentleman they may determine, one
hour of the two hours and a half.

Mr. BLAND. I shall object. I prefer to let the debate go on in
regular order.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKIx-
LEY ]| make a motion to limit debate?

Mr, MCKINLEY. I think we can have unanimous consent. M
proposition will give the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA
thirty minutes, and it will give the gentlemen on the other side an
hour, leaving to the friends of the bill one hour.

Mr. COLEMAN., Where does the gentleman from Louisiana come
in? [Laughter.]

Mr, McKINLEY. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. COLEMAN]
will come in in the time of the other side, of course. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con-
sent——

Mr. COLEMAN. I object, Mr. Chairman, unless the Republican
member from the State of Lounisiana can get some show. [Laughter.]
The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman object to the ir making

a statement of the question? [Laughter. ]

Mr. COLEMAN. This matteraffects Louisiana as much as any pro-
vision of the bill affects any other portion of the country, and I object.

The CHAIRMAN. To what does the gentleman object?

Mr. COLEMAN. I object to any nmanimous consent that cuts me
out of time to discnss this question. [Laughter. ]

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair has not yet put the question for
unanimous consent. [Laughter. ]

Mr. COLEMAN, Then I object to an arrangement which requires
me to get my time from the Democratic party. [Laughter.]

Mr. MCKINLEY. I will give the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr,
CoLEMAN] twenty minutes of the hour which I shall control if my sug-
gestion shall be adopted.

Mr. COLEMAN. I am content with that.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY]
asks unanimous consent that debate upon this schedule and amend-
ments be limited to two hours and a half.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Not on all amendments?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair trusts he may be allowed to complete
his statement. The proposition is that one hour be controlled upon
the Democratic side of the House, half an hour by the gentleman from
California [Mr. McKENNA], and that there be one hour in favor of
the bill, with the understanding that twenty minntes of that time is
to be accorded to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. CoLEMAN]. Is
there objection ?

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Who is to control the time on this side?

Mr. BLANCHARD. We want an understanding on that point, I
suggest that my colleague [ Mr. WILKINSON] control the time.

The CHAIRMAN. There is no objection to that so far as the Chair
is concerned.

Mr. SWENEY. This proposition, if adopted, practically consumes
upon this subject the entire time now at the disposal of the House. I
desire that, before this bill shall be voted on, a matter which is as im-
portant or very nearly so to the State of Jowa as this is to any State
shall be considered. I refer to the matter of hides, which this bill
placesupon the free-list. I do not want the entire time consumed on the
sugar schedule, but desire that some time be left for the consideration
of this other matter. If even half an hour be conceded to this subject
before a vote is taken, I will withdraw my objection.

Mr. MCKINLEY. It seems impossible to reach an agreement; and




1890.

CONGRESSIONAT, RECORD—HOUSE.

4985

therefore, so far as I am concerned, I am willing that the debate pro-
ceed for some time. Later on I may make some on.

Mr. McCOMAS. I desire to offer an amend ment—other gentlemen
may wish to present the same proposition—to include the map?ﬁ-a gar
industry in the provisions of this bill with respect to bounty. I wish
an opporiunity to have a vote on that proposition.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can offer that amendment.

Mr. McCOMAS. If Ican offer the amendmentand have five minutes

upon if, all right.

The CHAIRMAN. Before the debate proceeds the Chair desires to
say that the gentleman from New York [Ph[r. FLowER], a member of
the Committee on Ways and Means, desires unanimons consent to ad-
dress the Committee of the Whole on the pending subject. Is there
objection? The Chair heairs none.

Mr. McKENNA. Iam to be recognized next?

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly.

Mr. CRAIN. Before the gentleman from New York proceeds, I wish
to inquire when it will be in order to offer an amendment to this sched-
ule. -

The CHAIRMAN. As soon as the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Frowgr] has occupied his five minutes the gentleman can send up an
amendment to this schedule.

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, I have published in the RECORD
two amendments to this bill and hoped to have an opportunity to bring
them to a vote; but according to my information from the chairman
of the committee and from what I can very plainly see from the method
in which we are proceeding a great many amendments which gentle-
men desire to offer and debate will have a very small chance within
the time to which we are limited by the majority.

In the first place, under this bill it is proposed that all effervescent
mineral waters be taxed 70 per cent., instead of the present duty of 30

cent. (the tax being merely on the bottle), while champagne is al-
f::wed to come in at 50 per cent. My constituents think this is wrong.
‘While 10,000,000 gallons of mineral water are produced in this country
and 2,000,000 gallons come in from Eunrope for the accommodation ot
the tastes and habits of the people, being used as temperance bever-
ages, my people think the present rate of duty, 30 per cent., should not
be increased. Therefore I desire to submit an amendment to that effect.

I shall print with my remarks a petition from physicians of the
country asking that effervescent mineral waters be allowed to come in
at the present rate of duty. The reasons, as we understand, why
physicians join in such a petition is that when a person is suffering with
fever or other sickness it is necessary that the water he drinks shonld
be pure, and physicians are in the habit of preseribing in such cases
theze effervescent mineral waters. If members of the Republican party
desire to avoid a vote on this question and pass this bill imposing a tax
of 4 cents a bottle on Apollinaris and these other imported mineral
waters, the people of the country who use them will know who is re-
sponsible for it. _

The next amendment on which I wonld be glad to have a vote re-
lates to the duty on oranges and other fruits. A large number of my
constituents, together with dealers of fruit in New Orleans and the
produce exchanges of Boston, Philadelphia, and New York, have in-
trusted to me petitions asking that the present duty on oranges and
other frnits be continued. Under the schedule as now arranged in this
bill we shall practically be deprived, as they believe, of oranges and
lemons for five months in the year, and for three months each year we
shall be deprived of grapes. Our country does notproduce anything
comparing with the Malaga grape, and under this bill you practically
destroy the importation of that product.

As I have had occasion to remark before, the taxes asimposed in this
bill from one end to the other seem to be fixed upon the Scriptural
principle that ** Unto every one that hath shall be given, and he shall
have abundance; but from him that hath not shall be taken away even
that which he hath.”” [Laughter and applause.] You have in every
instance increased the taxes on the poor man to the advantage of the
rich. I admit there are two notable exceptions. In the first place,
you have put sugaron the free-list; and from the tone on the otherside
of the House I know you are sorry about it; and upon tobacco you
have made a reduction of duty. But as to all other articles embraced
in this bill you have so arranged your duties that the poor man pays
the taxes, while the rich man gets the benefit. I intended to amend
the bill in several schedules, but am debarred by the majority, How-
ever, I will print in the RECORD several protests which I have received
from my constituents. Thanking gentlemen for their attention, I will
not occupy further time. [Applanse.]

AYPENDIX.
New YoRrk, May 3, 1890,
DeAR 8ir: The undersignedl, importers of grapes in this market, beg you to
use your influence, when the tariff bill comes up for discussion, in havinga
change made in the duty proposed by the McKinley bill.
The present daty on grapes is 20 per cent. ad valorem on the value of the fruit,
while the new duty pro;
because

posed is 2 cents per pound.
‘We object to any duty requiring the grapes to be weighed and tared,
Egedgi:glao the frait will be ruined, and it would very seriously injure the en-
usiness,
‘While we make no suggestion as to what rate of duty shall be placed on

grapes, we earnestly ask you to aid us by having it fixed at a rate barrel
not exeeeding 8 cubic feet capacity. The barrels are about all of same
and we have given above the measure of one of them. The duty during se
eral years past has averaged a little under 30 cents per barrel

1ly yours,
SGOBEL & DAY,
OTTO G, MAYER & CO.,
W, H. WESTERVELT & CO,,
T. FESCARICIO
E. L. GOODS
Per J. 0. MAONU
FREDERICK

E
g}:[EN
ROBINSON & CO.
Hon. RosweLL P. FLoWER,
United States House of Representalives, Washington, D, C.

. New YoRrk, May 8, 1890,
DEAR SiR: Iwill limit my arguments to commodities on which the MoKin!
bill prop to lex: hibitory duty, such as oranges and lemons. Impo:
ers gtwe declared thatfor the past four years they have made an average

of between § cents and 10 cents per box. The McKinley bill proposes
crease the duty on oranges 25 cents per box and on lemons 20 cents per box.,
asked for a raise in the duty, and the increase is there-

fit
in-

Lemons. Nobody

fore uncalled for.

Oranges. All the dealers and ﬁbcm in domestic and foreign oran, of Bos-
ton, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and New Orleans have ed me-
morials declaring that the foreigh do n te with the dom and, as

Z ot P

they handle and sell both, they are the only real unbiased judges. The only op-

sition comes from Florida and California growers, who believe that the forelgn
urt the domestie production, but have submitted no facts,

Dealers and jobbers affirm that bananas and pineapples, the former particu-
larly, affect the sale of our domestic oranges, as well as apples, and both ban-
anas and pineapples are left on the free-list.

Doctors recommend the free use of oranges, and said fruit should therefore
be within the reach of the masses, who have the right to some comfort, particu~
larly when said fruit is conducive to health and temperance. Ina word, the
proposed incrense will ruin importers, dealers, jobbers, and peddlers, and will
2&?““‘ the masses of cheap fruit. It would be detrimental to all and will ben-

none.
I have the honor to remain, yours respectfully,
L. CONTENTIN.

JAamEs M, CoONSTABLE, Esq.,

Chairman Importers' Meeting.

ItaLiax CHAMBER oF CoMMERCE IN NEW YoREK,
24 State Street, Room 313, New York, April 4, 1880,

DEAR S1r: My impression is thatthe stmngest. point the House will consider
is the fact that all the importers, dealers, and jobbers in domestic and foreign
fruits of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and New Orleans have
signed petitions in your p i gainst any i in the duty on im-
g«;-tad oranges and lemons, They are unbiased and therefore the only and

t judges, as they sell both domestie and foreign; and when they say that the
foreign don’t interfere with the domestic they should be believed. They are
not ltalians in the sense that Mr. Hartridge,of Florida, insinuated. A few,as
you will notice from the signatures, are Italians, pting New Orl where
the most of the traffic is managed by Italians, but they, are American c_i'timns.
known to me for from twenty to thirty years, some owning steamers sailing
under the American flag.

You must have found out from all my writings to you that I have been truth-
ful and consistent, while if youn look at my remarks on the Florida memorial
you will notice that the exaggerat therein tained are clearly seen, and
made in order to gain their point and destroy our business,

Myself and the majority have been working hard for the past forty years, and
have earned every cent with the sweat of our faces, and, com vely speak-
ing, we are poor people, the business being so precarious and risky. Any fur-
ther obstacle in the way, such as a hifher uty, would completely ruin us.

: No:; permit me to call your attention to n most palpable inconsistency and
njustice.

nanas and ?ine-ap les are also raised in Florida, but the same have been
left on the free-list by the majority of the Commitiee on Ways and Means in
their tariff bill, while the duty on oranges and lemons has been doubled, when
it is a positive fact that bananas, in particular, affect the price of oranges, and
I will explain it.

While Florida oranges are plentiful you can go from one end to the other
of New York City, or any other city, and you will find that all the
stores, the fruit stores, and even the fruit slands in the street, have gor sale
Florida oranges and bananas, and no Mediterranean oranges, latter being
only sold by peddlers in the cities' t t distriets, facturing and min-
ing districts, or are shipped to the far West, where Floridas can not reach sound,
and therefore do not interfere with Floridas; but b being cheaper than
oranges, and to be had almost the year round, naturally many of our People
will go for the cheapest and others prefer to make a change, which is demon-
strated by the fact that about 10,000,000 bunches are received yearly in the
United States, and importations are rapidly increasing.

California oranges are equally affected by bananas in Chi and west of
Chicago where said fruit is consumed, and for the very identical reason.

Mediterranean oran are also affected by bananas,and in fact more than
our domestic orang longer in the market. Nevertheless, we are not
selfish, and do not ask for duty on bananas, ns we do not wish to deprive the
masses of cheap fruit of any kind, fruit being healthy and recommended by all
doctors. 'We simply demonstrate the injustice of doubling the duty on oranges,
particularly when they do not interfere with Florida and California oranges,
and as for lemons, when neither Florida nor California have insisted for ?:r
dm{,ns shown by the statement made by the delegates before the Committee
on Ways and Means, and so ably combated by you,to double the duty is an
outragoons, inexcusable injustice, particularly when we produce hardly enough
for one week's consumption. Therefore to increase the duty on oranges and
lemons is as demonstrated above a palpable and uncalled-for injustice which
must act to the detriment of all and the benefit of none.

Now, permit me to make remarks on some ot the statements made by the
Florida delegates before your committee.

Damaﬁa allowance, page 1074, no rebate is made on what Mr, Hartridge terms
trash; the rebate {8 only made on the fruit actually decayed, which amounts on
an average between 5 and 10 per cent,, and which can easily be seen from the
returns at the custom-house. We are not frauds, as Mr. Hartridge seemed to
intimate, and this is why I touch the damage question.

Mr. MeKibben, 1075, claims that Mediterranean oranges can be imported
for $1.20 per box, and make a profit. See my memorial, page 7, where I state
that the fruit can not be profitably imported and sold for less than $2.25 to $2.50

r box, and which can easily verified from invoices at the eustom-house,

state tacts, and defy Mr. McKibben to disprove what I say.

Mr. Wi A pg&ie 1079, did not give the reason why Florida oranges in January
sold at §1.38 to §2.35 per box. use the fruit arrived out of condition he
should have stated.
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Mr. Wilson, page 1079, says that 38,797 boxes of Mediterranean oranges were
received in October, 1887, which is erroneous, as none were received, and which
can also be verified at the tom-h Italian oranges, or rather Mediter-
X oranges, do not to come before December in any Tmntity
?:; even then in small proportions. See their own statement, pages 1088 and

Mr. Mabry, page 1080, says Florida produces 4,000,000 boxea. - The present sea-
son the production in Florida has been a little over 2,000,000 boxes, and which
is the highest ever known. For the next two or three years, on account of the
heavy frost last month, the will be one-half, which means high prices for
Florida oranges. See the 1 sent you, written by Mr, Prime, of the Jour-
nal of Commerce of New York.

Statement of Hon. W, VANDEVER, Pnge 1090: He says the freight is 25 cents
per box from the Mediterranean, while as a matter of fact the freight is about
42 cents on an average. Sometimes it has been for a short time on account of
competition as low as 1 shilling, say 25 cents, No steamer can carry fruit at
such a low rate.

* Should the minority of the Ways and Means Committee submit a tariff of
their own, kindﬁlr recommend either the schedule of 10 cents, 20 cents, and 40
cents, respectively, or 13, 25, and 50 cents, respectively, as in the wisdom of the
committee they may think best. See page 5 of my memorial, and in justice to
our laboring ciasses have the duty on shelled walnuts and filberts made higher,

also page 5.
The bill of the majority has the duty on shelled almonds, peanuts, ete., higher
than in the snell, but not on walnuts or filberts, which is an inconsistency and
perhnfs an oversight.
have the honor to remain yours, respectfully, v
LOUIS OONTENCIN, President.
Hon, RosweLL P. FLOWER,

1785 I Street, Washington, D. C,

[A. Minaldi & Co. importers, Nos, 22 and 24 State street. Branch offices: Bos-
ton, Philadelphia, New Orleans, Baltimore.]
NEWw Yorg, March 4, 1890,
Sin: We are apprised by a private telegram that your Committee on Ways
and Means contemplate reporting that the duty on oranges and lemons shall
be imposed at the rate of 25 cents per cubic foot per box. On this subject we
take the liberty of addressing you, our honored Hepresentative, protesting
against such advance from the present rate and advocating that if any change
js made it shall be at a lesser rate, and for the following reasons herein noted,

namely :
First, The imported oranges and lemons do not interfere with our domestie
uction, as the season for the imported fruit begins when the domestic ends,

which is, for the latter, from November to February, and for the former from
March to July. The receipts from both sources which come to hand in other
months are but small as compared to the demand, and therefore prices of either
do not interfere with the other. As to lemons, the domestic production is but
meager, and in any case does not equal the demand by millionsof boxes; there-
fore, it can not be claimed that protection is demanded for that important and
n article of commerce.

Second, To further increase the cost of green fruit would burden the con-
sumer to an extent that would place it beyond the reach of the masses, desira-
ble as it has become, owing to the present ruling prices. That oranges and
lemons are healthful ean not be gainsaid. The former are luxurious and pal-
atable, and the latter, possessing abundant medicinal properties, have elicited
the fumsand r dations of the best sicians of the land. The
question then b an ethical one, We shoul pen their cost and fos-
ter their general distribution, thereby augmenting the prosperity and extend-
ing the happiness of the nation.

Third. The importationsof fruitinto this country have attained such proportion
that the cost has been reduced to a minimum point that places it within the reach
of the masses, the prices of oranges at the last auction sale being from 75 cents
to $1.75 per box and for lemons from $1.25 to §2.50 per box. It is no longer con-
gidered a luxury, as formerly, but amecessity, and recognized as such by the

- medical world as well as others, By im ing a duty of 25 cents per cubic foot
per box, amouniing to 62} cents per box instead of 25 cents per box, the present
rate, would add to the cost so much that but few importers would dare to add
to the many risks they already have to assume and would take it out of the
reach of many who now “rjloy the privilege of its benefiting influences. The

ion of oranges and 1 ists good morals and aids digestion. It
is expedient therefore to encourage the extensive use of such wholesome food
and nothing will be more effective in that direction than reducing its cost,

Fourth, By imposing the pr additional rate of duty as noted, your com-
mittee will ruin the business of many of our old houses and take employment
from 300,000 of our eciti of try, in various walks of life, many of
whom are now dependent for their daily livelihood from this heretofore estab-
lished trade. We believe that the interests of the Government are identical
with those of the people, that Lo deprive the feoplo of their labor, and, in
this particular, the fruits of their labor, is working a double hardnhig upon &
very large and deserving class of our population who have rights which should
be respected in its nation’s councils even though they are unheard. 'We admit
the hypothesis Lthat leiiealstion should be devoted to the end of mrvi;}g the
masses, and it can not be denied that any system which will have the effect of

 reducing the cost of healthful ds itsell as one to be put

dities com

into immediale operation.

Fifth. In view of the perishable nature of the fruit in guestion and also in
view of the action of the Senate in d with the * MecKinley ad-
ministrative bill," which is now before that honorable body, and which, in sec-

tion seclion 2927 of the Revised Statutes, which provides for a re-
bate of duties on dam: goods, it will be seen that in the event of the Senate
passing the McKinley bill and your ittee ding the duty of 25
cents per cubic foot per box, you will advoecate a rate of duty which willamount
to a tax more burdensome than we can bear, and which we can not contemplate
is idered by your ittee. Trade competition islively, n of profit
col ndingly close, prices subject altogether to the demand of an auction
trade (all importationsof fruit are sold by anction to the highest bidder). So,were
the duty higher we could not realize any more on that account than at present,
as the matier of cost is not entered into the calculation of a buyer at auction
sal The goods are sold at auction on account of their perishable nature, Not
fic

22, repeals

es,
to dispose of them at once and as quickly as landed would be suicidal.

Sixth. The surplus of the Treasury is such that there ean be no urgent de-
mand for a further increase in direction as such an increased tax would
represent, even taking into consideration the natural falling off of imports that
would follow if the rate were adopted,

Seventh. And in the matter of protection to a home industry in the States of
Florida and California which is in its infancy as yet, we do not come into
competition with these Ststes, as the product of the Mediterranean reaches our
the domestic crop is disposed of. Then why increase
this article? Why place further incumbrances on the importer,
whose busi is ventur and dangerous and whose are hardly
commensurate with the risks involved? No obstacle should be permilted to
fmpede its progress. Its expansion would be productive of T revenue
than its contraction, and legislation should be for the many, and not for the few,

mparticuhrly in the case of an article of national demand, such as oranges and
We request you will give this matter your serious ideration, the b a®
of your influence, and so impress your committee with the beneficial im
tance of the req ts of the peopl for this truly desirable nrggl':
of commerce that we will not be disturbed in its importation, as an increase of
dlﬁ!wauld eerulrgr do.
dly favor us with an early reply as possible under the circumstances,

: A. MINALDI & CO,

Hon. RosweLL P, FLowEeR, Washington, D, C.

NEwW Onrreaxs, March 21, 1890,
To the honorabls Commitiee on Ways and Means, Washington :

GENTLEMEX: We, the undersigned, importers, dealers, and jobbers in domes-
tic and foreign fruits, hereby certify that Mediterranean oranges and lemons do
not affect the value of our domestic production, the bulk of which is marketed
in December, January, and February, when the Mediterranean oranges are
tart and are peddled outin our manufacturing districts and in the cities’ tene~
mentdistricts, and areshipped to some extent to the far West, wherever Florida
can not reach sound.

A higher duty would eitherstop importation or restriet it to such an extent as
to make uslose our business and atthe same time deprive our manufacturing and
cities' tenement districts, repr ting hundreds of thousands of men, women,
and children, of cheap fruit, without'Beneﬂtiuz Florida ; and as for lemons, so
few are raised in this country that to advance the duty is also entirely uncalled
for and will enhance the price to the detriment of all and benefit of none.

We therefore most earnestly pray your honorable committee that no advance
in the duty be countenanced.

‘We have the h to in yours, respectfully

Chas, H, Schenck, Arthar Caron, jr., Machean Bros., O, A. Fish &
Co., R.R. Rice & Co., A.Garnard & Co., D. Canute & Co., Mem-
phis, Tenn.; T. E. Corvaja & Bro., Santo di Traponi, R. di Cris-
tina Hu]e‘HG. Cuccio di B., Cusimano Bros., M. J. Mulvihill,
Nagele & Manguno, D'Armiro & Sidali, Jac. Bokenfohr, J. W,
Demorest & Co., 0. R. Angelovieh, Emanuel & Zorre, Andrew

Anderson, Jas. Willinmson, 8. Oteri.

Bostox, March 21, 1590.
To the honorable Commillee on Ways and Means, Washington, D.C.:

GENTLEMEN : We, the undersigned, jobbers and retailers of green fruit in
Boston, desire to express to your honorable committee and to our Representa~
tives in our convictions that the ia}]}nsitjon of any higher duty on
oranges and lemons is unwise and detrimental to our interests, and will seri-
ously curtail the auggly of these fruits, which have now become to con-
sumer almost as much of a necessity as tea or coffee,

Lemons should not be touched at all; in our judgment they are a sanitary
neceasity, and no visible or probable supply is availuble to replace a restricted
importation of this fruit from the Mediterranean, either in quantity or quality,

his is less true of oranges, but the same facts exist and the same arguments

remain to a degree, which leads us to protest against any advance in the duty.
We have the honor to remain, very mru:mlliy.

A. 8. and J. Brown & Co., Alexander Bros. & Co., W. L. Hoope & Co.,

B.F. Southwick & bo., ng Co., Hanson & Ricker, Chas,

Lawrence & Co., L. W. Sherman & Co., Cyrus Thacher & Co.,

Geo. 0. Eustis, Eaton & Eustis, Gillette & Hennigan, W. C, Royer

& Co., L. Byram Bros., Foster, W & Co., Hinds

& Wyan, George N, Emery & Co., J. M. York, J. Bond & Co.,

Snow & Co., Geo. B, Richardson & Co., Conant & Bean, Sawteil

& Pratt, Hill & Gowen, J, R. Conant, Harris, Caldwell & Co.,

Lowell Bros. & Co., W. Gleason & Co., C. E. Morrison & Co.,

Davis, Chopin & Co., E. J. Morrison & Co., Winn, Ricker & Co.,

Isaac Locke & Co., Curtis & Co., Simmons, Amsden & Co., How-

ard W. Spun & Co., John B, Baker & Co., A. Hayden & Co.,

Henry Currier & Co., Seaovins & Co., W. W, & O. R. Noyes, Patch

& Roberts, Bennett, Rand & Co.

New Yorx, Mareh 19,1890,

To the homorable Commitice on Ways and Means, Washington :

GENTLEMEN: We, the undersigned, dealers and jobbers in domestic and for-
eign fruits, hereby certify that Mediterranean oranges and lemons do not affect
the value of our domestic production, the bulk of which is marketed in Decem-
ber, January, and February, when the Mediterranean oranges are tart and are
ped'djed out in our manufacturing distrietas and in city tenement districts, and
are nﬁipped to some extentto the far West, wherever Florida can not reach
sound,

A higher duty would either stop imporlation or restrict it to such an extent
as to make us lose our business and at same time deprive our manufacturing
and:il:ﬁ‘ t districts, rep ting hundreds of th nds of men,
and dren,of cheap fruit without benefiting Florida ; and as for lemons, so few
are raised in this country that to advance the dutly is also entirely uncalled
for and will enhance the price to the detriment of all and benefit of none.

‘We therefore most earnestly pray your honorable committee that no advance
in the duty be countenanced.

We have the honor to remain foum, respectfully,

D, Wegman, 79 Barclay street; Hien ﬁm., T9 Park Place; D. M,
Durell, 186 Readestreet ; William E. Stagg,184 Reade street; Edw.
C. Leake, 184 Reade street; R. A.Tucker & Son, 188 Reade street;
Robert Clurtis, 190 Reade street; A. N. Philbrick, 6 Harrison
street; H. C. Vogel, 192 Readestreet; H. S, Worth & Co., 194 Reade
street; Charles W. Maxfield, 182 Readestireet; C. E. Maxfield, 182
Reade street; Schott & Franke, 262 Washington street; Voorhes
& Vreeland, 258 Washington street; G. W. Mulcot, 112 Warren
street; J. B. Greason, 110 Murray street; C. L. Armstrong & Co.,
110 Murray street ; Covert, Ris & Suydam, 244 Washington street;
Clarence E. Winterton, 95 Park Place; Blackwell & Bros,, 99
Park Place; John Punng, 103 Park Place; Robert Werderman,
25 Wallabout Market; Levi Pawling, 24 State street; James Will-
iamson, 24 State strect; Millard F. Prince, 100 Wall street;
James bodd. 141 Reade street; Seggermann Bros., 121 Front
street; Henry Rolkes, 59 and 61 Park Place; SBamuel Brush, 27
Harrison street ; JamesSaitto, Son & Co., 16 State street; Freder-
ick S. Robinson & Co., 126 Pearl street; wrence, Giles & Co.,
11 South William street, G. Villari, 55 Beaver street; Arquim-
bau & Rainel,4 Bridge street; Arquimbaun & Walliset, 24 State
street; W, H. Westervelt & Co., 24 State street; Dameneus Cunis,
24 State street; Frank Lanhanns, 24 State street; W. Minaldily,
24 State street; U. H. Dudley & Co., 4 Britli"ze street; Otto G.
Mayer & Co., 14-20 Whitehall street; Hisel Feltmanu & Co., 55
Beaver street; D. Bonanno, 24 State street; Emil Zutta, 2 Bridge
street: William T. Clarke ; R. A. Tucker, 248 Washington street;
Gills & Hills, 84 Park Place; Peter J. Thomas,2 Bridge street;
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. J. Miller; John Haesloop; F.B8, lhynud E. B.Rena
Co.; P. ilnium- P. Fescalzi; George Lester & Co.; w‘mim
Mason & Co., 232 Greenwich street; N. On.nuu 815 Greenwich
t; H.E.smrord,ns.mm'r“mh F, Matthews,
te street: Mills & Everett; A.Zurce; S. Haynes;
.Curry; J. W.McSimson; O. F. Foster, 54 Broad street.

;Epkm

]
t..

[T. J. Stewart & Co., sales ission merchants, and ship-
brokers, Rnllrna.d. hiouk, E:chulgesm]
BAxGor, ME., April 21, 1800,

DeAR Sir: Believing that an lnmme of duties upon the oranges andlemons
imported into the United States from the Mediterranean will work harm to the
interests of this State and be of no advantage to any section of the country, we
deem it our duty, in behalf of ourseives and the manufacturers of omgs and
lemon box-shooks for e:r.porlb protest against Hy such increase of duty.

The provision in the ill reported to the House for a slight rebate of 2

ecents per box will be of small benefit to the manufacturers of boxes in
State for the reason that the proposed increase of duty will be almost prohib-
itory. Even with the present duty it is difficult to tain a trade of Mediter-

ranean fruit, and when the importation of such fruit ceases the demand for
boxes of the Ameriean manufacturers from Italian and other Mediterranean
ports will cease,

Asthe Mediterranean fruit does nol come into competition to any t ex-
tent with home‘ﬁroductions. an increase of duty upon Mediterranean fruit will
either increase the cost to the consumer of all that is imported or restrict or
prohibit the imgorlﬂﬁon entirely. In either case it will work injurionsly to the
Eo?sumfl;g what, in this country, has come to be considered a necessary ar-

cle of fo

In this section of the State quite alarge trade has been built up in boxes man-
ufactured for exportation to Italy and Sicily and quite a large amount of capi-
tal is invested in mills. Ifthese mills are obliged to lie idle in consequence of
the lack of the demand for shooks for export it will work a serious injury tothe
parties having capital invested and to the laborers in the manufacture
of these shoo

‘We can not believe it isgood policy to prohibit, by an excessive duty, the im-
portation of oranges and lemons from Italy.

Hoping you will use your best endeavors to prevent this proposed increase
of duty, we remain,

Very truly yours,
THOMAS J. STEWART & CO.

Hon. RosweLL P. FLowER,

New Yorg, May (4, 1890.

Dear Sie: We beg to eall your attention to sections Nos, 696 and 731 in the
new tariff bill relating to sago, sago flour, and tapioca.

These articles have been admitted free of duly. and in the new bill they ap-
pear on the free-list, but conditions have been attached evidently for the pur-

of making them dutiable at the rate of 2 cents per pound as starch.

Section 696, relat inz to sago and sago flour, reads, ‘' not in condition suitable
for use as starch.”

Secluou 731, relating to tapioea, reads, *' provided the same is not fit for use as
starch.’

Sago is an article of food. Sago flour is used chiefly by manufacturers of cot-
ton fabries. Taploea is an article of food.

None of these articles are produced in this country, and all of them have for
years past been admitted free of duty unconditionally. Sago, sago flour, and
tapioca are exported to this country almost entirely from Singapore, Straits
Settlements, and East Indles.

1t is difficalt to understand why it is now sought to make these articles dutia-
ble even under the theory of * protection,” and, owing to the vague and dece
tive manner im which the clauses mla.liuz them were framed in the now bilp.
itis only menliy I.hnt. dealers a.nd consumers realized that a duty of 2 cents
gﬂ to be n them. Itis owing entirely to this
o tmers in East India produce did not enter a protest while the bill was

n

Thﬁ normal value of sago flour is 2 cents per pound landed in the United
States, and of tlpiom 4 cents per pound landed in the United States. A dutyof
2ce! tsper d would t be 100 cent, on sago flour, which is pro-
hibitory, and 60 per cent. on tapioca, 1t is believed that an association of starch
manufacturers were instrumental in getting the clauses referred to herein in-
serted in the new bill, but it does not appear probable that the Committee on
Ways and Means intended legislation in favor of a so-called starch trust to the
injury of a large class of dealers in and consumers of sago, sago flour, and tap-

joca. Protests have been signed by a large number of merchants in New York,

Boston, and Philadelphia against placing any duty whatever upon sago, sago
flour, and tapioeca, and we beg to ask in behalf of New York merchants your
kind assistance toward keep! DF these articles free of duty unconditionally as
they stand upon the tariff now in force.

We inclose herewith a form of protest signed by a number of New York and
Philadelphia merchants, and we may add for your information that Mr. HENRY
Capot LODGE has been addressed upon the nuhject by Boston merchants; also
we believe that Mr Rl'.'?m:rn:t M. C.,has been made acquainted with the Views
of Philadelphia merchan

Any further mforma.tmn that we can give you upon the subject referred to
herein we shall be happy to furnish youat any time,

Yours faithfully,
BIDWELL & FRENCH.

APOLLINARIS WATER.

Petition of eminent mu‘ltml men (including Drs. Fordyce Barker, Lewis A,
Sayre, A . N. Otﬁ. md others, of New York; Pro-
fessor Bowditeh and ol.hem, of I-iod,on, Van Bibber and nlhers, of
Baltimore, Md.), protest E against ohsnm‘f in the tarift bill on min-
eral waters containing nic-acid gas an er mineral waters,and pra;
ing that the provisions now in force relating to same and to the bottles 5;
which they are imported, be re-enacted,

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representali

of the Uniled Siates of America in Congress assembled :

Your memorialists, members of the medieal profession in various cities of this
country, mpectful.l{ pmaent this their petition and pray that the same may be
considered at an ear!

The provisions of the uri.l! bill now under the consideration of your honor-
able Houses are designed to inflict duties upon natural mineral waters which
will prevent their importation.

The proposed tariff provisions are such that all natural mineral waters which
contain free oarboniwwid gas, and which therefore may be deseribed in popular
Lat;;unge as “ effervescent " in various degrees, will be subject to pmﬂobilive

uties,

Under present enactments all such wat , for of public utility
and baellu:z or“l.hate;iir great vulnohl'u pubiic l:oulth as bever and E mho&l.lee =
expressly adm P on the
which they are incim Y

The ‘bonia-mld mwhle'h such natural mineral waters contain, and in vi.rhm
of which the; ‘ymmwlmemnhoneofihamdnela‘
ments in th onnstiw.tion has the effect of preserving their valuable natural

in ifents in solution, and without such free carbonic-acid gas they would in-
evitably suffer change and deterioration which would alter their constitution
and destroy their properties and Eood effects; they would undergo decomposi-
tion and become undrinkable and useleas
We respectfully submit that it would be mntm&to public poliey to deprive
the many thousands of persons of the benefits jch they now derive from
these natural mineral waters, whether as dietetic beverages or as medicines.
Such rivation would take out of the hands of the medical profession these
i:’u rian rleaourees of hygiene and of medicine and would be a serious injury
e people.
The combined effects of the heavy and prohibitive tax which it is now
to levy on hotﬂes containing rnlnaral water, and the yet heavier prohib-*
tive § d on effer t natural mineral waters, would altogether
rob the puhlf:) m:l the medical profession of the inestimable boon which under
the el an tariffs they have enjoyed by the provisions ex-
E insurted in such tariffs in favor of these waters on the grounds of
u&lt.h and public utility, and we submit that, on these grounds, the provisions
now in force relating to foreign natural mineral waters and to the bottles in
which they are imported should be re-ensacted in any tariff which is sanctioned
hyﬂ;our honorable Houses.
respectfully and earnestly pray that our petition may be considered atan

early date,
KEW YORK, ¥. Y.

Fom‘}yee Barker, M.D.; Lewis A, Sa
.Gaillard Thomas, M. D.; A.
D,; Charles Slover Allen, —
D.; Wendell C. Phillips, Chas. B. Hy M. D.; William T. Lusk,
er Harrison, M. D.; ancls Delafield, M. D.;
uneway, M. D,; L. R. SBeawing, M.D.; Arnatt R. Gu-
lick, M. D.; C. E. Lockwood, M. D.; Chas. Stedman Bull, M. D.;
Charles .hu!h:m P, Brynbig Porl.er.M D.; Geo. L..Halon D. ‘M
D,; C.J. Wond.M.L. Hmlmhl. D.; . W, Pfeiffer, M. D.. {u. A,
Mango, M. D.; .; Thomas Bradley, D. M. D,;
Lewis R. Mo H,D‘. J J‘A.Biusaba.u M.D.; Chas. J. Kane,
M. D.; Everstt Herrick, M.D,; F. N. ()I.is .D.; W.E, Bullard, M.
D.; Edward Blackwell, M. D.; Jno, A. M‘Creo WM. D.; rﬁd(}
Gerster, M. D.; W. W. Van Valzah, M. . Kinney, Di;
Allan MeLain H-milton, Thos. R. Parley,
Markoe, Francis H. Markoe, Geo. A. Peters,
Nathan G. B Nathan B . Thos, Jackson,
Charles C. Branson, Wm. A. Valentine, J. E. Janorin, E. W. Ken-
yon, James R. Goffe, George L. Peabody, 8. Baruch, Jean F. Chau-
reau, John McEKew, M. D.. W. H. Katzenbach, W. H. Draper, A,
B. Ball, M. D.; F. Currier, M. D.; Francis Volk, M. D,

‘BOSTON, MASS,

Albert W, Blodgett, Vincent Y. Bowditeh, Thomas Amory De Blois,
Saml. Delano, S. C, Thayer, Martin Prinoe. Charles M. Green, 8!
Breck, H. 8. Dearing, Frederick L. Jack, Edwin E. Jack, Charles
B. Putham, John h’nrlon Edwin H. Brigham, Otis K. Newell,
Francis S, Wakar, Henry Q. Bowditch, Joseph P. Oliver, James
J. Putnam, J. Foster Bush, Geo. A. l.elnnd, Robert W. Loveit,
A, Coolidge, jr., John P, Re:'nold.s, A, K. Stone,

BALTIMORE, MD,

Christopher Johnston, M. D., Arlan P. Swinh: F. Donaldson, M.D.;
Russell Murdoch, M.D.; F.T. Miles, M.D’; G.W. Mittenberger,
M.D.; L. E. Neale, M. D,; James J. Miils, M. D, Tam in acsord
wlth the %enaml tenor of this petition, Jas, Thomas, M,

D.; Geo. Bibber, W. B. Perry, M.D.; George H. Rohé, F. P,
Murphy, John KB, Winslow, M. D,
1)

t::[.nlg DW.%IThaman S M. D.;
- enting Mott.
rroll Lee, Iner Moore, M,

DUTY O CORKS,

DEAR S1r: In view of thea; l&mnchln g debate in the House of Representatives
on the various items of the inley tariff bill, we desire to call your attention
to the pmpuaed nuw duty on corks.

Now, they pay 25 per cent, ad valorem; the new bill proposes 15 cents per
pound. whieb ts simply prohibitory.

If the bill becomes a law the effect will be to ruin the business of importers of
corks, and to enrich a few already wealthy manufacturers here, who Kve now
the mod.lmple rotection, as the cork bark from which corks are manufactured
in this country ‘ts admitted free of duty. Importars have endeavored respect-
fully to present their Pmusl Zai itory duty, and for th.nt
purpose sent a committee to ap?ear bﬂfﬂra the Committee on Wurs and Means,
and lay before them a mercantile and carefully arranged table showing the ex-
act state of the cork-importing business, and the ample protection lfe home
manufacturers already have; and to propose 5 centa per pound as a fair duty
instead of 15 cents, Our committee had a hearing it is true, butit was apparent
that tlm axcassive rate had been esmhliahed unalterably, largely out of defer-

ber of the h ittee, who represents a locality in
which ono of the four cork manuractoﬂns is established.

Therefore, we now ap) to youn and to your honorable body for a just con-
sideration of so much o the ding bill as relates to manufactured and par-
tially manufactured corks. e claim that 15 cents per pound is a prohibitory
and absurd proposition. It hu but the one ohject in view, to enrich tgree or four
(no more) cork manufacturers. There is no consideration for the people—none
whatever! Corks are used in every American home, by every one, every day.
They must be made from imported corkwood which is not grown here, but
enters free of duty. This now igwm to the beforementioned few manufacturers
the exclosive priﬂlege of making and selling more than three-fourths of all the

corks d in this y; and I5 eents ?eu;ound duty would give them -
Iihe 1Ilzsolute l}mnnpoly of the trade and abso prevent importation—the
goal they aim for. -

We reg:u. again that 5 cents per pound is full and more than full duty, and
:t isb : more than any other country imposes, as can be seen by the follow-
ng CH
In England, corks are free.

corh ﬁ 1 gizes, dC-a 1%
nee arge per pound...
s IL_d Mh-:lr sizes, per punng... %.é
ollan all sizes, per poun
In Switzerland i
In Norway and Swed a.-.
In Denmark .ﬂn ]E
In Germany.
In Austria
InItaly dn...... li
In Russia i do. 4.5
Per cent.
In Belgi ad valorem...... 10
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‘We trust, therefore, that when the st_lbject comes before your honorable body
for debate you will take the necessary steps to thwart mercenary object
that these few persons have in view, and Q'P:o your vote for justice and the in-
terests of the masses of the people.

Your obedient servants,
TaE IMPORTERS OF CORKS IN THE UNITED STATES,

Hon. RosweLL P, FLowER, M. C.

CUTLERY AND GUNS,
WasaisgroxN, D. C., May 7, 1890,
Hon, WirLrax McKixLey, Jr.,
Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, Washinglon, D. C.:
The undersigned, wholesale dealers in hardware, cutlery, and guns in the

' West, have come to Wuhin'flon in person to protest asvigorously as possible

a g ;‘;st;imy] increase in the duties on cutlery and guns, as is now proposed by
. R.9d16.

We represent houses that distribute fully 75 per cent. of all the cutlery sold
west of the Alleghany Mountains and 80 per cent. of all guns sold in same sec-
tion of country. Among our number is the Iargest gun dealer in the world and
the largest purchaser of cutlery in America. Weare importers as well as whole-
sale dealers,

Being thoroughly familiar, as we are, with the conditions of the manufacture
of these Mugqtﬂ in this country and abroad, we unhesitatingly say that such
legi:ig}ion isnot a ity for protection,is unwise, is impolitic, and almost

T tory;
X That m;{hnfthe information and testimony from the manufacturers is dis-
tinetly misleading and does not present the facts as they exist;

That from our personal knowledge the enactment of a law of the kind pro-
posed is universsll{va.nd with scarcely an exception op(romd by the dealers in
these goods in the West, Northwest, and Southwest, and unpopular to a degree
that is not realized here at th e seat of Government;

That we most earnestly hope and pray, for the grod of the country at large,
;het;rtrde in general, and the welfare of the party in power, the bill may be de-

eated.

Very ruzeetfully.

E. €. Simmons, president Simmons Hardware Company, 8t. Louis,
Mo.; John Alling, of Marki'e‘y. Alling & Co., Chi el 11
Charles H. Shultz, of Shultz & Hosea, St. Joseph, Mo.; Walton N,

. Moore, treasurer Kansas City ware Company, Kansas City,
Mo.; Charles J. Schmelzer, of J. T. Schmelzer & Sons, Kansas
City, Mo., Leavenworth, Kans. ; E. B, Sears, and treas-
urer of the Henry Sears Company, Chicago, IlL ; nk Shap-
]eiﬁvi sident of The A F. Shu;t{lei:ch Hardware Company,
8t. Louis, Mo. ; Richards & Conover Hardware Company, J. Con-
over, treasurer, Kansas City, Mo.; E, C. Meacham, president E,
C. Meacham Arms Dompang&St. Louis, Mo.; Charles D, See-
berger, of A.F. Seeberger & , Chieago, I1l.

POTATO STARCH,

[Chas, Morningstar & Co. FPhiladelphia office, 48 North Delaware avenue; Bos-
ton office, 165 Milk street.]

NeEw Yorx, March 6, 1500,

DEeAR Smz: We addressed you a short time ago relative to the proposed in-
erease in the tariff on dextrine (a potato-starch product), which was desired for
the benefit of a monopoly to be established. To-day we call your attention to
the fact that a combine on starch and starch products has been formed, protected
by the high tariff on these articles. The inclosed cli‘gpin from to-day’'s New
York Herald gives iculars of the starch trust. e defer burdening you
with any de in refutation of the gross misstatements given in the prospectus
of Mr. Chapin (which we hope you will carefully read). We confine ourselves
lo stating the facts, that starch has not in twenty years sold above b cents per

sund, and that the value of the nineteen starch factories, estimated at §10,200,-

00, has been enormously exaggerated, the extreme worth of these plants not
exceeding £5,000,000. The promoters of the starch trust contemplate, therefore,
a watering of values of about 100 per cent,evidently intending to float this
bogus stock on a conflding and innocent publie,

The tariff at present protects the a‘la.reg industry by duties ranging from 95
per cent. to 120 per cent., to the detriment of the numerous consumers of this
necessity in our country.

We trust when this question is before the Ways and Means Commitiee you
will,as you have alwaysdone in the t, protectthe consumers in this eoun;?r
nyainst trusts and monopolies; which are now being organized in starch prod-
ucts, dextrine, ete.

The duty on starch should be reduced to 1 cent per pound, equivalent to 40 per
cent. of the present market price.

We hope these lines will have your earnest attention, and beg to remain,

Yours, very respectfully,
e fupeat CHAS. MORNINGSTAR & CO,

Hon. RosweLL P. FLOWER,

House of resentatives, Washinglon, D, O,
Copy of petition from eleetrical manufacturers and stove manufacturers in all
of the country. Business interests affected which employ tens of thou-
sands of workingmen and over $100,000,000 capital.
To the Senale and House of Represeniatives:

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition your honorable bodies to retain
the article mica on the free-list, where it now is, on the Fround that the impo-
sition of a duty would be a4 burden upon the manufacturing interests using this
article. b

MANUFACTURERS OF ELECTRICAL MACHINERY, ETC.

Edison Machine Works, Schenectady. N. Y.; Thompson-Houston
Electric Company, Lynn, Mass.; Westinghouse Electric Com-
, Pittsburgh, Pa.; United States Electric Company, New
mﬁ. N.Y.; Amnoux-Hochhausen Elect-ric()ompa?ly. ew York,
N.Y.;AB © Motor Company, New York,N.Y.; H.E. & €. Bax-
ter, Brooklyn, N.Y.; Bergmann & Co., New York, N. Y.; The
Eryant Electrical Company, Bridgeport, Conn.; 8. W, Baird, St.
Louis, Mo.; Geo. E. rers, Fitch l.u'gt Mass.; C. & C. Motor
Company, New York, N. Y.; Cleveland‘Motor Company, New
York,N.Y.; Geo. F.Card Manufacturing Oom?nn& incinnati,
Ohio; Connecticut Motor Company, Plantsville, Conn.; Conti-
nental Dynamo Company, New York, N.Y.; Detroit Electrical
‘Works, Detroit, Mich, ; Detroit Motor Company, Detroit, Mich. ;
Julian F. Dennison, New Haven, Conn.

Denver Light and Heal and Power Comﬁnny. Denver, Colo. ; Des
Moines Street Railway Company, Des Moines, Jowa; Davenport
Electrical Street li‘.uilws{’a(iom ny, Davenport, Towa; Thomas
H. Dalleit, Philadelphia, Pa.; Excelsior Electric Company, New
York,N.Y.; Et;lpim City Electric Dommnﬂ; New York,N.Y.;
Eddy Electric Manufacturing Company, Windsor, Conn.; Elee-
trie Construction and Supply Company, New York, N.Y.; Elek-
tron Manufacturing Company, Brooklyn, N.Y.; Eureka Electric

Hoyt & Wyncoop, Troy, N. Y.; Hammon

Company, New York, N.Y.; Easion Electrical Company, New
York, N, ¥.; Electrical Light, Heat, and Power Company, Pitts-
burgh, .; Electrical Light, Heat, and Power Company, Car-
bondale, Pa.; Erle Motor Company, Erie, Pa.; Federal Street
and Pleasant Valley Railroad Company, Pittsburgh, Pa.; Fisher
Electrio Company, Detroit, Mich.; Fort Wayne ‘Electrle Com-
ﬁ.ﬂ , Fort Wayne, Ind.; T.W.Gleason & Co., Boston, Mass.; (.

. Griffen, Kansas City, Mo.; The E.S.Greeley Gumgany New
York, N.Y.; Gilliland eotria(}omp&ny Adrian, Mich, ; Heisler
Electric Light Company, St. Louis, Mo.; Hawkeye Electric Man-
uﬁactur[nﬁ gc!a‘:::pany,lhvenport. Town; Hess Electrical Works,
5 0.

Honesdale Iron Works, Honesdale, Pa.; Holland & Thompson Man-

ufacturing Company, St. Paul, Minn. ; Hiram M. Howard & Co.,
Cineinnati,Ohio; Hoﬁartmmﬂmicompm yMiddletown,Ohio;
Jenney Electric Company, Indianapolis, Ind.; The Jones Broth-
ers Electric Uompqm. Cincinnati, Ohie; Leib Machine Works,
New York,N.Y.; ther Electric Company, Manchester,Conn.;
Midland EIectric‘Manuhclrurius Cu::uﬂmg, Omaha, Nebr.; Man-
hattan Electric Company, New York, N. Y.; Morris McGraw,
New Orleans, La.; Augustus Noll & Co., New York, N.Y.; New
Century Electric Company, New York, N. Y,; Northwestern
Electric Supply Company, Seattle, Wash.; Roland T, Oakes &
Co., Holyoke, ;AL ecuuxhl\faw Orleans, La.; Queen City
Electric Company, Cincinnati, Ohio; Quicker & Graybill, York,
Pa.; J. W. Queen & Co,, Philadelphia, Pa.; D. Rosseau, New
g:;or‘:. N. Y.; River and Rail Electric Company, New York,

Richmond Light, Heat and Power Company, Staten Island. N.Y.;

Charles M. Rumrill, New York, N.Y.; A.J. Sweeney & Son,
Wheeling, W.Va.; Shaw Electric Crane Company, Milwaukee,
‘Wis.; St. Louis Electric Company, 8t. Louis, Mo.; The Electric
Appliance Manufacturing Company, Wnurbu;y, Conn.; United
States Illuminati C-om]nn . New York, N.Y.; Western Elec-
tric Company, Ch 1l.; Weston Electrie Instrument Com-
pany, Newark, N.J,; Webster, Camp & Lane Machine Company,
Akron, Ohio; York Electrie bompany. York, Pa.; The Kna

Electrical Works, Chieago, I11.; Foree Bain, é‘hieaxo 1. ; Bt.-.g:ri
ing Motor and Manufacturing Company, Chicago, 11l.; Spe

Electric Company, Chicago, 111.; Chicago Edison Company, Cri;?-
cago, IlL.; The Clark Electrie Gompm;{. New York, N.Y.; Bell
Electric Light Gomhgny New York, N.Y.; E. L. 'i‘unis, Balti-
more, Md.; Inman nn!‘actnrine Company, Amsterdam, N. Y. ;
The Crocker-Wheeler Eleetrie Motor Company, New York, N, Y,

MANUFACTURERS OF STOVES, ETC.

Richardson & Boynton Company, New York, N. Yié Abendroth

Broa.,, New York, N. Y.; J. L. Mott Iron Works, New York, N.
.; Union Stove Works, New York, N.Y.; Manhattan Stove
Works, New York, N. ¥.; Ely & Rama%y Stove Gomg_nny New
York, N. Y. ; Southard, Robertson & Co.,New York, N. Y. 3 Alban

Stove Company, Albany, N.¥.; Art Stove Goﬂamg. Detroi

Mich.; Armstrong & Co., Pe: lle, Md.; Baldwin & Graham,
Pittsburgh, Pa.; Bissel & Co., Pittsburgh, Pa.; Buckwalter Stove
Oompandy, Royersford, Pa.; Blemker Stove Oompn.;z. Evans-

ville, Ind.; Bonnett& Nance, Quincy, Ill. ; Burdett, Bmith & Co.,
Troy, N.Y.; Bumaﬁ& McLeod Btove Company, Troy, N. Y.;
Boyer & McMaster, ﬁ:.()hio; Bl ington Stove Company,
Bloomington, Ill.; E. ent & Son, Lansing, Mich.

Bridgeford & Co., Louisville, Ky.; Brand Stove Company, Milwau-

kee, Wis.; Bridge Beach Manufacturing Comm, &t. Louis,
Mo. ; Buck Stove and Range Company, St. Lou 0.; Barstow
Stove Company, Providence, R. I.; Bartlett-Hayward Com-

ny, Baltimore, Md.; B. C. Bibb & Co., Baltimore, Md.; L. C.
rdsley, Cleveland, Ohio; Cleveland rative Stove Com-
pany, Cleveland, Ohio; Chi Stove orks, Chicago, Ill.;
Cribben, Sexton &Co., Chicago, I11.; Cutler & Proctor Stove Com-
ny, Pebria, 11l.; Co-operative Fidelity Company, Rochesler, N,
.; Co-operative Stove Works, Buffalo, N. Y.; Co-o ive
Stove Works, Troy, N. Y.; Chicago and Erie Stove Works, Erie,
Pa.; Ab Cox Stove Company, Philadelphia, Pa.; Cobb Stove
and Machine Company, Taunton, Mass, ; Dighton Furnace Com-
Engél)izhwn, Mass. ; Detroit Stove Works, troit, Mich.; R.
itz lZ!cm:mm'lﬂ,l New York, N. Y.; Enterprise Stove Com-

¥, Vincennes, Ind.
rich, Columbus, Ohio ; Eagle Stove Foundry Company, Fall
River, Mnass.: Fuller-Warren Company, Troy, N.Y.; her,
Leaf & Co., Louisville, Ky.; Fisher, ngst & Co., Loulisville,
Ky.; Foster Stove Company, Ironton, Ohie; W.P,Ford & Co.,
Concord, N. H.; M.L. Filley, Saugatuck, Conn.; Floyd, Well &
Co., Royersford, Pa. ; Finch & Co., New York, N.Y.; A, B.Fales,
Troy, N. Y.; Favorite Stove Works Pigua, Ohio; Gem City
Stove Manufacturing Company, Quiney, Il.; Great Western
Stove Company, Leavenworth, Kans,; Grander & Co., Royers-
ford, Pa.; Gibson-Lee Macufacturing Company, Chattan "
Tenn.; E. P, Gleason Manufacturini Company, New York, N,
Y.; Hess, Snyder & Co,, Massillon, Ohio; Z. Hunt, Hudson,N. Y.
d oy Geneseo, I1L;
Cortland Howe Ventilating Stove Company, Cortland, N. Y.:
Indianapolis Stove Company, Indianapolis, Ind.; Charles Kib-
ler, jr. & Co., Denver, Colo.; Keeley Stove Compnnti' Columbia,
Pa.; Keokuk Stove Works, Keokuk, Jowa; F. an L.Kahn &
Bro., Hamilton, Ohio; F. A. Klaine, ducinna(i. Ohio ; Leibrandt
& MoDowell Stove Company, Philadelphia, Pa, ; Lil'hgow Man-
ufacturing Company, Louisville, Ky.; Lord & Stone, Otter River,
.; Lebanon Stove Company, Lebanon, Pa.; A.Lotze & Son,
Cincinnati, Ohio; Llf.tleﬁels Stove Company, Albany, N. Y,;
Lapham Foundry Company, North P mouth.{hw. i Myers Man-
ufacturing Company, Cleveland, Ohio; Merion, Hertensteéin &
Co., Columbus, Ohio; March, Brownback & Co,, Linfield, Pa.;
Michigan Stove Company, Detroit, Mich.; Mount Penn Stove

Works, Reading, Pa.

Moser & Werhle, Newark, Ohio; Madison Stove Gon];rmge Madison,
re

Ind,; Ohio Stove Com) y, Tiffin, Ohio; Bel ove Com-
ny, Bellaire, Ohio; Pitfston Stove Company, Pittston, Pa.;
lymouth Found Oompmg,l’lymon Mass,; Phillips & Clark,
Geneva,N.Y,; Ph lipsburgY Stove Wor! Phi'llipsburgh, N.J.;
Perry & Co., Albany, N. Y.; Peninsular Stove Company,
troit, Mich.; Portland Stove Foundry Comgo.ny. Portland, Me.;
D, E. Paris & Co., Troy, N. Y.; V. Quarre - Phllldnlg‘hin,
Pa.; Rathbone, Sard & Co., Albany, N. Y.; William Resor & Co.,
Cincinnati, Ohio; James Reed & Sons, Warren, Ohio; J. H.
Rollker & Co., Evansville, Ind. ; Raymond & Campbell, Middle-
town, Pa.: Richmond Stove Company, Norwich, Ct.; Roberts,
_ Beypes & Co., Quakertown, Fa.
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W. L. Sharp & Son, Steubenville, Ohio; South Erie Iron Works,
Erie, Pa.; Scanlon & Co., Lonisville, Ky.; Stratton, Terstegge &
Co., Louinii.lu. Ky.; Somerset Co-operative Foundry Company,
Somerset, Mass,; g. B. Sexton & Co., Baltimore, Md.; Swinton,
Shimer & Co,, Port Jervis, N. ¥.; Taplin, Rice & Co., Akron,
Ohio; Tt Roberts Stev Company, Philadelphia, Pa.;
Terstegge, Gohman & Co., New Albany, Ind; 0. G. Thomas,
Taunton, Mass.; J. Van Wormer & Co., Albany, N. Y.; Victor
Stove Oom‘pany. Salem, Ohio; Van n & Co., Carbondale,
Pa.; John Van Range Company, Cineinnati, Ohio ; ?Vood, Bishop
& Co., Bangor, Me.; Western Stove Works, Peoria, Ill,; Weis-
kettle & Son, Baltimore, Md.; Yeager & Hunter, Spring City, Pa.

New York, April 12, 1890,

GesTLEMEN: It isdiffieult Lo account for the reasons that have induced you to
include in the proposed tarifl bill all nursery products in the way of trees and
lants that have for 8 number of years past admitted free. Some ten ora
zen years ago there was this duty of 20 per cent., which it was found did great
ilgusum to the great mass of producers in this country, and was therefore take
off in the previous tariff revision. With alarge acquaint and correspond
ence all over the country, I am able to speak with some authority and under-
standing upon this question, and in behalf of thisinterest wish to protest against
such daty again being levied,

The number of persous or the percentage in value thatare inany way pro-
tected by any tariff upon products of this ¢lass is infinitesimal and in no way
commensurate with the injury doneto the Lt 1s of persons engaged directl
and indirectly, in the nursery and plant business. The product of nearly all
nurseries, from Maine to California and from Canada to Texas, is largely de-
pendent upon small seedling stocks, that are of necessity imported, and must,
with or without a tariff, conti to come from that source in the future, as the
growing of these stocks here is prohibited by climatic and other conditions over
which songreu or the mople have no control. This being the fact, for every
one that is protected or benefited by any tariff, be it more or less, there are nine
hundred and ninety-nine burdened with just that additional amount; besides
this, every dollar added to the cost of these small seedling stocks which com-

rise a very large ﬂeroe.nm.ge in value and amount of all the importationsof this
Elnr.l. tends to make the competition in the great producing sections of .the
country all the closer and to demoralize a business condue Now Upon Very
close marging, and one in no condition to stand any additional burdens, It is
therefore to be hoped Lha:you may sea your way clear to amend this portion of
the proposed bill, so as to allow all nursery or plant produets to be admitted free
as under the present law.

This return of conditions that were found impracticable and largely injurious
years ago would be not only retrograding instead of advancing, but would cer-
tainly produce a reaction of sentiment among the thousands of intelligent busi-
ness men and laborers now eng d in this busi even g those whose
sympathies and sentiments would otherwise be with your committee in its
laborious efforts to equitably adjust this important tariff matter.

If there are any points upon which information is desired relating to the
above statement of facts or of the subject generally, I should be most happy in
behalf of this interest to explain them or present additional facts in person or
by letter, as most agreeable to your committee.

I remain, gentlemen, very truly yours,

FRED. W. KELSEY,
Ways AXD MEANS ComMITTEE, Hon., WiLLiAM McKINLEY, Chairman,

OFPPOSED TO THE TARIFF—A NUMEROUSLY SIGNED MEMORIAL SENT TO WASH-
INGTON —THE CIGAR MANUFACTURERS, MAKERS, AND CITIZENS UNITE IN PE-
TITIONING CONGRESS TO AMEND THE TOBACCO TARIFF SCHEDULE OF THE
M'EINLEY BILL.

The following memorial was forwarded to Washington to-day :

" BINGHAMTOX, April 11, 1890,

“Mvy DEAR S1R: We, the cigar manufacturers of Binghamton, N. Y., feeling
confident that if that part of the tariff bill contained in the tobacco schedule under
Bection F becomes a law the cig facturing int ts of the country will
be most injuriously affected, we, as cigar manufacturers, most earnestly recom-
mend that the same be amended. As the bill now reads the proposed duty on
the raw material will be iderably ad d, while the proposed increase
in the duty on imported cigars is comparatively small; the result of such a
change would be the consumption of the latler would become far greater
than now, while the production of cigars in this country would be greatly re-
duced. Another objection isthat, although from the tenorof the tobacco clause
it is evidently intended that the duty on unstemmed fillers shall remain at 35
cents, the part of the latter should be made liable to a duty of $2, from
the fact that almost every bale of so-called fillers contains ' some leaves fit for
wrapping purposes.’

* We recommend that a duty of 50 cents per pound be put upon all imported
tobacco, whether fillers or wraé)pem, as the consumption of the American prod-
uet in the form of fillers would thereby be considerably increased, and thata
specific duty of § pound be imposed on imported cigars, in order to give
the home manufacturer sufficient protection.

“'We must also protest against a continuance of the use of the import stamp
on dﬁ;s made in other countries. It is unjust to the Ameriean manufacturer
that this disti ishing mark shouldapp on the foreign article. The senti-
ment smong our employés is the same as our own. We employ — hands,

“Yours very truly,

“ Reyno Rogers & Co.; Binghamton Cigar Uom‘zany. Pratt, Im-
hoff & Co,; proprietors; F. Schubmehl; Carter & Darrow; y
A. Kent & Co.; Lyman Clock, S8on & Co.; Smith & Champion;

: VanWormer, Gumberg & Co.; Charles Butler; C. B. Smith, jr.
& Co,; the Rossville Manufacturing Com;.mny = i!ull, Grummond
& Co.; Ostrom, Barnes & Co.; Wm. H. Ogtitm & Co.; Cox &
Sears; Wright, O'Connor & Co.; Dewil & Hollister; Isaac
Hanchett; F. R. Keyes & Co.; F. B, Ri 8 & Co.; Cooke &
Strickland.
“Hon. WiLLIAM McKINLEY,
“ Care of House of Repr fatis Washington, D. 0"

The following, signed by several thousand cigar makers and packers, hasalso
been forwarded to Washington :

** We, the undersigned cigar makers and packers of the city of Binghamton,
domost respectfully protest against the passage of that part of the tariff bill em-
bodied in section F, under the head of *Tobacco, ' as it would ruin the cigar indus-
try of the country. We would request that the import stamp now put on all
boxes containing imported cigars by the Government be abolished, that the
duty on imported cigars be £ a pound, and thal a uniform duty of 50 cents a
pound be put on imported tobacco, irrespective of grade.”
w’l‘h‘?ifoé{gwing, signed by citizens of all classes and conditions, was alsosent to

ashin, m:

*The undersigned, residents of the city of Binghamton, in the State of New
York, respectfully protest against placing a duty of $2 wrapoound upon Sumatra
tombmd t.hsnd tﬂ’!’mct!‘ully petition that a uniform duty of 50 cents per pound be
p! ereon, .

LINENS, .
Whereas the bill known as the ** McKinley tariff bill,” now ding, proposes
to raise the duty on linen counting less than mntym or g:.l some in-

stances one hundred th s tothe square inch from 35 per cent., asat present, to
50 per cent. ad valorem and 3 cents per pound;: and

ereas said advanced rate of duty f: uivalent to 62 to 116 per cent. ad
valorem, according to the grade of material, the cheaper goods being thereby
taxed the highest; and
. Whereas the stated purposes of sald bill are * to reduce the ravenue and equal-
ize duties on imports,” and yet it in reality increases the rate of duty on alarge
pro%)orﬁon of linen goods consumed in the United States from 100 to 200 per
cent.: :

Be it resolved by the Linen Trade Association of New York in public meeting as-
sembled, That we earnestly protest against the proposed increase of duty for
the following reasons :

Firat, The proposed measure would largely increase the revenue, instend of
diminishing it,

Second. Because there are no linen goods manufactured in this country of
any importance, and also because the establishment of any such industry wonld
be attended by almost insurmountable difficulties, owing to climatic and other
adverse conditions well known to all practical men in the trade. In proof of
which we would cite the fact that several attempts that have been made in this
direction have been unsu =

rd. Because the introduction of mixed rates of duty will lead to endless
confusion in the trade and upon the already crowded water front of New
York additional difficulties, owing to the time required in weighing the impor-
tations as they arrive, which would practically result in an embargo on the com-
merce of the port.

Fourth. The inetilmlil.y and injustice of the proposed rates are app t from
the fact that fine linens (muntinf over seventy-five or one hundred threads)
are admitted at 35 per cent., while 1 hold 1i and canvases,
which are required in every American home, are taxed at the excessively high
rates already stated. Thusthe luxuries of the rich pay a duty of 35 per cent.,
while the necessities of every workingman are oppressively taxed, in some
cases as high as 116 per cent, : Therefore

Resolved, That the Linen Trade Association y request that no ad-
vance be made on the existing rate of duty for the reasons already set forth, and
also beeause the proposed charge would seriously disorganize an important
branch of business in which is invested in this country many millions of dol-
lars in eapital, and in which are interested a large number of citizens of the
United States, both as employers and employed.

We, Richard H. Ewart, president, and Robert McBratney, secretary, of the
Linen Trade Association of the city of New York, do hereby certify that the fore-
going is afull, complete, and correct copy of the resolutions adopted by the com-
mittee appointed by said association with full power to act in matter.

In witness whereof we have h to set our hands at the city of New York
this 22d day of April, 1800,

RICHARD H. EWART, President.
ROBERT McBRATNEY, Scerefary.

City, COUSTY, AND STATE oF NEW YORK, &s:

On this 22d day of Aﬁl;il, A. D. 1890, before me personally came Richard H,
Ewart, president, and bert McBratney, secretary of the Linen Trade Asso-
ciation of the c.il.{!ol’ New York, to me personally known, and known to me to
be the individuals described in and who executed the foregoing certificate, and
they severally acknowledged that they executed the same.

[8EAL.] CHARLES E. 8IMMS, Jr.,
Notary Public, New York Counly,

FLAX AND JUTE GOOD&

To the honorable the Senale and House of Representalives of the United States:

The undersigned, importersand dealers in flax and jute goods, would respect-
fully make the following statement :

The present rate of duty on brown and bleached linens, ducks, ecanvas, pad-
dings, diapers, table damasks, napkins, towels, crash, huclmbnn'kn, ]umdiael\-
chiefs, lawns, and other manu! res of flax, jute, or hemp, or of which flax,
jute, or hemp is the component material of chief value, not otherwise provided
for, is 35 per cent. ad valorem.

This rate of duly, as your petitioners believe and most respectfully aver,is a
burden upon the of the try and a needless tax upon the people,
and that all concerned will be greatly advant by a reduction in such rate,
g0 that the class of merchandise above named (the same being more particularly
specified in Schedule J of the act approved March 3, 1883, known as chapter 121
of the laws of the United States, passed during the second session of the Forty-
sevenih Congress of the United States), may pay a rate of duty not in excess of
20 per cent. ad valorem.
our }utiti.onera are informed through the public press that in the proposed
tariff bill now before the Committee on Ways and Means of the House oF Rep-
resentatives, Schedule J, in items 364 and 364A, provides for an increase of
duty of more than 100 per cent. in the form of a specificand ad valorem tax.

The reasons why your gel.itioners entertain the belief that this rate of dut:
should not be increased, but should be reduced to or below 20 per cent.
valorem, are as follows:

First, None of these goods are manufactured in the United States, excepting
a few coarse fabries, almost the entire consumption of this country being im-
ported from abroad and largely used as a raw material for remanufacture.

Second. Your petitioners are of the belief that it is impossible for most of such
goods to be manufactured here, because, first, while the raw material of an in-
ferior un.m.{aand suitable to the production of certain kinds of merchandise is
grown in this country, climatic conditions prevent the successful cultivation
and treatment of such a quality of the raw material as is required forthe manu-
facture of most of said linen fabrics; and, second, one of the %roeem in the
manufacture of such goods, to wit, the process known as bleaching, ean not be
successfully performed, owinﬁ to the like absence of moisture and certain other
climatic elements, without which snch process ean not be earried on.

Third. Large quantities of linen fabrics are cut up and manufactured in the
United States into various articles of domestle consumption, the most impor-
tant of which are white linen for shirts, collars, and cuffs; elastics, ducks, pad-
dings, and hollands for use in manufacturing woolen cloliﬂng for men’s wear;
brown linens, drills, ete,, for men's wear; printed lawns, ete,, for ladles’ sm
besides similar materials for trunk, sachel, and shoe linings. If the linen
in the man ure of the above-enumerated articles (for which purposes it is
practically raw material) could be imported at a lower rate of duty, a large ex-

rt trade could be done, especially in collars and shirts, thereby giving a \vm
rge outlet for cotton Foo{g?c which are the oomponenl of chief value in
manufacture, Al ndustry, notwithstanding the existing excessive rate of

duty, as above named, has nlmﬁy grown up within the United States, and your
petitioners are convinced that if such rate of duty should be lowered, so that

these articles of wearin :gpml, , could be produced at a reduced mafithia
industry would immeﬁ y assume much I.urger proportions, and would en-
able the vari fa of thoe United States not only to increase the
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g:oent domeslic consumption, but also to Inrgely snanly the mnrl:ets of the
inion of Canada, of h&x‘leo, and of the South America.

ruquast that the rate of duty on all
urndnmorﬂ.nx sndm ﬂlammdwhichﬁuhthammmtm
of chief value now paying ’germnt. may not be increased, but reduced so

as not to 20 per cent.

E.8. Jaffray & Co., dry-goods jo! 350 Broadway, New York, N, Y;
Lee, Tweedy & Co.,dry-goods jobhers,86and 83 Worth street, New
York, N. Y.; Riee, Stix & Co., dry-goods jobbers, 361 Broadway
street, St. Lou is, Mo.; John Dougan & tni.lora trimmings,
864 Broadway, New York. N. Y.; Sylvester Bell Co., dry goods

obbers, 503 and 505 Broadw: 'New York, N.X.; Richard H.
wart, imporier, 115 and ll, ranklin street, New York, N.Y.;
J. W. Godd‘:)rd & Sons, tailors’ trimmings, 516 ‘Bmudwsy. New

York, N. Y.; Lesher, Whitman & Co., tailors' trimmmf
way, New York, N. Y.; Fechheimer, Goodkind Co.,

clothing man Hmnd 700 Brondway New York A

E. J. Denni oods, retail, Brmdwny and Tenth

street, Newn#ork, N.Y Bgiton Hughas& Dannir;g dry:f
obbers, Broadway and'Ninth utreet. New Y anmes

ork

cCutcheon & Co, dry goods, retail, 64 W, Twe‘nty-lhird street,

Ncw York, N.Y.; Alfred Ber;pmin & Co‘, clothing manufactur-

104 Bleecker street, New ; Hammerslough, Sachs

&. oy clothlng manufscturers, 98 Blewker street, New York.

N. Y., ou‘?h Bros. clothing manufacturers, 475 and

m‘Bmdway. New York, N. Y.

James McCreery & Co..dry goods, wholesale and retail, 805 Broad-

way, corner Eleventh street, New York, N. Y.; Keeph!auummr-

ing{‘hmpmy. shirt, cuff, and collar manufacturers, 809-811 Broad-

. New York, N. Y., Sweetser, Pembrook & Co. dry—znods
jo 374 Broadway, New York, N.Y.; Butler, Clap,

dry-goods jobbers, 365 Broadway, New York,N.Y.; Te Wel-

ler & Co., dry-goods jobbers, 328 Broadway, New ank, N-X.; 8.

W. Richar , importer, 84 Franklin ltml’., New York, N. 'Y..

D. Carlisle, imporber. 100 Franklin street, New York, .

MecBratoney, importer, 120 Franklin street, New York, 'N.Y.. j B.

I.mka&Pottu. imputwrs, 81-83 Franklin street, New York, N.Y.;

Do Berry & Co. gorims.ﬁ Franklin street, New York,

? Lamb & Griesbacl importers, 83 Franklin street, New

York N ¥X.: Fe on, Wai!er & Co., importers, 108 Franklin

rg;a Rothschild &

su'oeh New York Henry Co., shirl manu-
= , 43 Leonard au'eet.. New York, N. ¥.; J. Galt Smith &
Co., lmporhrs. 41 White street, New York, N.Y.; Henry Matier

& Co., importers, 17-16 White street, New York, N. ¥
H. Bernheim & Co., shirt manufacturers, 15 White atmek ‘New York,
N.Y.; Tim & 60. collar and cuffl mnufanturernils? Franklin
sl.mt New York, . Y.; Tim, Wallerstein &Uo., irt manufact-
um&? Franklin sh'aet New York, N. Y.; D. A. Lindsay, im-
fom.sswmumgmw York.h Yo Donald Macleod, & Co.,
ﬁorters. 293 Church street, New York,N.Y.; E.N. & W. H.
er & Co., importers, 43 and 45 White street, New York, N. Y.
Wilmarding & Bisset, importers, 76 Leonard street, New York,
N.Y.; James Thmpeou & Co., importers, 112 Franklin nﬁ-eel.
New &'ork N.Y.; Acheson, Harden & Co., importers, 107 and
109 Franklin street, New York. N.Y.; Jnmes Scott & Sons, per
E. R. Biddle, attorney, imfmrwrs, 73 nard street, New York,
N.Y.; Anderson, Churchill & Co., importers, 84 Leonard street,
New York, N.Y.; James F. White & Co., importers, 54 and 56
Worth stml;. New York, N.Y.; L. Frank & Co,, shlrt ‘manufact-
urers, 47 and 49 White street, New York, N.Y.; Remy, Schmidt
& Pleissner, importers, 43 and 45 White street New York,N.Y.;
Charles Brown & Co., importers, 202 Church ntroet. New York
L 3 f‘Tohn Graham '& vy impm'r.ers, 87 Franklin street, New
or] -
Marshall Field & Co., dry goods, wholesale and retail, Chi ,IL;
James H, Walker & Co., dry goods,wholesale and retail, Chicago,

IlL. ; Carson, Pirie, Scott & Gu., dry | ]jobbeu, Chicago, Ill.;
Storm & Hi.il dry gocdnjob TS, 1L; C. F. Hovey &Co..
goods, wholesale and retail, Boston, > rd, Norwell

& Co., dry goods, wholesale and retail, Boston, Mass.: R, 'H. White
& Go.‘ dgogoods who].m.'le and retail, Bom:l[hhu. Jordan,
Marsh & ﬁoods | d retail, B Mass. ;
Hlsz!m & ﬁan rson, d z mn,wholmle and retail, Boslon,
; Jackson, Mandell iell, dry goods jobbeu, Boston,
; Farley, Harvey & Co., dr; ﬁoodsj jobbers, Boston, Mass. ;
Wilmn. IArnbee&.Oo..dry s jobbers, Boston. Mass.; Brad-
ford, Thomas & Co, dry jobbers, Boston, Mass. ; W‘heeler,
& Co. drygoodl}obbe Boston Mm. (‘humilsr&(h..
oods, retail, Boston, Mass.; R.& R, Glld:lri.ﬂ..dry
1, n, Mass, ; T. DWhitney&Cc..dryzoodn.mui Boeton.
llnu.: R. 1. Stearns & Co., dry
Houghton & Dutton,

i
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retail, Boston, Mass.;
dry goods, retail, Boston, Mass. ; William
8. Butler & Co., dry goods, retail, Bouton, Maas,
PROTEST OF DEALERS IN HOSIERY AXD USDERWEAR.
Wasmiserow, D. O., Apraza 1800,

DeAr Sir: Your attention is ¥ called to the pers,
which are copies of a protest nst any cha in the g{ment Me o?uuiﬂ'an
hosiery and uadm filed to-day with the Ways and Commiitee by a

the ts of dealers in foreign hoslory in
mmmr!gnﬁb all the leadin, h f"-‘ i
L y o n
the country, without regard to nt.ﬂf uions, re ruenl. an cap-
ital of over X who b m pro E hmh wou]ﬂ re-
sult in serious - al

You mm&fu{l uwtu\ to use your inﬂuam nnd voto tu prevent any

change in the hosiery underwear sch from the t law.
Respectfully,

. OTTO HEINZE,
B. F. LARRABEE,
THOMAS BAINS,
J. H. EMERY,

THOMAS FIELD.

We, the undm!gned importerl and dealers in hon{m; and underwear, beg fo

your changed in the tari Schedule J, see-
tions 350 and 351, which, f{ma.cied. will destroy a unineu which thousands
of our citizens are directly interested, and by which many more are personally

offer our against any change in the existing rates, and would t-
pﬁ:lgepmg: on that the tariff on cotton hoslery and underwear remain as it is at
nt. '

. NEW YORK.
TEﬂ’l. Weller & Co., Dunham, Buckley & Co., Sweetser, Pembrook
, Butler, Clapp & Co., Hei zeb & 00 0. K. Krausu

&Do‘. E. S. Jaffray & Co., Mills & Gibb,
Lord & Taylor, Sl.ern Brothers, Simpson, Crnwfnﬂl & Simpsou,
R. H. Macy & Co., Hilton, Hughes & Denning, Arnold, Consta-
ble & Co., Seward & Tourtellot, Passavant & Co., Heury N,
Palmer, Klelu. Harriman & (h..Abegx Daeniker &. Co Sch:fer,
Schramm & Vogel, Schiff & B. A
& Co., Spielmann & Co., H. B, Claflin & Co. Syndlea&e
Compa 12 A.Swan Bmwu. president; A. N. Loe! F‘r&
Vietor & 'Achelis, Edward Scheitlin & Co., Lee, Tweed ' & Co.,
0. Jaffe & Pinkus, E. N. & W. H. Tailer & Go A!ex.D Napier
& Co., Robert Reis & Co., J. 8. Lowrey & Co., 'Couturat &
Edw. Creutznachs, successor Verdier & ultz, Renwick &
Keenen, W. H. B.iley& Co., Sylveat.er Bell & Co., Weld Colburn
&Wﬂkens. Charles Goodman s Son, Weil, Haskell & Co., Gut-
man Bros., J. & M. Lehman, M. & C. Mayer, J. A. Schmidt, E.

Stern.
BOSTON.

Claflin, Larrabee & Co., Walker, Stetson, Sa. er Company, Davill,
Pitts & Co., Simons, Hatch & hitterl. {h Dmgi\m
Wheeler, Blodgett & Co., C. F. Hovez
R. H. White & Co., Wll.son, Larrabee & Co., Wﬂlilun 8. Butlu &
Co., Brown, Durrell & Co. Oole.mn.n, Mead & Co., Hawley, Folsom
&‘Ronimus. Jordan, Marsh & Co., Beal, Higgins & Henderson,

hepard, Norwell & Co., Chandler & Co., Gross & Strauss, R. H.
Stem & Co., Simpson & Co., Houghton & Dulton.

: PHILADELPHIA.

Young, Smyth, Field & Co., Joel J. Baily & Co., Pearce Brothers, A,
E.McCowan & Co,, Granville B. Haines & Co. Shnrpteal Broth-
ers, Sullivan, Harker & Co., Skinner & Test, 'Cook & Brothers,
Strawbridge & Clothier, Jacob Reed’s Sons, Thomas Lalor & Co.,
Perkins & Co.

CHICAGO.

Marshall Field & Co., Carson, Pirie, Scott & Co., James H. Walker &
Co., Wilson Brothers, Edson, Keith & Co., Storm & Hill,

MILWAUKEE.
Gall & Frank Company, H. Stein, jr., & Brol'.hers. Laudauer & Co,
DETROIT,

Edson, Moore & Co., Burnham, Steepel & Co., Strong, Lee & Co., Stan-
ton, Sampson &t‘o..&chloae Bmthnrs & Co. Lyon Brothers ‘& Co.,
Monroe, Rosenfield & Co., Jacob Brown & Co., B.8imon & Co.,
George Hadzsits & Co.

SUGAR OF MILK.
New Yorxk, May 3, 1500,
DeARr Sie: Many thanks for your kind favor of the 1st instant, in reply to our
petition forwarded through d)'ou to the Ways and Means Committee, protesting
ng‘%snlt the imposition of a duty upon sugar of milk.

e to advise that this is not a new industry. Chemists of ability and
with capital have tried to make it here for years, but owing to the peculiar con-
ditions of its manufacture on the other side they have never been able to com-
pete and never will be able to compete. Farmers' sons and help in Holland,
Southern Germany, and Switzerland make a little crude sugar of milk which
they have as a perquisil-e for tobacco, eto., and traveling buyers go about the
country and buy it up in a crude state, a little at a time, and take it to large
mills, where it is refined and put on the market. In this way it can be pro-
dueed at a very low figure.

We purchase from abroad 50,000 pounds of milk sugar at a time, and we think
it mnﬂ unfair and unjust that from six to ten thousand dollars per year should
be taken out of our pockets and placed in the hands of one or two manufact-
urers who will never be able to compete either in quality or price with the
milk sugar obtained from abroad. We boughta thousamdc{mnnds of milk sugar
once from this manufacturer in New Jersey and found it discolored and a very
poor artiele of sugar. Even if this duty were imposed we do not believe there
are any manufacturers in this country who would be willing to so increase their
fmtlmes as to fill the demand, when pe;hc?s next iyaar or the year after the
duty might be taken off. Milke sugar is in medicinal preparations, and it
would be a serious tax upon poor people if the price were increased. ml:
in which sugar of milk is mentioned in the McKinley bill looks to us as if
bad designedly been put where it would not be easily seen.

Sulphate of morghin is made from the pot{spy. but it is not classed as a food

roduet, but as a chemieal produet, and and so with sugar of milk; it isnot a
Sa roduct in any sense of the word.

\'-’a ope that through your kind assistance we may prevail upon the com-
I;:i!-tou l.ulleave Ihhi.:’llrh?lejfm Thedli?t whf w:.n orwar:ladht; z{on is ed

¥ every large wholesale jobbing and importing ruggzatnl. ty, the
list which was forwarded by a retail h up town all the cipal
retail and dispensing chemists in New York City.

We are yours, very respectfully,
FAIRCHILD BROS, & FOSTER.
Hon. RosweLL P. FLOWER,
Congressman of the Ninth Congressional Disirict of New York,

New York, April 14, 1890,
Diar Sim: Feeling confident that if that part of the tariff bill contained in
ihe tobacco schedule under section I becomes a law the cigar-manufacturing
interests of the eomll.rr will be most injuriously affected, we, as cigar manu-
facturers, most earneﬁtjr recommentd that the same be amended. As the bill
now reads the proposed duty on the raw material will be considerably ad-
vanced, while the pro increase in the duty on imported cigars is compara-
tively small; the result of such a change would be that the consumption uf the
latter would become far greater than now,while the rmductlon of garn in this
country would be greatly reduced. Another objection is that, although from
the tenor of the tobaceco clause it is evidently intended that the duty on un-
stemumed fillers shall remain at 35 cents, the greater part of the latter wounld be
made liable ton duty of §2 from the fact that s.l.most every bale of so-called fill-
ers contains * some leaves fit for wrapper pu

We recommend that a duty of 50 cents per pound be put on all im ud to-
bacco, whether fillers or me 4, as the nonsumpl.lon of the Ame
uet in the form of fillers wou tfahmby aud 1

lpeciﬂn duty of § be imposed on 1mporhd cigars in order to givel.hehnme
L suflicient protection.

Ifl-ho pruaul rate ofdutj;owem notlmplyluﬂclent for the h‘ tion of the
lll?lnﬂ: but, knowing that the domestic i.nd:utly is now fully prohoted, we

‘We must also protest against a continuance of the u.saol'l.hnimport stamp on
cigars made in other countries. It is unjust to the A that
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this distinguishing mark should appear on the foreign article. The sentimenk
g:‘o&lf our employés is the same as our own. We employ about one h

Y trul
SO SAM'L L DAVIS & CO.
Hon. RosweLL P. FLOWER, *
y b

House of Kepr D.C

PEARL BUTTOXNS, =

the honorable Benale and House of Representatives of the United Slales:
!bTha undersigned, importers and dealers in pearl buttons, having been in-
formed through the public press that in the proposed tariff bill now before the
Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Represeutatives, Schedule N,
clause 422, provides for an increase of duty on pearl or shell buttons of 4 cents
a line, or from 103 to 838 per cent. average increase on the great bulk of pearl
buttons used in and imported into this country, asshown by the following scale
of the four chief grades used by the masses:

BCALE. .
| | g
Quality No. L./Quality No. 2. Quality No.3. Quality No.4.
IR - o] I 2 - %
2 | € 24 85 8
Line. 25 | < §§ _§ i|cd é E 4 | o1
AR R R
B Bk = e Bl (" =
2 og | 88 g| 82| ¢c2| 28| 28
EN ERLEGEEA RN EAL SAL B8
- |
18... £ $0.58 | §$1.30 | $0.80 | $1.02 | $0.19 | $0.9L | $0.14 | §0.86
20 65| 145 35| 115 .22 | L02 .16 96
b= .76 | 1.64 .40 | 1.28 .28°| 116 .21 109
24, 87| L83 A7 | 1.43 33| L29 24 1.20
26 1.02 | 2.06 . 56 1.60 .39 | 1.43 .30 1.3
23.. 1.20 | 2.32 .68 | 180 .50 | 1.62 .38 1.50
80.... 130 | ‘2,59 .83 | 203 55| L75 45 1.65
Proposed increase. ......| 103 per cent, | 187 per cent. [ 273 per cent. | 338 per cent.

The seale above shpws the proposed increase to be disproportionate, and we,
the subscribers, r lly beg to end and request that no change be
made on the present tariff rate. - 3

It is evidently to the interest of the general public that any industry which
may require protection by such enormous rates as shown above had better be
abandoned aﬂogmher for the general guod, and a tariff for revenue only be ap-

lied.

. A tariff per line isa prohibitory and unreasonable tariff, and the poorer classes
of citizens would suffer most from its enforcement.

For example : Take a twenty line now costing 16 cents per gross, used by the
poorer classes, and a button of same size now cosling 65 cents per gross, used by
the wealthier classes, the specific or line duty as proposed would make the
poor man _pay 50 cenls per gross more than it now cosis him, or 500 per cent.,
whereas the wealthy man pays only the same specifie duty of 80 cents per gross,

or 123 per cent.
e ific duty; but specific duty

This example alone shows the absurdily of s
would also p[,m disproportionate profits in the hands of a few domestie bution-

makers, to the d vantage of the public. We pray, therefore, that the tarifl’
by line or specifieduty be struck from the proposed biil and only an ad valorem
one be enforeed, unless the articles be placed upon the free-list.
John Dougan & Co., 336 Broadway ; John Thornton & Co., 345-H7
Broadway; Pratt & Farmer, 353 Broadway; Dunham, Buckley
& Co.; Sweetser, Pembrook & Co.; Calhoun, Robbins & Co.:
Weiller, Strauss & Co.; SBiegman Brothers, 370 Broadway; E. 5.
Jaffray & Co., 350 Broadway; Mills & Gibb, Broadway and Grand
street; Aitkin, Son & Co.,873 Broadway; Fisk, Clark & Flagg,
636 Broandway ; Hilton, Hughes & Denning, Broadway and Tenth
street; E.J. Denning & Co., Broadway and Tenth street; R. H.
Maey & Co., Sixth avenue, Thirteenth to Fourteenth streets,

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that if the gen-
tleman from New York insists upon having a vote upon his amendment
in reference to oranges the Representatives of my State, my colleague
and myself, will necessarily ask the privilege of being heard upon the
amendment. But as there seems to be some doubt of his getting a vote
upon it I will not at this time ask the attention of the committee,
becanse I am aware of the fact that the sugar schedule is now under

“consideration.

Mr. MCKENNA addressed the Chair. ;

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California is recognized.

Mr, McKENNA. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding with my re-
marks I desire to ask unanimous consent to be permitted to continue

_ for not exceeding a half an hour without interruption.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle-
man from California?

There was no ohjection, and it was so ordered. ~

Mr. McKENNA. Mr. Chairman, the amendment that I have offered
Pro| a reduction of the rate in the existing law of duty on sugar of
about 33 per cent. It retains the dividing line at 13 instead of at 16, and
thereby secures to American refiners the refining of all sugars between
those numbers which the pending bill, with, I think, unpatriotie pur-

sends to foreign refiners.

The amendment makes a greater reduction than the Mills bill did,
and restores to sugar protection as understood and practiced by the
Republican party, and therefore is not a case of raising rates or of low-
ering rates or a case where deference to the committee should obtain
and prevail.

The bill, except in the sugar schedule, is brave and strong—strong
because it is brave. It avows and executes Republican principles. In
the sugar schedule it is timid, time-serving, and weak—weak because

.ness for American workingmen.

it is timid and time-serving. It denies and refuses to one great in-
dustry Republican principles. I offer the amendment, therefore, in
the interest of the protective system, the interest every system must
have in fair and clear consistency. I offer the amendment in the in-
terest of the Republican party, the interest every party must have in
fair and clear consistency.

In the report, sir, that I had the honor to submit to this House I
said that the sugar schedule conld not be justified on the principles
upon which the bill was based and that it was not Republican. Both
assertions can be established. Iam notsimple enough, Mr. Chairman,
to suppose that a majority can be staid or retarded by a reference to
its pledges. Power usually has not either conscience or compunction.
But it may be well, sir, for us to know what the practical and political,
if not the moral, effect will be.

The Chicago platform, which was framed by a convention which
knew our economical and financial conditionsand the relation of sugar
to them, explicitly enumerated the ways and the means of reducing
the revenue, and declared that the internal-revenue system should be
destroyed ‘‘rather than to surrender any part of the protective sys-
tem.’

The sugar industry is a part of the protective system. It is surren-
dered by this bill.

Mr. Chairman, is not sugar an article *‘ prodaced by our people’’—
I quote the platform—and capable of being produced by them, as ea-
pable as tin-plate is, as linen is, as cotton goods are, as capable as any
other article is which reauires the tilling of the soil and the exertion
of labor and capital forits production? The apologies which have been
pronounced on this floor for a bounty concede this; the report of the
Committee on Ways and Means grudgingly concedes i, but accompa-
nies the concession with the intimation that with bitter distinetness and
in some mysterious way the duty on sugar is more of a tax than is the
duty on any other article *‘not produced to the extent of our own
wants.”’ I quote the report. !

This is confusing and deceptive. Why, sir, some of the most im-
portant articles in the bill are not produced to the extent of our wants,
and no propheey can say when they will be; articles which, if the con-
dition is enforced, will go on the free-list and stay there and be there
when sugar has falfilled the ntmost rigor of the condition and been re-
stored to the dutiable list.

‘What is meant, anyhow, by ‘‘ production to the extent ol our wants,’
in the connection in which it is nsed? I do not mean as to sugar
alone, but as to other things, for the inquiry stretches beyond sugar,
and the answer may approve or disapprove the protective system itself,
Is quantity alone meant—tons, yards, pounds of things? Ifso, at what
price produced? The question is radical and important. At what
price produced—at a foreign price? No, Mr. Chairman, but at an
American price, a price which the bill concedes, which the system con-
cedes, ay, boasts is higher than a foreign price, and better becanse it is
higher. For in being higher there are in if life and hope and happi-
It is thaf higher price which means
higher wages; which we say, in the eloquent langnage of Wendell
Phillips, **lifts the workingman from the deadening level of mere toil,
which means edueation, independence, self-respect, manhood.”

This, sir, is the boast of the system, and the report of the commit-
tee shonts with very joy over if, and shall we now, sir, shiver and
shake and whimper about its effects on sngar? -

If we are not seeking the cheap for cheap’s sake, the canting condi-
tion of ‘‘production to the extent of our wants’’ is foolish. It is
worse; it is vicions. It points as distinctly as ever iree-trader has
pointed to the benefit of buying in the cheapest market. If we are
seeking the cheap for cheap’s sake, the protective system itself is con-
demned, for what is the useof ** production to the extent of our wants'’
if it is not cheap production—cheaper tons, yards, and ds of
things than we can get anywhere else? So the condition of the com-
mittee falls ntterly, therefore, as a principle.

Why, sir, wool is not ‘‘ produced to the extent of our wants,” and
no one can predict when it will be, It is to-day a declining industry
[applause on the Democratic side], and becanse it is a declining induns-
try it is given increased protection by the pending bill; and yet, sir, in
metaphor and proud distinetion, it is called the keystone of the arch
of protection. ]EApplsuse on the Democratie side. ]

If the committee is right the duty on it is a charge on the consnmer
[applause on the Democratic side]; and because it is a charge on the
consumer it is repeated to the protection of the yarn, and the cloth, and
the carpet manunfacturers, to fall at last, if the committee is right, with
unmitigated blow and burden on the country. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] Paint an inch thick, and to this complexion must you
come if you paint on the principlesof the committee’s report.

No, Mr., Chairman, we can not make sugar the scapegoat of the sur-
plus without involving other things, without involving the protective
system itself; and, believe me, sir, we have struck it a harder blow
than any tariff-reformer or free-trader has ever struck or can strike,
unless he strike on our principles; and, sir, will it not be odd if future
Demoeratic Congresses shall quote a Republican and put wool
on the free-list on protection principles? [Laughter and applause on
the Democratic side.] . And why not?
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They want to do it on their own principles; they may justify them-
selves on ours; the process is as easy in wool as it is in sugar. Belief
and disbelief have no tests; either may be assumed, and where there is
some evidence naturally entertained; and we know, sir, that it is dis-
puted strongly and seriously disputed whether wool ever will attain
to the eminence of “* production to the extent of our wants.”” Wesee,
Mr, Chairman, what Ifxle gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. GEAR] callsa ‘*new
departure ”’ has its embarrassments. You can get no good guidance
or good policies from makeshifts and shufflings. Our old-time policy,
the policy of the platform, broad and national, will protect wool even
if it does not increase in production a single pound.

It concerns too many people not to be a proper object of the most
beneficent governmental policies. Thesame policy, broad and national,
will protect sugar; it touches too many homes and can be made to touch
too many homes to prosperity to be whistled down the wind by any
such cant as *‘ production to the extent of our wants.”’

I do not mean to say, Mr. Chairman, that the price of an article is
never to be regarded by a protectionist, but I dosay, and I repeat every
protectionist when I say, that a reasonable price is the maximum of
American cheapness, even if not as cheap asin England. Sugar to-day
is at a reasonable price and gialds this country immense and magnifi-
cent revennes without sensible burden [applanse], revenues that it
needs and that may be profitably employed. Sugar is cheaper in the
United States to-day than it is in any country in the world but one.
Of how many articles of all the thousands that this bill deals with can
that be said? I repeat, sir, that sugar is cheaper in the United States

than it is in any country in the world g:.t one, and that one is

England. I had almost said, with the usual reproach of the protec-
tionist, free-trade England; but, sir, I pause and refrain. Things are
changing somewhat, and in this debate English example is set before nus

and English cheapness is displayed before us by voices that used to be
eloquent and fierce against British influence and Cobden elubs.

But, sir, things are changing somewhat. Where will the stop be?
‘What article next must be put on the free-list that we may get it as
cheap as we can in England? But gentlemen say: ‘' We give sugar a
bounty, and is not a bounty protection?® Well, yes, of a certain
kind it is, but it is an odious discrimination as well. In a sense it
malkes sugar contraband in the protective system. In the language of
Mr. Cox, ‘“it pauperizes the industry,”’ points it ont asa parasite on the
Treasury and a beggar on the law. It puts the sugar business under
police inspection as eriminal and thrusts into its affairs the spies of
the revenue department.

No person solicitous of his honor will accept such espionage under
the name of protection or endure for a moment the suspicion that such
situations always attract and, unfortunately, sometimes deserve. A
bounty protection the disease of protection, rather a cancerousgrowth
on it, with its discriminations and licenses and suspicions and spies
. and frauds! Baut, sir, if it be as good as gentlemen say it is, if it have

the double virtue of encouraging home production and relieving from
taxation, why not apply it to other things? [Applause on the Demo-
cratie side. ]

Why not apply it to tin-plate [applause and cries of ** Good !"’ on
the Democratic side] and save at once, if the committeeisright? You
see I am only repeating itsreasons; Iamnotindorsing them. [Langh-
ter.] If the committee is right we will save at once $7,000,000 of rev-
enne and taxation and many millions more before the bounty shall be
paid to the full extent, and will give us always cheaper {in to go with
cheaper sugar. [A})lp]ause on the Democratic side.] Why not apply
it to linen goods, which we do not produce, and save thatrevenue and
taxation and give us always cheap linen to go with cheap tin and cheap
sugr? [Laughter and applanse on the Democratic side. ]

hy not apply it to wool until it, too, is ** produced to the extent of
our wants?’’ A bounty will work in these industries with as much
beneficence as in sugar, shine with as much luster in them as in sugar.
And think, sir, of the BElendid political effect when the Republican
party can point with pride—as ies always do point—when the Re-
publican party can point with pride to the workingman and the farmer
, sitting down to a cheap breakfast in a cheap suit of clothes. [Applause
on the Democraticside.] Guardians of the party as we are, let us seize
the opportunity and give her this brilliant record. [Laughter.] It
may, it is true, spoil some eloquent denunciations that have been nttered
on the floor of this House in the name of protection against cheapness,
but after all they are only oratory, which, flexible and protean to any
use, can turn its light and sweetness on the new glory of the Repub-
lican party and cheap things. [Laughter and applanse. ]

But, in sober earnest, why not apply a bounty to wool if the com-
mittee is right? I hope gentlemen ohserve my qualification every
time: if the committee is right. [Laughter.] We produced, accord-
ing to the report of the committee, 245,000,000 pounds of wool last
year, about one-half of the home consumption if we consider all forms of
wool. The duties reduced to a specific rate, the ave wonld be about
9 cents a pound. That gives us $22,000,000 in round numbers as the
tax on the consumer nngl increase of price for the wool-grower. The
report also says that there were imported under all forms 350,000,000
pounds of nnwashed wool. At the average duty of 9 cents a pound
this will give us $31,000,000 in round numbers,

May 20,

Now, sir, by paying a bounty of $22,000,000 to the wool-growers,
which we have to pay anyhow if the committee is right [laughter], we
save $31,000,000 to the consumers and the country and encourage home
production as well—if the committee is right. triim.n hter,] Thirty-
one millions of dollars is a great deal of money, Mr. irman, and if
weare in the saving business, and that alone, that money is well worth
saving.

Bat, sir, I cutloose now from the committee. [Laughter.] All'this
talk about the charge and price to the consumers as individuals is non-
sense from any thoughtful aspect of tariffs of any kind.

Mr, STEWART, of Vermont. They do not applaud that on the
other side.

Mr. MCKENNA. No. I thought I would reach a place where they
would not appland. The important matter to the country, Mr. Chair-
man and gentlemen, is energy of production, implying in that diver-
sity of industry and full and varied employment ot the people and all
the good, moral, social, and political, that comes from them. The im-
portant thing is not one-eighth of a cent on a dinner-pail, or a dollar
per capita on sugar, or 80 cents per capita on wool. It is not, sir, that
the tariff is a burden on the individual. It is not a burden on him;
not because it is indirect, but because he does not feel it, or, if so, he
feels it as the horse feelshis rider,not burdened by him,but encouraged
b{ him imd animated toswifter flight and to victory in the race. [Ap-
plause.

It is not, I'repeat., an eighth of a cent saved or lost on a wretched
dinner pail or a wretched pound of sugar, but it i that energy of pro-
duction is gathered by the protective system from the people as the sun
gathers moisture from the sea to fructify and gladden the earth, albeit
sometimes in excess, sometimes in deficiency, but nevertheless giving
us all the life we have and all the happiness weenjoy. This is the pro-
tective system. If it is not this, the sooner we are rid of it the better,
If it is this, we helittle it and condemn ourselves when we pick out
this or that article to howl about or this or that consumer to wail over
and try to convince that he is burdened and wretched beyond all others.
After you have succeeded in convincing him, do ydh think he will be
satisfied with cheap sugar? After you have tossed that tub to discon-
tent it will want other tubs, It will want every article in the pro-
tective system.

Mr. Chairman, I illustrated in my report the advantages of beet
sugar to the country; I showed thatin a beet-sugar factory in Alva-
rado, Cal., out of $105,000 of expenditure there were $41,000 paid to
farmers and $27,000 paid directly as wages for labor in the factory.
Similar factories can be multiplied.

For the next year the Alvarado factory has contracts with farmers
for $150,000 worth of beets, and refused more. Is not this an indus-
try worth preserving? Is it not too great to be odiounsly discriminated
against? Why, sir, the beet-sugar industry is the splendidest industry
in France to-day; it is the splendidest industry in Germany to-day; and
it can be made just as splendid in the United States if we impartially
and without odious discrimination give it the protection which we give
to other industries.

I have no desire td dwell on this matter longer. I have gone over
what I consider the important parts of the question. I think I have
shown that the provision of the bill on this snbject is a mistake.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I believe the gentleman has not indicated
the precise character of the amendment he proposes.

Mr. MOKENNA. IthoughtIhgddoneso. Inmy opening remarks
I stated that my amendment reduced the existing duty 33 per cent.
This is lower than the Mills bill proposed to reduce it. It gives a fair
differential duty to the refiners.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What per cent. ad valorem would that be ?

Mr. MCKENNA. I can notanswer that becausethe ad valorem per-
centages shift so much on account of the varying value of the sugar,

A MEMBER. About what? 1

Mr. McCKENNA. About 45 per cent.

Now, I say to the Republicans that I think the matter is worthy of
serious consideration. I think the Committee omWays and Means has
made a mistake. Ita to have acted under the influence of a scare
about the surplus, and has cast to the pursuit of the tariff reformer the
most precious thing we have, as the Russian woman tossed her children
to the pursuing wolves. Thanking the Committee of the Whole for its
kind indulgence, Iwill yield the floor.

Mr. BLAND. Does the gentleman’s amendment make a correspond-
ing reduction on refined sugar ?

Mr. MCKENNA. Yes, sir; T make a relative and proportionate re-
duction all the way through. I give to the refiners only that to which
from the testimony before the Ways and Means Committee they are en-
titled. I m, heard a refiner say to the gentleman who sits L.fore
me [Mr. GEAR] that he wonld give him a thousand dollars a day to
stand his—the refiner’s—losses. So I say the condition of the sugar-
producing industry requires this protection; the condition of the refin-
ing interest requires it, and I hope it will be given.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does the amendment of my friend look to
the protection of the refiners or is its prime object the encouragement
of"i e ingushy of this country in the production of sugar, both beet
anda cane .
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Mr. MOCKENNA. I have had both objects in view. I have in this
amendment sought to discriminate t neither the one nor the
other. Aeccording to the views I entertain, every man and every firm
engaged in industry is entitled to protection.

Mr. CANNON obtained the floor and said: Mr. Chairman, how much
time have 17 .

The CHATRMAN (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). The gentleman, as
the Chair understands, has unanimous consent to address the Commit-
tee of the Whole for ten minutes. -

Mr. GEAR. He has ten minntes from the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. MCKENKA], who controls the time on this side.

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not understand that there has been any ar-
rangement in to the time.
Mr. WILKINSON. I suggest that we now adopt an arrangement

giving one hour to each side of the guestion.

Mr. GEAR. The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee [ Mr.
McKINLEY] stated that he would permit the debate on this question
to run along for awhile until some limit of time might be agreed npon
on both sides. ¥

Mr. HOLMAN, Itseems to be assumed that some agreement as to

the amount of time that shall be occupied on this proposition has been
reached, I understand there ismo agreement except that the gentle-
man from California was accorded twenty minutes,
- The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands now that the five-minute
rule is in operation, that the proposition made by the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY ] was withdrawn by him, and that debate is now
running on without any arrangement. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. CANNoX] asks unanimous consent——

Mr. MCKINLEY., I now ask consent that debate on this question
be confined to two hours, one hour on each side.

Mr. HEARD. Does the gentleman mean two hours in addition to
the time already occupied ?

Mr. McKINLEY. Yes, sir.

Mr. HEARD. I object to that.

Mr. BLAND. Thatwould make the whole time two hours and a half.

Mr. BLANCHARD. Does the arrangement which the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] now suggests include the giving of thirty
minutes to my colleague [Mr. COLEMAN] ?

Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi. Can we not agree on a night session ?

Mr. McKINLEY. Let us agree on this matter first.

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. We want to know before disposing of
this guestion whether we can have some further time.

HM:‘. McKINLEY. That depends of course on the pleasure of the
ouse,

Mr. McMILLIN, I suggest that in the allotment of the time gen-

tlemen coming from the region where most of this produet is made

should be allowed proper opportunity to nt their views. There

are some of those gentlemen who had no opportunity to be heard in

the general debate.

Mr. OATES. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from Ohio
the propriety of settling that question now as to a night session, be-
cause some gentlemen wonld take very brief iime hereif they had any
assurance of getting more time hereafter.

Mr, MCKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate upon the
sugar schedule and all amendments thereto be limited to two hours
from this time.

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend it by making it three hours.

Mr. HEARD. That will leave no time for any of the other amend-

ments.
mﬁr. HOLMAN. Then I will modify it by saying two hours and a

Mr. MCMILLIN. And the time to be equally divided between the
two sides on this question.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by
the gentleman from Indiana as modified. %

The question was taken, and the committee proceeded to divide.

Mr. McKINLEY. I willask my friend from Indiana if he will not
consent to two hours and fifteen minutes, to be equally divided ?

Mr. HOLMAN. That would be satisfactory to me.

Mr, McKINLEY. Then I ask unanimous consent thatthe time for
debate on the sngar schedule and all amendments thereto, be limited
to two hours and fifteen minutes,

Mr. HOLMAN. To be equally divided between the two sides.

Mr. McMILLIN. . And exclusive of the time nsed.

Mr. McKINLEY. Certainly.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Ohio?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ize the gentleman from

"Ohio arcontrolling the time in favor of the committee’s bill.

Mr. HOLMAN. And I would snggest that the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. WILKINSON] control the time on the other side.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman for that

urpose.
5 Mr. MCKINLEY. Inow yieldfifteen minutes to the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. CANNON].

XXI—-313

Mr, CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I crave the indulgence and attention
of the committee for the fifteen minutes that I have upon this schedule.
I believe, with the exception of five minutes, I have not addressed the
House upon this bill. I want to be heard in reply for a few minutes
to the fallacions position taken in regard to this schedule by the gen-
tleman from California, specious and misleading unless understood,
and give the reasons which are sufficient to me why now, as hereto-
fore, I am in favor of placing sugar upon the free-list, and if I can not
give the reasons in harmony with the platform of the Republican party
and t\yith the principles of protection, then I am willing to forsake my
position.

What is the position of the Republican party tounching a protective
system? I hold in my hand the platform of the party upon that sub-
ject:

The Republican ¥ favors such revision of the tariff law as will tend to
check the importation of sucharticles as are produced by our people, the pro-
duction of which gives employment to our lngor. and release from import du-

ties those articles of foreign production, exeept luxuries, the like of which can
not be produced at home

Is sugar a foreign production and & necessity that is not now and
can not fairly be produced in the United States in sufficient quantities,
or nearly sufficient quantities, in the reasonable future to supply our
people or to regulate the world’s cost of sugar? ‘That is the question
for us to consider. When that question is answered, the policy of the
Republican party upon this item is outlined, in my opinion.

Now, what are the facts? Words are one thing, facts quite another.
Last year the imports of sugar into the United States amounted to
$93,000,000, $12,000,000 of which was free from the Sandwich Islands
under the reciprocity treaty. The duties upon the sugar so imported
amounted to$56,000,000. The production ofsugar in the United States
was but one-eighth of the consumption.

Mr. GEAR. And that was better than an average crop ?

Mr. CANNON. Yes, better than an average crop, as I balieve.

Now, $93,000,000 worth of sugar were imported, $12,000,000 of
which were imported free of duty, upon which the duty was $56,000,-
000, and then we made in the United States one-eighth of the amount
we consumed.

Yet it is claimed we have not had a fair chance to establish the sugar
induostry in the United States. My friend from Iowa, Governor GEAR,
answered that proposition the other day when he said that for onehun-
dred years no article has been protected like sugar. In that time we
have collected, in round numbers, §1,500,000,000 of duty upon sugar
and all the time the tariff was high enongh for ample protection.

Mr. COLEMAN. Did the money go into the Treasury?

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; it wentinto the Treasury, yielding a rev-
enue duty—a revenue tariff—which in one hundred years has not en-
abled our people in the United States to establish the sugarindustry to
any sufficient degree to compete in the production of this article with
the foreign producers, and thereby bring the price down at home or
affect the price in foreign countries.

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? ;

Mr. CANNON. I can not yield; I must decline; I do not mean, of
course, to be disconrteous, but I have but a few minutes.

Listen ! Fact number 2: Less sugar is produced in this country now
than there was thirty yearsago. Think of that, gentlemen !

Now, then, I say that our friends upon the other side are consistent
when they stand for a sugar duty, and the only defense they have ever
given for standing for it is that it is a duty that yields pure, clean
revenue; and therefore, it being a revenue duty, itis in harmony with
the principles and the policy of the Democratic party. There is the
whole story.

Mr. Chairman, my friend from California was not happy when he
said that wool stood uponall fours with sugar, for the reason that when
I see the production of wool last year in the United States under the
present tariff amounted to 250,000,000 pounds, whereas the importa-
tion of wool last year was but one hundred and twenty-odd millions of
pounds, showing that twice as much was prodnced at home as wasim-
ported, and home production was sufficient to control the price ai
home and help regulate the world’s price of wool; I say that he has
selected an unfortunate subject for his comparison. So you see it is
not on all fours again.

Take iron, takesteel, take hardware, take woolens, take cotton goods.
In all of these cases they have not been protected one-third as much as
sugar, but these industries have been established, the price has been
cheapened, and we produce far more of all these articles than we im-
port, and protection has protected. Therefore, becanse I am a Repub-
lican I am for removing this sugar duty, this revenue leech upon the .
protective system, and placing sugar upon the free-list, where it prop-
erly belongs.

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman now yield?

Mr. CANNON. Imust decline because of the short time allotted to
me; otherwise my friend knows that I would with pleasure,

Now, then, I see another thing. This sugar schedule, partly by ac-
eident—by accident I believe so far as Congress was concerned, but by-
intention so far as the selfish interests were concerned—the sugar
schedule, as it now stands under the law, and as it would have stood
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under the Mills bill, as it would stand under the amendment of
gentlemnnfrom California, is so arranged, not only as to charge

u ,evsqmtnfit,l_‘?nnthemmmer in this country, but so
ranged as to yield a profit of over 1 cent a pound in ion to the
refiner as a pure bonus after every dollar of the cost has been paid fo
refining, including the placing of it in packages, amounnting to nearly
$30,000,000 per annum bonus to the refiners.

Mr., Chairman, the placing of sugar on the free-list will relieve each
inhabitant, rich and poor, of $1 per annum of tax and of at least 50
cents of extortion levied by the sugar

Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from California says we ought to keep
this duty, reducing it one-fifth, but keep up the same discri ing
juggling schedule; and he says that we ought to do that in the interest
of beet-sugar produetion in the United States. Now, let me tell the
gentleman from California where the shoe pincheshim. Nearly twenty
years we made a reciprocity treaty with the Sandwich Islands
under which sugar produced there comes into this eountry free, and it
has been coming every year since that time. Now, it isan secret
that Californians bought up the Sandwich Island plantations and own
them to-day.

I am reliably informed that less than fonr men on the Pacific coast
own the Bandwich Islands plantations and own the sugar product, and
it comes into the United States without paying any duty. Last year
there were 243,000,000 pounds of sugar came into the United Stiates
free from the Sandwich Islands, while 2,700,000,000 pounds of sugar
impoited paid over 2 cents a pound duty. The result was that every

und of the Sandwich Islands sugar the moment it landed in the United

tates had 2 cents added to its value. This amounted to $5,000,000
of profit last year to owners of the Sandwich Islands plantations.

{ow, then, when yon put sugar on the free-list, good by to the
$5,000,000 of profit per annum to these four men. We have already
contributed to them over $50,000,000 by that treaty, and in God's name,
I ask my friend from California, are ﬁt;ﬁtj.ﬂg to stand forever and ery,
““More, more? ”’ Ay Democratie fri say your demand shall be
granted. This bill denies your demand and puts that denial into law.

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from California asks, why give a
bounty to the producers of sugarin the United States? Well, I answer
my {riend, I am not anxious to give a bounty, if you do not want it.
My principal anxiety is to place sugar on the free-list and relieve the
people from this great burden of taxation. Thisis good policy, and
when I see an opportunity to reduce taxation which is levied npon all
the people of the country, rich and poor alike, and which means taxa-
tion and exaction to the amount of nearly $90,000,000 a year, I will
take that burden off, even if I have to do it at the expense of paying a
bounty of 2 cents a pound for all the sugar produced in this conntry.
That would only amount to $7,000,000 upon the amount of sugar now
produced. "We can well afford to pay it if at the same time we get rid
of the $90,000,000 burden.

There is, perhaps, an equity in favor of the payment of a bounty to

ducers of sugar in the United States. For a hundred years they

ve been protected at the enormons cost before referred to. A bounty
of 2 cents a pound will give themall the protection they have had here-
tofore. In addition to that, it is claimed that in the Dakotas, in Ne-
braska, in Kansas, and on the Pacific coast the sugar beet will grow as
well and will produce as much sugar as it produces in Germany, and
that protection or bounty of 2 cents a will in time so encourage
the production of sugar from the sorghum, the cane, and the beet that
we can largely produce in the United Btates the sugar that we con-
sume. :

And under the eircumstances I am willing to try the experiment;
for it is true that we import nearly $100,000,000 worth of sugar every
year from foreign countries. It is also true that under a system of
bounties in Germany, where they did not produce any eonsiderable
amount of sugar at all when the bounty was given, the production of
sugar from the beet has so increased that nearly one-half of the sugar
of the world is now produced there.

I am not in favor of bounties, as a rule. But I think, under all the
eircumstances, this is a proper exception. Nor are we withont prece-
dents in this matter, for we have given bounties for the promotion of
the fisheries for many, many years, bounties for the establishment of
the salt industry in Michigan, bounties for the construction of railways
and canals, bounties for the npbunilding of our merchant marine, boun-
ties for the promotion of agricnlture, and for many other purposes.
Bat if the voting of bounty for the production of sugar in the United
Btates is a stambling-block in the way of gentlemen, while I am will-
ing to vote for it, yel we are for free sugar, with or without a bounty.

But gentlemen ask, Why not pay those who raise corn, or oats, or
wheat a bounty? Ianswer, becanse those industries are established,
and they do not need a bounty. What the agriculture of this country
needs at this time more than ever before is a diversification of products.

Mr. Chairman, one word farther. This is the third time since I
served in this House that those who or rathier whose constituents are

the
the
ar

L]

interested in the duty upon sugar imported have ap for a’eon-
tinuance of that duty for the purpose of d.snlzpil)j:g sugar indus-
tries from sorghum and from the beet. ‘We are i ve & bounty

forthamrghmandthabaet,lndgimithl‘gomggto ishall the

gmtacﬁonthatpmdum of sugar in the United States now receive.
ut I say to gen we will not, under ‘lha&::tamuofdevelop-
ing our sugar industry in this country, continue duoty upon
for the interest of those who make an extortionate profit from the duty.
And if anybody believes that we can produce beet sugar, as perhaps
in the fullness of time we can, we will give them a chance,
Mr. GEAR. They produce it in Germany,

Mr, CANNON. Yes; they produce it in Germany and they produce
it in France; thatis true. But, Mr. Chairman, let us post books a mo-
ment——

Mr. GEAR. Ifwe paid thatbountyto whom would it go—to the pro-
ducer of the beet or to the refiner ?

Mr. CANNON. Oh, it would go to the man that raised the beet.

Mr, HEARD, It would not go into the Treasury.

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. We canspare this money from the Treas-
ury, which you now levy upon the rich and the poor alike, and it is
the Republican policy—

Mr. ARD. You mean that you levy npon them? Yon made
the tariff laws of to-day, not we.

Mr. CANNON. Yes; but you were standing opposing the tariff
law when we made it and when it was necessary to have the revenue,
and now, when it is not and we want to roll a dollar a head
off every inhabitant, you take your stand and say no,

Mr. HEARD. Noj; I am not with you in that. I am ready to roll;
but I do not want to roll it all off the rich and pur it npon the poor,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, fifteen minutes is quite aslong as I
ought to have, as this debateis limited. There are other things that I
would have been glad to say, and, in conclusion, I want to say just
one thing more. I shall vote for this bounty if the people of Lonis-
iana and the people who believe that we can make sugar from beets
desire it, because we can give them this bounty and pay the bill with
$7,000,000, and relieve ourselves of $56,000,000 of taxation. DBut
when you come, gentlemen, and demand not only that you shall be pro-
tected, but insist that we shall further sustain this sugar-trost ana-
conda by a continuance of the present schedule, you ask too much; we
draw the line there. [Launghter and applause. ]

Mr. VANDEVER. I want to make onesuggestion to the gentleman
from Illinois to which I ask his attention. He of the Cali-
fornia men who own the sugar plantations in the wich Islands.
I only want to say that those are the same gentlemen who are now en-
gaged in California in promoting beet culture. They are paying out
some $100,000 to $150,000 a year for that pu?:ne, and now the gen-
tleman wants to give them 2 cents a pound on that sugar in addition to
what they get already.

Mr. CANNON. Yes; but they get $5,000,000 every year, out of
which they can afford to pay under this arrangement of the sngar’sched-
ule $150,000 for the enlture of the beet or any other purpose.

Mr. VANDEVER. To which you want to add 2 cents a pound on
their beet sugar.

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have read the sugar
schedule as proposed in the tariff bill passed by the Democratic House
two years ago. |

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentlenian take the floor for the pur-

of addressing the committee and ask to have that read in his time ?

Mr, WILKINSON. Yes, sir.

The Clerk read as follows:

All sugars notabove number 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their
polariscopie test as follows, namelv :

All su not above number 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms,
sirups of eane julee or of beet ju Ind trated melada, te and
oo trated 1 , testing by the polariscope notabove 75 degrees, shall pay
a duty of one and fifteen-hundredths cents per pound, and for additional

fracti d } by the polariscopic test they pay thirty-

of ad WL
en! T ]gound additional.
u

two thousandths of a cent pe
All above number 13 Dutch standard in eolor shall be classified by the

Dutch standard of color and pay dux as follows, namely :
Allldsnprs above No.13 and not e No.16 Dutch standard, 2.20 cents per

i1l .
lmJ!.ll gnm above No, 16 and not above No. 20 Duteh standard, 2.40 cents per
un

All s'uguts above No. 20 Dutch standard, 2.80 cents per pound,

Molasses testing mot above 56 by the polariscope lhaIIJu.y a duty of
2f cents per n; molasses testing above 56 d shall pay a duty of 6cents
per gallon: That if an ex; duty 1 hereafter be laid upon sugar
or molasses by any country from whenee the same may be imported, such sugar
or molasses so imported shall be subject to duty as provided by law at the date
of the passage of this net.

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Chairman, that was the sugar schedule in
the Mills bill, so ealled. In that schedule a reduction was made on
the existing tariff ot about 20 per cent. That, our people in Louisiana
felt, was as far as they could go and their industries still pmier. Now,
in this House, the Committee on Ways and Means has brought in a bill
to put sugaron the free-list, and the amendment of the gentleman from
California [Mr. McCKENNA], while changing that schedule, still im-

s duty on sugar far less than was imposed by the Mills bill passed

y the Democratic House two years ago.

Mr. Chairman, I now yield nineteen minutes of my time to my col-

1 from Louisiana [Mr. PRICE].

r. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, before entering into a discussion of
this question I desire to call attention to a part of an article that was

b R
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read by the distingnished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] in clos-
ing his remarks on the sugar schedule a fow days since, which article
was from The Crusader, of New Orleans, of the date of March 29, 1890,
a lpspar which hesaid was recognized as the organ of the colored peo-
5 e of Lonisiana. Knowing the gentleman from Jowa as well as I

o and having forhim the most profound regard and t, I know
that when he made that statement he cerfainly believed it was true.
At the end of that article are these words:

A deep ent in the tariff would free the laborers from the thralldom of their over-
bearing taskmasters and the citizens of the said district from the
autocratio rule of an oligarchy of a few large landed proprietors.

Mr, GEAR. May I interrupt the gentleman a moment? I under-
stand him to state that that paper isnot the organ of the colored peo-
ple of Louisiana ?

Mr. PRICE. I have not yet finished my statement.

Mr, GEAR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon.

Mr, PRICE. Immediately after the gentleman from Towa made
that speech I telegraphed to Louisiana to ascertain whether or not
The Crusader represented the sentiments of the colored people of
the sugar district.

From a large number of telegrams and petitions which I have re-
ceived I desire to read one or two and publish the balance in the
RecorD. 1 read first a telegram from Hon. John F. Patty, an ap-
pointee of President Harrison to the second most important Federal
office in the State of Louisiana, a colored man of far more than ordi-

intelligence and & man who, I believe, is as thoronghly wedded
to his political party as any man Iilamihiy ean be. Along with hissig-
nature is that of Douglass Burrell, another very prominent colored
politician, They wire me as follows:

NEw OniEAxs, La., May 12, 1800,
Hon. AxprEw Price, Waskington, D.C.:

The position taken by The Crusader does not reflect the sentiments of the masses
of the colura‘rkl_&ueople living, as we do, in the sugar bels. We can safely say that a
cut in sugar will serionsly ge the labori le, The Crusad
resent the colored people. i

J. F. PATTY.

DOUGLASS BURRELL.

oes not rep-

& PYVE

I have also the following telegram:

DONALDSONVILLE, LA., Aoy 12, 1800.
Hon. AXpREW Price, M. C., e
Washington, D. C. :
We protest against the Crusader article. The laborers of the sugar distriet
need to have sugar protected. No other industry can pay them as good wages.
A numerously aigneﬁ petition will follow by mail, =S g

OVIDE JOHNSON.
RUBEN JOHNBON.

P. MASON,
AUGUST BKINNER.
B. OSIGIER.

I have also a telegram from Charles A. Roxborongh, a prominent
colored lawyer in the parish of Iberville :
PLAQUEMINE, L., May 12,1800.
Hon. AXDREW PRICE:
Joues and myself wired Coleman, regarding article in Crusader. See him; will

do more if necessary.

5 303 CHAS. A. ROXBOROUGH.

He sent me also the following telegram :

PLAQUEMINE, La., May 15, 1800,

Hon. AxprREW PricE, Waskington :

I irnst will nse best endeavors to defeat sugar cl in McKinley
bill. Ifadopted, it will be ruinous to over 250,000 colored laborers employed on
8. Those friendly relations which now and have always existed
borer will necessarily be this cut
plani in the name of a
majority of the Tace W TUas every
means honorable to secure the defeat of the contemplated cutin sugar. Command
me if I can serve you in any way. How would a committes, say three young
colored men, doto appear before gamta Finance Committee !

CHAS. H, ROXBOROUGH.

1 simply read these in order to show that my friend on the other
side was mistaken in assuming that the paper from which he read
represents the sentiments of colored people of the sugar section
of the conntry.

I also submit petitions of similar tenor which I have received :

AscExsiox, May 13, 1800,

Hon. AXpRew Price, M. C., Washington, D. C.:
‘We, the undersigned laborers and representatives of the laboring class, protest
The Crusader article for a cut in the tariff on ) .#e, the
laborers of the sngar district, as well as the planters, need to have sugar pro-
tected. It is the only industry from which we can get as good wi ny
deep cut in the duty on sugar means starvation to ourselves and llm‘.lﬁ: )
above is truly the senti t of the lab 8.

H. C. JOHNSOX and 85 others. .| 1857

. BTATE OF LOUISIAKA, PARISH OF ASSUMPTION,
First Ward, May 15, 1890.

We, the u colored people, hear that The Crusader, a so-called or-
gan of our race, is advocatin, Mmuammdmmgtha lanters who
ure styled the “nurhmﬂng&.uk of the laborers,” do hemgy enter our
this upg;'?-:ny‘tn for ﬂn"nlltn‘t:&m of t.l?o impu%w v

on sugar.

With sugar on iuo-lilt tha hu.m that our

induuz ould be so crippled
means of livelihood would cease &lﬁ. 3
i H. C. COTTON and 32 others.

. Ascexsiox, May 12, 1890.
Hon. AXpREW PRICE, M. C., Washington, D. O.: ‘
We, the undersigned, protest against the Urusader article. The laborers of
the districts need to have sugar protected; no other industry can pay them
as wages.
EDWARD BUTLER and 117 others.

T Azcexsiox, May 12, 1890.
We, the undersigned laborers and representatives of the laborin t
% The Crusader article for a **deeper ¥in -

against cut" inthe tariff on sugar. e, the
laborers of the sugar discrict, as well as the planters, need to have sngar protected.
Itis the only industry from which we can get as good and any deeper cut in
the duty on sngar means starvation to thousands of us who y on that
industry for our support.
CHABS. J. BUSH and fifty-five others.
Hon, AXpEEW PRICE, M. C.,
TWashington, D. C. 5

AscrxsioN, May 12, 1890.
We, the undersigned laborers and representatives of thelaboring class, protest
ugainst The Crusader article for a deep cut in the tarift on sugar. We, the la-
borers of the sugar district, as well as the planters, need to have sugar protected.
It is the only industry from which we can get as good wsi?. and any d cut
in the dnty on sugar means starvation to thonsands of us who depend en ¥ en

that induastry for our living.
VICTOR LANDRY and 345 othera
Hon. AXDREW PRICE, M. C.,
TWashington, D. O.

Mr. Chairman, as the Ways and Means Committee profess that
they desire their bill to be a measnre which will carefully guard and
protect every industry that can produce or gives promise of produc-
ing what is needed by the consumers of the United States, and as
the distingnished member of the committes [ Mr. Gmxl, who seems
to have had special charge of the sugar schedale, in his speech of

the 9th inst. said:
I am frank to say that if we could uoea]argadwruon of the sugar we use,
on

I should earnestly desire to foster it by a fair protection.
and his coll%%%na from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], speaking of sugar
on July 7, 1888, said :
If it can be demonstrated thatitwill meet the wants of our people, then it comes
within the range of our protective policy, and should have tl}’:i?mwgniﬁm-—
1 shall, therefore, endeavor to show that the suiu‘ industry of this
country as clearly comes within the scope of the committee’s pro-
tective theory as any interest which is protected by their bill.
Sugar-cane was introduced into Lonisiana by the Jesuit Fathers
from San Domingo, and was planted on und now occupied by
many of the principal banks and commercial houses of New Orleans,
No attempt to make sugar from it was successful until 1795. Bix
miles above New Orleans, on the land now covered by the park
where was held the exposition of 1884-'85 and 1885-86, Etienne de
Boré, in 1794, planted a small crop of cane and in 1795 made a crop
of sugar that sold for $12,000. No official record was kept of the
sngar production of Lounisiana nuntil 1823.
188?’he following table is a statement of the sugar erop from 1823 to

Year,

2k
g

3
g838888888888888%

[
-
e

RESSRESAE8Ig

It will be seen that from 1823 to 1843 the produetion of sugar in-
creased 233 per cent. ; from 1843 to 1861, 359 per cent., and from 1823
to 1861, 1431 cent. At this rateof increase we should now be pro-
ducing, had it not been for the war, the enormous sum of 4,961,
pounds, over a billion pounds in excess of the present consumptionof
the United States.

-

Yet the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANXON] who occupied the
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floor a few moments ago stated that though we had been protected
for one hundred years we ave still producing only an infinitesimal
part of the sugar needed for consumption in the United States. And
why? Simply because the war, which found that industry flourish-
igg, which found ns roduuini, in 1861, 459,000 hogsheads of sugar,
left that industry, after four short years, reduced to a production of
only 10,000 hogsheads, within 3 }mr cent. of absolute obliteration.
That is why the sugar industry of Lonisiana and the cane industry
of the United S8tates have not made that rapid progress which gentle-
men on the other side seem to think should have been made within
the time this industry has been protected.

‘However, notwithstanding the destruction that the war entailed
npon the industry and those ““ﬁ:‘g"d in it ; notwithstanding the
fields were devastated, the sngar-houses burned, the labor demoral-
ized, and the credit of the individuals and the State destroyed, the

ople, with a determination and an energy that would have re-
ected eredit upon any people upon the face of the earth, heroically
undertook to build np their wasted fortunes and their destroyed in-
dustry, and the result shows how successful they have been in their
efforts. Notwithstanding from time to time their fertile fields have
been overflowed by the unbridled Mississippi River and notwith-
standing the tariff has been greatly reduced, the Emduction has in-
creased from 10,357 hogsh in 1864 to 285,158 gig'shoads in 1887;
and this increase has been brought about under difficulties unparal-
leled in the history of almost any industry and under diaadvsutalgﬁ
which wounld have demoralized and discouraged a less brave and less
enterprising people. During this time the price of sugar has fallen
off more than two-thirds—from 17 cents in 1864 to 5 cents in 1888, as
will be seen from the following table :

Year. Year.

Mr. GEAR. That price in 1864 was based on corrency at 33 to 42
cents on the dollar.

Mr. PRICE. Then I will take the year 1869 or 1870, From the
year 18((159 the price has been reduced from 9.1 cents a pound to 5 cents
a und.

. GEAR. Currency in 1869 was worth about 68 cents,

Mr. PRICE. Sugar is cheaper in the United States than in any of
the great nations of the world excepting England.

As a nation the United States consumes more sugar than any other,
and we consume more per capita than any country except England.

In this connection the following table ﬂ of interest:

The total consumption in the United States for the past twelve years has been
as follows:

Tons.

Approximate consumption of raw sugar in Euro; d the United States fi
each of the following ya};n: s tepita G

[Currency prices in black figuves.]
Countries, 1888, 1887 B886. 1
Year, 89 test. Year, B0 test. ¥ i
Tona. Tons. Tons, Tons.
N Per b, Perlh. | Unitod States.-ceeeeueerecenans 1,469,907 | 1,807,856 | 1,880,070 | 1,245, 574
) - e e A oy e R R 0 T ARSIl e A $0.076 | GEIMANY . veceesncccansansnansns 425, 000 886, 000 418, 000 409, 000
. 082 { .090 | Austria.. - 282,774 260, 000 255, 000 250, 000
- i e G| g sl s
. ? U888, ... ;
.076 .105 | Holland and Belgiom 98, 80, 000 78, 000 s-?&',ono
.070 . 086 itzicssvid 1,206,224 | 1,125,000 | 1,107,000 | 1,150,000
i % i g.fl. Other BUI0DO.cccaeearcacarannas 208, 815, 000 302, 000 200, 000
Zm 54?.} T e e S 4,651,085 | 4,375,850 | 4,842,079 | 4,180,574
_g;g ‘_’oq,% r%lli'l:a relative per capita consumption in this and a fow Enropean countries is as
.067 -IM ollowa :
. . Great
.069 .083 Years. United | pitainand : Switzer-
% a% ears. States. an Germany.| Franee, | ®y 7 q"
2060 091
-g -3373 Pounds. | Pounds. | Pounds. | Pounds. | Pounds.
- 8.7 60.4 14.6 16.1 20.2
o 37.4 67.6 14.7 16.5 20.9
.085 390.9 5.0 15.8 19.0 2.8
e 42.5 68.6 13,7 210 23.4
'm 45.3 7.6 4.1 2.9 43
i 4T.4 73.2 17.9 23.6 25.4
et 49.7 7.1 17.0 245 L3
07 “081 1888 vavanoenassonnannssrns N STt G e b T e
el .082 1886 .... BB e ne|enenanansslzasannynay casmasaan
.0?2 '09‘! 1887 .... B e e Tt ra S
'031' ..Dﬁﬁ Lio Jeee i S IR 53.1 73.0 20.7 28.0
.098 . 3?;-! In addition to other obstacles, Louisiana has been confronted with
-m G 1L &en.t reductions in the sugar duties, as will be seen by the following
" 088 070 1818:.:1;3 giving the sugarschedules in all tariff legislation from 1789 to
. 085 077 :
Acts of Mar. 8, | Acts of Mar. 26, A?gizd I{u{yzzls:
0 r. 8, cts of Mar. i Feb,
Act of May 3, [AgtsofJuneband) “yogr, “yiyo g’ | “and 27, 1604; | 1812; July 20,
Sugar. ActotJuly4, 1760, 1792, T.IT94; Jan.2, 1707 °May13, | Mar. 8 1807; | 1818) Man. B,
i Mar, 4, 1808, 1815; Feb, 5,
1816.

Brown, TaW, OF elayed.cccee aaiennenas Pound...1 ok Pound...1} cts. | Pound.2jand 13c| Pound.2and23c.| Pound....2} ets. | Pound.... 5 cts
Pound...3 ects.| Pound Pound...5 cts. Pmm-;....g:& Pound .....g:tt:. g‘nonng-....g e& Pound ....lgg&
sessasssassssansne|ssensscrassntannan |snsaserannnscsnnns ‘Pﬂm mma ound..... - and....d 0ta, | roond....

B o o il = e Pound... 1§ cts. Pound...2} cts. | Pound....2§cts. | Pound ...2} cta.| Pound....2jcts. | Pound.... 5cts,
Actsof May19, Under operation of act of Mar. 2, 1833,
Actsof Apr.27, | 4 \ioorra 1828: Ma Actsof Julyl3,
Sugars. ss; Apr. 20| ARSI | 1) Mayao, | a0, Julvad, Asetvry,
1819, 4 1825. 1830 ; May 29, Act of July 4, | ActofSept. 11, |Asin forceJune
> 1830. 1836. , 184l , 1842,

Brown raw or brown clayed Pound.. Scts. | Pound.. 3cts. | Pound.. 3cts. | Pound..2jcts. Pound..ﬂcts. Poum'..ﬁcts. Pound.. 2} ots. Ponm.zgcts.

Loaf or candy, refined .. Pound..12cts. | Pound..12¢ts. | Pound..12¢ts. | Pound..12cts. | Pound..12cts. | Pound..12cta, | Pound..12¢ts, | Pound...6 gts.

LMD, cvsanorpesesrensae Pound..l0cts. | Pound..10cts. | Pound..10cts. | Pound.:10cts, | Pound..10cts. | Pound..10 cts. | Pound..10ets, | Pound...6 cts.

Pound.. 4cts, | Pound.. 4cts. | Pound.. 4cts. | Pound..8} cts, | Pound..8}cts. | Pound..8jcts. | Pound..8}ots | Pound...6 cts.
e e T e | ot e Sduslon ek RS RENA RN Pound...4 cta.
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Acts of June| ots of Mar. t
Act of Acts of Acts of (30, 1864 ; Mar.| Acts of July 25-35.29\ lm Acta of Acts of
Articl July 80, Act of Act of Ang.5, July 14, |3,1805; Mar. (28, 1866; Mar. July 14, [May 1, 1872;
cles. . Mar, 8, 1857.|Mar. 2, 1861.| 1861 ; 1862; 6, 1866; May| 2, 1807; Mar. |J m. 1seé 1570 une 6,
24, 1861 3, 1863. lﬁ.l‘f&l& June| 23, 1867 I"e 22, 1870. 1872
2 >
L e L S e e 30 cent.| 24 percent]...ceeecnana)icinnannanas Ay o At = = e R T e T e e e S o e
mmw..mac%;'adﬁoll; bt:;!wun-d ...?.a.r. ................. e el B e e T R L A R e S e Ll = SR e TR AT e SN M
t above uteh & -
nonnl.._....:..‘ .................... PR PRREE e essss2=--.| Pound, 2¢., | Pound, 2jc. Pound, 3cts. | Pound, Scts.| Pound, 8 ets. |.ceeeecennc)incnan sannas

White and clayed (not refined)
above No. 12 (No. 12, not

20, not stove-dried...
all (raw or muscovado, Tepe aled
December 22, 1870), notabore
No. 7 Dutch standard
d.iti}o above No. 7, not above

Pound, 3} cts
Pound, 4 cts.

Pound, 3¢.
Pound, 3je.

Pound, 3}nts.
Pound, 4 cts.

Pound, 3} o.|.
Pound, 4 cts.

Pound,liec.
Pound, 2¢.

.| Pound,2}n.
Pound,2§e.

Pound, le.
Pound, 2¢.
Pound, 2ie.
Pound, 2{c.

above No. 20 Dutch

Pound, 5 cents....

Pound, 38 centa.

....................... Pound,3ic.!| Pound,3ic.
n]l{rawormnmvsdn repealed.
Deoomber:& lrw)‘abnve No. 20 .| Pound,44¢c.| Pound, 4c.
all refined loaf, lnmp, ed,
powd ﬁ“frmullted (and all
other sugar
a.lxwa No. 20, 1862) «cucvuuues R BRI, R Pound, 2ets| Lb. dc., 5¢. Pound, 4 | Pound, 5cts.| Pound, 5¢ts.| Pound, 5¢ts.| Pound, 4¢.| Pound, de.
all, after being refined, when cts.
tinetured ored, oradulter-
ated, o R =t I T N B Pound, 4 | Lb., 6¢., 8¢| Pound, 10 [cceverccscvensfacronarsnsnnas s e e 5 e e e B e S LA R e
ditto, value less than 30 conts cta. ota.

DR L N e g semsssssmansfsnnsannansas|enaanesasaas| POUNA, 15¢t8.| Pound,15¢ts.| Pound, 15¢cts| Pound,15¢.| Pound, 15¢.
ditto, value above 30 eentnpar -
pound. or sold by box, pack- =

E,go, or otherwise. (See , =
T R S S SRR e R WSS R e S E e e S R 50 per cent.. £0 per cent..| 60 per cent..| 50 per cent.| 50 percent.
Rev. Stat. of Jane Rev. Btat. of June
22, 187%4; 22, 1874.
Aocts of Feb. 8,1875 Acts of Feb. 3, 1875 ;
Articles. Mar, 3,1875; July|Actof Mar. 3, 1883, Articles. Mar, 3, 1875 ; July|Act of Mar, 3, 1883,
1 lﬂ J'nna 1 1, 1879 ; June 14,
ﬁm { 1880 ; lialya. 1882;
882, -
Snﬂlln: Bugars—Continned.
not above No. 18 Duntch standard in All sn above No. 13 Dutch stand--
color shall pay duty m: thdr polari- ard in color shall be elassified by the
scopic test as follows, vi Duteh standard of color a.nd
(All sugars not above '\To 13 Dutch duty as follows, nlmelim
in color, all tank-bottoms, But sirup of su P ocf sugar-
strupa of ome-_lniu or of beot-juice, mejaica. me oroonoanmt
concentral mahda. con- ed
mbe mﬂ ated lasses antered under the nams
l‘nﬁnlz.ﬂ.scu nutabova of molasses shall be forfeited to
75 de E‘ .......................... Pouand, 14 cents. the United Btates.

{And 1}01‘ every a dfﬂu:):: dej%reeth Holuse% w:gmg ot above whi?i

fraction of a degree shown by the grees by the polariscope s! 4 enin
lnﬂmpin test they shall pay ad- a dutyof........ .| L Gallon, 63 cents..| § Gallon, 4 cen
A ) e Rl pa vl weeasenssnssensesans| Pound, iz addi- Molaiacs tg;tingabuuw dngmea % {Gw‘m' 8 centa.

Kot above No. T Dutch standard in tional. hall pay adaty of. ...ocooooaooan
eolor. ....... .| Pound, 2.1875 ets. not colored... ....cecuvunnznas Pound, 10 cents...| Pound, 5 cents.

Above No. 7 and not above No. 10 All other confectionery not specially
Dutch standard in color..ceueeaannn. Pound, 2.5 centa, enumerated or provided for in this

Above Nm 10 and not abm’a No. 13 made wholfg' or in part of sugar,

fmealor. .. .o.--ii. Pound, 2.8125 eta. on sugars after being refined,

[a. Prwtded. That ooncanlrsl.cd me- when tinctured, colored, or in any
huin. or ouncrete. nhall hercafter be way adulterated, valued "at 80 cents <
classed as g::o“ * and me- per pound orless. (See Confectionery)| Pound, 15 cents...| Pound, 10 cents.
lada nlmll be and defined as L e e e S e e Free Froe.

an article made in the process of Grape. (See Glucose). 20 per cent.
snmmnkmg being the cane-juice o1 1ol i b G S e T Freeo.
boiled down to the sugar point and
cont:ir-ingall thesa ami moiam

g the IF Mr. PRICE. )ilbe of all these disadvantages it will be seen

gdcl:rimm‘i Sy PO 0i m"ﬂmf from the followmg table, giving the world's sngar production, that
ik o Ehe mgu-c&ni il s Louisiananow stands fifth in a list of twenty-two oa.ne-suqﬂ.t- prodn-

s, mats, baskets, or other t.hnn cing countries,being surpassed only by Cuba, Java, Brazil, and the
S es B i EH e I,

A:slﬂ' Further, That of the " The world’s sugar production.
drawback on refined “Eme?m
s B b

ates of the Un 1888-'89, | 1887-'88.
mly 1 per cent. o amount 8o Countries. Estimated. | A 8
red. shall be retatned: hy the o omanl
Unlbed States. [Act of March 3,
1875, sec. 3.]

All sn above No. 13 Dutch stand- Tons. Tons.
ard in color shall be classified by the 550, 000 647, 860
anh standard n!‘eolor and pay 65, 000 62, 506
dut; dlaww 65, 000 63, BT

All sugar a o. 13 and not 70, 000 66,108
above No. 16 Dutch standard... | Pound, 3.4375 cts..| Pound, 2/ cents. 30, 000 gooo
All sugar above No. 16 and not 25, 000 000
nboveNo.zo Dautch -+.| Pound, 4.0625 cts..| Pound, 3 cents. &ﬁ %m
26, 000 26, 000

120, 000 07,244

27, 000 82, 031
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The world's sugar production—Continued.

1888-'80. | 1887-'88.
Countries, Estimated. | Actual,
CANE SUGAR—coniinued.
Tons. Tons.

Manritius.ceeesesons- 125, 000 121, 508
360, 000 432,675
230, 000 282, 418

210, 000 169, 526

8, 000 7,000

30, 000 30, 00

52, 000 55, 000

50, 000 50, 000

23,000 20, 000

125, 000 110, 000
162, 264 166, 928
R o e T e e e e o at e e 2, 448, 264 | 2, 605, 268
980, 000 950, 166
525,000 | 428 616
470, 000 302 824
510, 000 441, 342
140,000 | 140, 742
45, 000 9. 200
55, 000 49, 980
2,725, 000 | 2, 451, 950
2,448, 264 | 2, 605,268
5,173,264 | 5,057,218

From a table found on paﬁ:n 30 of Culture of the Sugar Beet, be-
ing Special Report No. 28 of the United States Agrieultural Depart-
ment, it is found that the quantity of sugar produnced in France in-
creased from 1864 to 1887 from 149,074 tons to 392,824 tons, 163 per
cent., while during the same period the produnction of sugar in Lonisi-
ana increased ‘1655 per cent., increasing from 10,387 hogsheads in
1864 t0 285,158 hogsheads in 1887, Andyet in the face of these figures

entlemen on the other side persist in asserting upon the floor of this
g[ouse that the sugar industry in Louisiana is in a rapidly decaying
condition.

From statistics furnished by the Agricultural Depariment it is
gshown that the Cuba erop in 1875 was 700,000 tons, and from the
table showing the world’s ang;r production, referred to above, it is
found that in 138889 the Cuba crop amounted only to 550,000 tons,
showing a decline from 1875 to 1889 of 150,000 tons, or a decrease of
21 per cent.; while in Louisiana the crop increased from 144,146
hogsheads in 1875 to 285,000 hogsheads in 1887, an inerease of nearly
1o§ per cent. And still the gentlemen ery that the sugar industry is
not and can not be made a success in Louisiana.

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] in his efforl fo show that
sugar-cane was not a success in Louisiana, said—

That cane-sugar should not come within the list of protected articles is clearly
shown by the following table, which shows the production and imports tor
twenty-one years. It shows that in twenty-one years they have produced only
about 10 per cent. of what we consume:

“ SraxAr, OFrFicE, WAR DEPARTMENT,
“WWashiagton City, January 20, 1890.
“BIR: Rept;‘liglto your favor of the 18th instant, I beg leave to inform that
ann!

tho mean em for the northern portion of Louisiana is 65,6°; for
thamt#mpnrﬁnn. ; mean for the Btate, 67.8°.
“Very res 3
SEAMOCN Y “"A. W.GREELY,
" Chief Signal Oftcer.

“"Hon. JouN H. GEAR, {
“House of Representatives, Waskington, D. 0"
It will also be readily seen that the mean temperature of Cuba, S8an Domingo,
and Hayt is the mtu.ra{ climate for sugar-cane, as is shown by the following latgr
in regard to that climate:

" Hon. J. H. GEAR:

** The mean annual temperature of Cuba varies from 757 in some localities to 789,
and possibly 792, In other localities the averages for Haytl and S8an Domingo are
not so well established, but may be safely put at figures ranging from 76° to 799,
and possibly 80°, according to localities,

“A. W.GREELY."

From these reports it is seen that there is only from six to seven
degrees difference betweenthe mean annual temperature of Cuba and
Louisiana, and thé cane has Ionf since adapted itself to this differ-
ence and has become thoroughly acclimated. We all know that
wheat, corn, cotton, and other erops are raised with equal profit in
different sections of the United States, and that the temperature of
these sections varies more than it does between Cuba and Louisiana.

As the gentleman has quoted quite freely from Boucherean’s Re-
Rort to show that that authority considered Lonisiana a very un-

esirable locality in which to grodnce sugar, I beg to refer him to
the following langusge, which I find upon the 84th page of Bonche-

rean’s Report for 183880, to wit:

We have sald in previons issua s of this work, and we tepentﬂia that Lonisiana
has the Tﬂm of soil and climate to produce all the sugar needed by the whole

le of the United States, and every dollar of the nearly $100,000,000 now paid
g;: oreign sugar could and would thas be left at home to enrich ourown country-
men, east, west, north, and south, What a tidal wave of pm«d:a::ho uate
development of this great industry in Lonisiana, Florida, Texas, would send
all over the United States.

Dr. William C. Stubbs, of New Orleans, La., in charge of the ex-
perimental station, a gentleman of the highest character and most
extensive information, said before the Committee on Ways and
Means:

I have never found an

“81exAnL OFYICE, January 27, 1890,

plant that was more thmn&hl&v at home than sugar.
cane is in South Lou 4. As a proof, on the 19 ay of August, at Baton
Rouge, I had over forty cmr‘: IIimwing in the field. We had a tornado and the
cane crop was the only one resisted the storm. The cotton was torn out by
the roots, but the cane resisted the storm, and I made a most excellent crop of

B L.

1'\I{ﬂwcmld next call atiention to the subjoined letter, dated Havana,

April 23, 1890, published in the Louisiana Planter, in order to show

that altiwugh onisiana sometimes suffers from bad seasons, cane-
even in Cuba is not exempt from all dangers:

CROF FROSFECTS.

The drought continues unabated, and its effects are more umug felt all over
the ialand on account of amn:ﬁ.md' hlowinlﬁ from the east and southeast for sev.
Ersl dl:;s past, which have done away with whatever had been spared by the

rought.

Fit’-;es in the cane flelds, that secemed to have terminated this I.H"' are ﬂn re-
ported with inereased violence, and unless it rains soon it is likely that cans
unground as yet will be totally destroyed in a very short tims, as well as the

hed pasture of all the breeding farms, whose cattle are fast disappearing

gl '} Grathat | ol bo:
ugar row ome
Years. ported. Lonisiana. |growthto
S imports.
1507 833,430 | 95,061,223 | .o7617-4
1,106, 773,660 | 09,452, 840 | 08310+
1,277,470, 653 | 168, 678952 | . 13220+
1,509, 155, 674 | 146,906,125 | . 00733
1,568,304, 592 | 125,146,343 | 07080+
1,501, 297, 869 | 103,241,110 | . 06088
1,797,509,090 | 134 504,691 | . 074824
1, 493, 977, 442 163, 418, 670 . 10938
1,654, 636,834 | 100,672,570 | 11524
iEmEs) el e
180,200, 684 | 198,002,278 | 10875
1,046, 745,205 | 279,082,890 | .14023
1,090,152, 374 | 150,874,950 | |
2/137, 667, 865 | 303, 080,258 | 14177
2, 756,416,230 | 287,712,230 | .1
2717, 834,668 | 211,402,963 | . 07778+
2. 689, 881,765 | 286, 626,480 | . 10650
700,384,288 | 353, 6. 877 | 1134057
2, 700, i
2,692, 502, 670 | 350,000,000 | .12997—
.............................. 10160

I wish to show him from his own table that from 1869 to 1889 the
sugar crop in the United States increased from 95,051,233 pounds to
%&%00,000 pounds, an increase of 254,948,767 pounds.

In further attempting fo show that Louisiana was not adapted to
sugar culture, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] also said:

Another reason is that the climate is not warm enough, as is shown by the re-
ports of General Greely, of the Signal SBerviee, whiohlvr%lmd:

from want of water and food.

In some localities not a drop of water has fallen in eight or ten months, and it
may be said that there is not one estate in the central and western parts of the
island th‘:g ht.? not suffered moreor less onaccount of fire, with a heavy decrease
in its production.

Up to the present only the cans flelds and few bufldings had bmntura to the
flames ; but lately they have extended their ravages to the g of cattle-
breeding farms ; and Sagua to Punerto Principe two destructive fires took
place in the woods, and a large number of trees were burned to the ground as if
they werp dry straw,

At Cienfuegos most of the ponds and brooks have been dried up, and the water
in the largest rivers has | derably decr d

The tropics may be better adapted to the eulture of sm than
Louisiana; still we would not fear to be put upon an equal basis of
competition were it not for the fact that the labor of those eoun-
tries is so much cheaper than ours. We can, by our superior skill
and enterprise, overcome the advan they have over us in eli-
mate, but we can not vie with them in the uheagnm of human labor,
as will be seen from the following statement from the consular re-
ports:

Consul Pierce, at Mantanzas, Cuba, reports, March 5, 1888: ** Dy law, as now in

foree, highest wages payable to a slave in servitude is 83 in gold per month ; Ne-
groes, frgo and ntzlib:;ty to control their labor, can be roulE; obtalned at $1.25,
gold.'

The same class of labor in Lounisiana costs from 75 cents to §1.50 a
day, as shown by the testimony taken before the Committee on Ways
and Means, averaging §1 per day.

Mr. Chairman, that sugar-cane is an exotic in Louisiana and that
the climatic influences are not snited to its suceessful produetion, is
a statement that one would scarcely imagine needed contradiction ;
and yet there are gentlemen, intelligent and well informed on all
othersubjects, who seem to seriously believe that sn ia.r-mne is grown
inthat State as a sorf of hot-house plant. I wish here to say, as a
practical farmer, not only in Louisiana, but in a State where the cere-
als are produced, that the sugar-cane of Louisiana is as certain a crop
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in that State as the corn crop is in Illinois or the wheat crop is in the
Northwestern States. The su o as successfully withstands all
the climatie eonditions of Louisiana as the various field erops grown
in the other States withstand the climate of those localities.

| Inaddition to the progress that has been made in Louisiana, Texas
and Florida have also come into the field and give assurances of pro-
ducing not only more sugar than Louisiana now does, but in sufii-
cient quantity to unpgﬁ the entire demands of the United States.

In 1879 there were produced in Texas only 3,000,000 n}:cnndsof sugar,
while in 1850 18,000,000 pounds were produced on only a limited area
of the 20,000,000 acres of land that can be devoted in that State to
the calture of sugar-cane. In the ten years there has been an in-
crease in the sugar production of Texas alone of 509 per cent.

Then comes the State of Florida with 500,000 acres of land suitable
to the production of cane and a climate so well adapted to the sugar
plant that even Cauba can boast little ad vantage over it.

During the last season there was produced in Florida 6,000 pounds
of sugar per acre from a large area of land. Those who are familiar
with the sugar lands of that State say neither Cuba nor the Ha-
waiian Islands have lands any better adapted to the production of
sugar-cane. :

he following letter from Mr. Hamilton Disston, a prominent gen-
tleman of Philudelﬁ_his, well known to many gentlemen upon this
floor, explains itself:
PHILADELPRIA, January 4, 1800,

Drar Bm: to illness T am unable to appear befors the Ways and Means
Committee on . the 6th instant, and therefore take this matg;od of saying
o foew worda regarding the sugar industry in the State of Florida.

B S e
oA i 0

o and l-hgnnmh«r of acres that are susc ‘Lﬁlrnf mnﬁnn sid cultivation
can be placed at not less than 500,000, which wonld give about 1,000,000 tons of

sugar,

E'nddiﬁm to this there are other lands in Florida which can be made to pro-
dunee o fair yield of sugar by the use of fertilizers.

You will see from this statement, which can be verified by an actual examina-
tion, that Florida is about to become a very important in the sugar busl-
neas, provided, of course, there is to be mﬁﬁont protection given by Congreas to
enable us to compete successfully against foreign su

As to the amount of tection uired, I would to have those who are
more conversant with lg? business give the fignres, but my judgment is against
a bounty, from the fact that it would be an unpopular measure, and the outery
might become so great azainst it as to canseits thus leaving the sugar in-
dustry withont sufficient tariff protection and no bounty to aid the ncers.

I shall be qlsd to furnish the Committee on Ways and Means with further in-
formation if it should be required.

Yours, truly,

Hon. TooMas M. BAYNE.

Sugar-cane is grown in the followin% States: Alabama, Florida,
Georgin, Lounisiana, Mississippi, South Carolina, and Texas.
There are sufficient lands within the Southern States snited to the
E-,oduction of sugar-cane to supply the entire domestic market. In
nisiana the areadevoted to sugar has not greatly increased within
the last few years. The disastrous everflows of 1582 and 1884 have
been one of the chief causes why the area of sugar-cane has not been
extended more rapidly in the sonthern portion of the States. How-
ever, the sugar belt is increasing in the more northern parishes of
Loaisiana, where the lands are higher and free from overflow, as
will be seen from the last report of Bouchereau, page 87, to wit:

It will be noticed that we have included the sugar and rice crops of the north-
ern parishes, a fact which we have more or leas omitted in the past, but, owing
to the yearly increase of the sugar made in said parishes, we shall hereafter re-
port their crops in the bulk.

The effort has not been to extend cultivable area, but rather by a
system of intensified agriculture and improved methods of manu-
facture to double the product from present acreage. In the factories
there have been most decided improvements, and we consequently
find that npon the same area we are making more sngar than we did
ten years ago. Improved machinery has been adopted by the plant-
ers as rapidly as their financial eircumstances would permit, and to-
day by the most improved mills and by diffusion—which has been
introduced extensively within the past two years—we are producin
from a ton of cane from 200 to 220 pounds of sugar, while by the olﬁ
methods we were enabled to secure only from 100 to 125 pounds.

The introduction of diffusion in Europe, less than twenty-five
years ago, cansed other means of extracting sugar from the beet to
disappear as if by magic and was one of the principal causes of the
tremendous increase in the beet industry. Now that we have sue-
cessfully adopted diffusion in this country we will soon be securing
donble the quantity of sugar that we now obtain from a ton of cane.

The central factory system is being adopted, and will, before a
great while, be universal. It will canse the industry to develop
most rapidly. Under this system eane is bonght by the ton, as beets
are in Europe. These new establishments are being erected to do
several times as much work as is being done by the average sugar-
house of to-day. The average annual production of each sugar-house
in Louisiana is about 300,000 or 400,000 pounds; while the new estab-
linhmdantsn.}:‘a being erected to turn out from é,OO0,000 to 4,000,000
ponnds each. .

As a result of the publie spirit of a distinguished citizen of Loni-
siana (Hon. Donelson Caffery), capitalists are erecting in Bt. Mary's
Parish a mammoth central factory, to contain all the modern improve-
ments and appliances, and when itis completed and ready for work

HAMILTON DISSTON.

this fall it will have a capacity of making 5,000,000 or 6,000,000
pounds of sugar within the s of ninety ans, thus doing ten or
:;:nlve tig;s as much as ean be done by the average sugar-house of

e country. :

By improved methods of cultivation we are I)rodncing an average
of from 18 to 20 tons of cane to the acre, while in former years we
only produnced from 12 to 15. Are these not evidences of thrift and
progress and development? Would such improvements be made by
those engaged in an industry which has been represented to be in a
declining and dying condition? Does this not show that the plant-
ers of Lonisiana are making progress and using every energy to keep
abreast with the most modern appliances and improvements of the
age? And if their industry is not destroyed by this bill they will
malke a showing that will bring conviction to the donbting Thomases
on the other side of the Cham{cr.

It is entirely within the range of almost immediate .accomplish-
ment to Broduce all the sugar we reriuira in this country from cane
alone. From about 200,000 acres of land there is produced in Loyi-
siana about one-tenth of the sngar required in the United States.
Thus we only need 2,000,000 acres in cane to eupply the demands of
the nation. In the twenty-five parishes in which sugar-cane is now
successfully grown in Lonisiana the Tenth Census shows that there
are over 7,000,000 acres of land, of which only abont 1,000,000 is at
present tilled; and of this 7,000,000 acres there would be no diffi-
culty in securing for the cultivation of cane the 2,000,000 scres nec-
essary to supply the whole counhz with T,

I have thus gone into details and figures fo show that the sngar in-
dustry of Louisiana is a success, and that unless it is crippled by ad-
verse legislation that State alone will be able to pmﬂce nlr the
sugar required for consumption in this country. :

BEET BUGAR.

In addition to the production of sugar-cane it is now conceded by
all who have taken the pains to investigate the matter thaf the
sngar beet has been successfull wn and sogar successfully made
from it in e quantities within the United States, and that the
production of beet sugar is destined to meet with that success here
that it has met with in almost every country in Europe.

Experiments have shown that the beets grown in the United Btates
are richer in saccharine matter than those grown in Germany, a
counfry which to-day prodnces more sugar than any other in the
world, all of which is produced from beets, When Professor Har-
vey W. Wiley, chief chemist in the United States Agricultural De-
partment, whose investigations have been made under the direction
of that Department, was before the Ways and Means Committee he
said, in substance, ‘‘that all that was ne to develop the
beet-sugar industry of this country to the extent of supplying the
country with sugar was for the farmers to grow beets and the cap-
italists to erect factories.” The farmers are growing the beets and
the capitalists of the United States are erecting the factories, not
only for the manufacture of beets and sugar-cane, but also for the
manufacture of sorghum,

Mr, Oxnard, in a most interesting address upon the eulture of
beets, delivered before the Ways and Means Committee, said:

There are at present two beet-sngar factories in the United States: First, the
Alameda Beet Sugar Company, sitnated at Alvarado, Cal., with a capacity of work-
ing 150 tons a day, which wonld be increased to 230 tons next year; second, the

estern Beet Sugar Company, situsted at Watsonvills, Cal., with a capacity of
300 tons. Another , with a similar capacity, would be p‘“i:ﬁ lﬁ‘ﬂm same
eomgmy next year if legislation does not prevent; and, third, the Oxnard
Beet Sugar Company, at Grand Island, Nebr., now bul[dlng, and which will be
ready to start in the fall of 1899,

In view of thefacts that beet sugar is now being successfully man-
ufactured and upon a large scale in this country, and that the pro-
ducers of beet sugar are in a position to avail themselves of all that
Eatience, investigation, science, and capital have accomplished in

urope, it does seem that it is foolish in the extreme, at this particu-
lar time, to enact such legislation as will retard the development of
the sngar industry in this country.

It has onlg been within the last few years that the beef-sugar crop
of the world was a factor of any importance. A few years ago the
planter of Lounisiana asked with anxiety and solicitude as to what
would be the crop of Cnba. To-day he asks with greater anxiety as
to what will be the crop of Europe, because it is to-day the greatest
sugar-producing country in the world.

ithin the last ten years the improvement in the manufacture
of bects has been the principal cause of this wonderful increase in
the production of beef sugar; and the same methods of manufacture
that are now being used in the most successful establishments of
Europe are the methods that will be adopted in the great central
beet factories that are being erected in the United States. The beet-
Eroducor of the United States begins at the point at which Europe
as arrived after long years of labor and expense; and there is no |
reason to believe that the Awmerican, who, with equal aﬂvantngmk
has surpassed every other nation of the earth both as farmer an
as manufacturer, will not also surpass the Germans as the producers
of beet sugar.

Althongh the section from which I come is not adapted to beets
and we have to confine ourselves to the production of sugar-cane, I
do not hesitate to say that the beet is the best sugar-producing plant




5000

‘ sngar works were not established until 1805.

: -
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

May 20,

of the world, and those who embark in its growth will eventually
become the principal sngar-produncers in the United States.

Professor Wiley, in writing me on the subject, says:

The possibilities of beet sugar in the United States are most flattering. In
California, the coast valleys, where the temperature in summer remains low, are
mllsriy suited to the growth of the sugar beet. For eight years a factory has

in successful operation in Alvarado and for two years mu factory at
Watsonville. The content of sugar in the beet growth in that ty is fully nup
to the best standard of Enrope. Large aveas in California, Oregon, and Washing-
ton are snited to beet cultnre.

In the Platte Valley in Nobraska, large arcas bave also been discovered suitable

to the eulture of a sagar-beet containing a high percentage of sucrose. A beet-
sugar factory costing nearly $300,000 is now in process of erection at Grand Island,
Nebr. In 3dmon go this it is believed that large areas in the northern portion of
the Central and Eastern Stateamay be fonnd suitable tothe prodaction of beet au Enr.
Northern Indiana, Obio, and New York, especially those parts borderingon thelakes,
it ia thonght will be found pecunliarly adapted to this form of agriculture. A ecool
sammer, not too moist, and a dry antumn make climatie conditions favorable to the
sugar-beet.
. Progress in the development of the beet industry has been mar-
velous, and the louﬁ waiting, patient investigation, and heavy ex-
pense incurred in the development of the industry are now reaping
a full reward in unparalleled success; but still, in the face of the
experience in Europe, our legislators grow impatient because within
the twenty-five years intervening since the war Lonisiana has not suc-
ceeded in producing from cane all the sugar that is required by the
people of t{:ese United States, and, having grown impatient at Louisi-
ana, they are disposed, not only to erush out her industry, but to
place a blighting band upon the new beet industry that gives
promise of a success here that will equal that which has been
attained in Europe. 7

When yon allow the mind to dwell upon the immensity of this
country and to reflect that within the confines of these United
States can be found every variety of soil and climate that can be
found beneath the sun, does it not seemridiculouns to suppose that we
cannot suceeed in selecting the paltry quantity of 2,000,000 acres of
land upon which to grow sugar to supply the wants of our people?
Allowing the production of only 10 lzom; of beets to the acre and a
yield of sugar of only 150 pounds to the ton, or an oufput of 1,500
pounds of sugar to the acre, we would only require 2,000,000 acres

lanted in beets to supply all the sugar that is now nceded by the

nited States.

Let the Con of these United Statesbut give the peopls of the
country to understand that the sugar industry will not receive ad-
verse legislation, and I assure you that it will not be long before the
home market is supplied and the farmers’ distress greatly relieved
by the production of $100,000,000 worth of sugar within this country,
1t would only require 1,000 factories, with an output of 3,000,
pounds each, to produce all the sugar that the United States requires,
and there are now wi Louisiana several factories that are pro-
ducing each season between 3,000,000 and 4,000,000 pounds each, and
there is one factory in Texas which produces at least 4,000,000 pounds.

It is not a dream that possesses us, but a firm conviction that it is
entirely within the range of almost immediate accomplishment to
produce all of the sugar that this country needs.

In 1747, Margmﬂ', a member of the Berlin Academy of Sciences, ex-
perimented and found the beet to be rich in sugar, and yet it was
not till 1797 that Franz Archard, one of Margraff’s pupils, succeeded
in extracting sugar from the beet in any large quantity. The first
1811 Napoleon is-
sued a decree providing for direet enconragement of the industry.
Again in 1812 Napoleon issued a decree giving aid to the industry.
In 1812 thirty-nine or forty factories were established, but the in-
dustry subsequently declined, and we find that in 1836 only 1,500
tons of sugar were bein pm&noed, and if the statesmen of France
had listened to the criticisms and croakings of the doubtful ones,
and had lost all faith in the possible development of the sugar in-
dustry, France to-day would have been buying its sugars from some
foreign market. The first beet factory wasnotestablished until 1805,
which was fifty-eight years after Margraff made the discovery that
the beet was a vaﬁmb]e sugar-producing plant, and it was still not
until fifty years later that asmuch sugar wasbeing madein France
as is now being made in the State of Louisiana.

We have heard a great deal said in the course of this debate about
the importance of preserving the home market,

In order to preserve it a tariff has been placed upon many agri-
cultural products, horses and mules, cattle, hogs, sheep, barley,
corn, oats, butter, milk, beans, cabbages, eggs, potatoes, ete., and
yet this committee, by aestmying the sugar iutfustry of Louisiana,
will, first, deprive the producers of these variouns farm products of a
home market and, second having obliterated the sugar industry, it
will force those who are now en%nged in it to embark in the pro-
duction of crops which will come directly into competition with the
farmers whom they say they are so anxious to legislate in favor of.

Mr. Chairman, the honorable gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
(’DoxxELL] in his recent speech, said:

This is the beginning of an era of in this Republic ; an
ups ne&r. and rgﬁuh?gindmuy whi';h nm ln;sue .’;' tham ;gour:‘ tgale“:%db'
::::rof which will be to make us independent of the world for our supply of

‘We have in him another believer in the future of the sugar indns-
try of the country; but, strange to say, he and many others on his

side of the House, while believing and professing their belief, are
about to enact a policy that will not only obliterate the industry,
but relegate to a night of oblivion the bright prospects of a future
sugar industry in this country.

. O'DONNELL on to tell us how, by cultivation of the sugar-
beet we will dive: our crops, enrich our soil, reclaim our worn-
out acres, give employment to thonsands of hands that now areidle
and food to thousands of months that are now hungry, and yet, with
all his professions and all his faith, he still insists upon enac
such legislation as will bring disappointment to every heart in whie]
his words have enkindled theslightest hope. He tells us that we are
sending abroad $53,000,000 a year for an article of food which should
be {: aced upon our own farms and that the time has arrived for
a change; that we should follow in the steps of other nations; that
the opportunity has arrived, and that he believes that the represent-
atives of the people will try to promote the interests of the people,
and yet he E:raiste in advocating the absolute repeal of the sugar
tariff and the giving of a bounty in its stead. And the bounty is
paid only for sngar polarizing 80°; and thus a large amount of sugar
that is made will receive none of the benefit of the bounty.

In the beginning of this speech, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
GEARr] attempted to show that the sugar industry of the United States
had not made sufficient progress toshow itself worthy of protection,
and that therefore sugar should be placed ufpon the free-list, and yet,
with strange inconsistency, at the close of his speech, he paintsin
the most glowing manner the great Eoesibi.lities of the American
sugar industry nnder the stimulas of the pmgosed bounty.

How can he say, in one breath, that the industry does not deserve
protection and, in the next, draw a picture of its mammoth develop-
ment within the near future? The proposed bounty will not give the
sugar-producer as great advantage as he derives from the pres-
ent tariff, and if the gentleman believes that the sugar industry is
destined to blossom as the rose and that the stimulating influence of
a bounty ‘‘will cause the erection of sugar-factories in every ham-
let,” I ask him why he should not also believe that the industry will
thrive and prosper under the beneficial influence of the present tar-
iff. No American sugar-producer that I know of, whether he be beet,
sorghum, or eane grower, asks a bounty in pref’eranoe to the present
tariff, but all unite in opposing the bounty and give assurances that
under the present tariff they will be enabled to develop their indus-
tries.

We are told that the consumers of the country are clamoring for

free sugar, that it is a prime necessity of life, and that the farmers
of the West especially demand that they shall have it free upon their
breakfast tables. Is it any more of a necessity than the farmer's
plow ? Isit any more of a necessity than the farmer’s cooking-stove,
or his woolen shirt, or his woolen hat? Isit not a fact that a farmer
can more readily dispense with sugar than with any of the articles
that are absolutely n for the g on of his vocation
and conducting his domestic life ¥ A plow is certainly more of a ne-
cessity than sugar and a woolen shirt is a more necessary part of a
farmer’s wardrobe than is a lump of sugar a necessary part of his
breakfast.
* 1t is not just to ruin those engaged in the sugar industry under the
cry that sugar is a prime necessity of life, while you protect those
engaged in the manunfacture of other articles which are still greater
necessities to the consumers of this country.

Why sacrifice any one industry by making it bear the entire bur-
den of tariff rednction and by one stroke of the pen bring rain and
disaster to any class of citizens, who, mlyin{nupon the faith of the
Government, have invested their all in that industry ?

I would commend to the committee the advice of President Cleve-
land, who, while advoeating a reduction of the revenue, said:

These things can and should be done with safety to all our industries, without
danger to the nity for remunerative labor which our workingmen need,
and with benefit to them and all our by cheapening their means of subsist-
ence and increasing the measure of their comforts.

I wonld also refer them to the platform of the Democratic party,
which says :

Qur established domestic indnstries and en rises should not and need not be
dangered by a reduction and correction of the burdens of taxation.

I would also commend to them the ]anﬁlnage of the late Senator
Beck, who, in commenting on the Mills bill, said:

The Democrats seek cautionsly and prudently to reduce all taxation, * *
at the same time taking care that no injury is done toany domestio industry, even
though unduoly stimulated by protection, on whose the employment of any
considerable portion of our people depends.

The course that is proposed by this bill must indeed be very ac-
ceptabletothehighly protected industries of this couniry. Tha{ see
by the removal of the sugar duty that the surplus revenue is oblit-
erated. .

They see also that the demands which would be made upon the
Treasury to pay the bounty to the sugar-producer would be so lar,
in a few years that there would be a necessity for increasing the
revenues of the country, and they hope when this demand for addi-
tional revenue arises that the increase will be made by raising the
tariff rates upon the articles which they produce.
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While not objecting to such assistance as the varions industries of
this country may receive, while the Government is raising revenue
with which to pay its expenses, I do most earnestly protest against a
plan which proposes to sacrifice the industry in which the %eopla I
rz‘pmse.ut are engaged in order that all the other protected industries
of the country may feel secure in the protection which they now en-

Jo%(a are willing to bear our proportion of the rednction, but most
solemnly protest against being led as a lamb to the sacrificial altar
‘and offered up in order that all other protected industries may be
saved. While the tax-payers demand an offering in the way of re-
duoced taxation, all ahou{d contribute their proper share toward
bringing about the reduction,

If the sugar revenue is lost to the Government the tax-payer
must meet the demands of the Government by payinE a duty on
some other article, and there is no other article upon which he pays
a duty which puts so large a proportion of the amount paid into the
tax-payers’ Treasury.

Notwithstanding the fact that the tin-plate industr{, while receiv-
ing protection under the present tarifflaw, hasabsolutely failed to sue-

, the committee gives that industry increased protection for the
purpose of enabling it to sg]ri.ng into life, and, with singnlar inconsist-
ency, places sugar upon the free-list, althongh it is established and
vigorous. We are told that the tax-payer saves $5 to his family per
year by being relieved of the mﬁ“ tax, but we are not told thatin
order to make good this loss to his Treasury he has to pay far more
than £5 per year in increased taxeson wool, tin-E!ato, and other nec-
essaries of life, and that of the taxes paid on these last-named ar-
ticles only a small proportion is in the nature of a tax going to the
m})%orl: of his Government.

‘But, ” say these gentlemen, *‘ we do not propose to destroy your
industry; we propose, instead of the duty which we are removing,
to give you on every pound of sugar produced in the United States
a bounty of 2 cents, and this bounty will stimulate your industry
as it has never been stimulated before. ”

“And why,” say they, ‘“are you :-%pmd to it1” DBecause it is
contrary to all American ideas of tariff legislation; in faect, it is un-
American in the extreme. Iam also opposed to it because I Delieve it
is unstable, and that it is buta temporary relief and assistance to those
who have their money invested in the auiar industry of this country.

The sugar planter is not asking that the burdens of the tax-paﬁzr
of this country be increased upon his account ; but, recognizing that
this great Government must, from some source, be sapplied with
sufficient revenue with which to pay its expenses, he feels that he
is as justly entitled to that protection which comes from the raising
of that revenue as are those who are engaged in any of the other
industries of this country, and he believea‘ghab it has been demon-
stated, to any one who desires to be convinced, that sugar can be
produced in this country in sufficient quantity to supply the needs
of all its consumers. [Applause.]

Mr, McKINLEY. Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from Ver-
mont [ Mr. STEWART].

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I sent to the Clerk’s desk yesterday
an amendment designed to put maple sugar under the operation of the
bounty clause contained in this bill. I desire now to offer as a substi-
tute for that amendment one which has been prepared by the gentle-
man from Maryland FMr. McComas],

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend Bchedule E (sugar) as follows:

O e 47, line 15, after “ eane insert ' or maple trees, producing sugar lest-
ing not less than 76 d by the po!arimi)c.“

gn page 48 line 8, bngore “‘or sugar cane ' insert *‘ maple trees,”

On the same page, in line 18, insert “maple trees” after *' beets.”

Inline 22, same page, after ‘' beets " insert ** maple trees.”

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I do not propose to discuss the gques-
tion of bounty. My individual opinion, however, is that no industry
of this country shounld receive any bounty. The only bounty which I
would favor would be a bounty, or what is sometimes called a subsidy,
to the shipping of the country; and the only justification for it in that
case is the policy of foreign nations on thatsubject. I think that would
be a sufficient justification for the people of this country to encourage
shipping by corresponding bounties so as to match the great commercial
nations of the world which are getting ahead of usas maritime nations
by their bounties.

But if the bounty system is to be extended to the sugar industry, it
seems to me it ought not to be confined to sorghum and beet sugar. I
do not suppose that gentlemen of this committee know the amount of
maple sugar produced in this conntry. In my own State, according to
the census of 1880, there were produced in a single year over 11,000,-
000 pounds of maple sugar; in the seven States, Vermont, Massachu-
setts, Maine, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Michigan, over 30,-
000,000 pounds of maple sugar were produced, and 1,162,497 gallons of
molasses, ;

I observe by the report I have received that in 1886 there were 600
tons of beet sugar produced in the United States, and 25,000 tons of
maple sugar. In the State of Kansas there were less than 100,000
pounds of sorghum sugar produced, against 11,000,000 pounds of maple
gugar produced in my own State.

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the bounty system is to be extended to the
sugar industry, I beg my friends here not to leave ont the good State of
Vermont. We claim a share in the benefit, if there is to be any bonus
on this subject. This is all I have to say upon the matter.

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I would like my friend, the gen-
tleman from Vermont, fo answer as a lawyer this question: Whether
in his opinion the insertion of this bounty clause in the proposed tariff
bill would constitute such a contract as could be enforced in an action
at law against the Government by the raiser of sugar ?

Mr. ANDREW (to Mr. STEWART, of Vermont). Tell him you want
a retainer. [Laughter.]

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I accept the smggestion. I would
like a retainer before answering the gentleman’s question.

Mr, WILSON, of West Virginia. I have asked the question because
I do not believe that either branch of a Democratic Congress would
ever make an appropriation to pay this bounty.

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. So it would expire in the next Con-
gress. [Laughter.]

Mr. GEAR. We will cross that bridge when we get to it. 'We have
not a Democratic Congress yet.

Mr. WILKINSON. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from
Nebraska [Mr. DoRsEY].

Mr. DORSEY. Mr, irman, I desire to ask a few practical ques-
tions of this committee in connection with the pending hill. By the
proposed tariff bill we reduce the revenues of the Government $56,000,-
000 received heretofore from duties on sugar, Then we pro;
the bounty paid to the sugar-growers of the country to expend $7,000,-
000 more, adding this much to the expenses of the Government. If
this committee will remember, we but recently passed a pension bill
that carries fifty millions annually, increasing our annual pension-list
to $150,000,000, and we will probably pass a river and harbor bill car-
rying $22,000,000 more, with several millions for public buildings in
addition to the ordinary exﬁ:nﬁes of the Government; and in my judg-
ment, if this tariff bill shall become a law and we reduce the revenues
$56,000,000 from sugar and pay a bounty of seven millions besides to
the sugar-growers of Lounisiana and to the beet-growers of other parts of
the country, there will be a deficit in the Treasury on the 30th day of
June, 1891.

I think we should encourage the beet-sugar ind that is attract
ing so much attention at this time. Germany did t and does it
now and also the Republic of France. Germany not only lays a duty
upon sugar, but pays a bounty upon the domestic product from beets.
France does the same, and if gentlemen on this committee will take
the time and will carefully read the report made by the chairman of
the Senate Committee on Agrienlture and notice what is said by the
Agricultural Department regarding the capabilities of this country, I
am sure they will agree with me that in fifteen years, if we do not
strike down the protective system and put sugar upon the free-list,
the States of Towa, Kansas, Nebraska, California, and South Dakota
ean produce all the sugar consumed in the United States,

Mr. HANSBROUGH. And North Dakota. i

Mr. DORSEY. And North Dakota. These States can furnish all
of it. North Dakota has already offered a bounty of 2 cents, and Ne-
braska pays 1 cent per pound for all sugar produced in those States;
and, Mr. Chairman, the farmers of my district will ask, if I vote for
this bounty, which I may have to do—— [Laughter and applause on
the Democratic side, ]

Mr. DOCKERY. Why do you feel obliged to?

Mr. DORSEY. Isay, while I may have to vete for this bill, they
will ask why have you not given us a bounty upon corn?

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes; of course they will, and very gmperly. ;

Mr. DORSEY. Corn is nof profitable in Nebraska, and has not been
for years; and they may ask why we do not put a bounty upon honey
and protect the little busy bee. [Laughter.f

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Bat you put beeswax on the free-list.

Mr. DORSEY. Well, I am opposed to that, I think the bee ought
to be protected.

I offered an amendment, Mr. Chairman, reducing the present tariil
bill 25 per cent. as far as the sugar schedule is concerned; but I do not
intend to press that amendment, but will, on the contrary, support
the amendment of the gentleman from California, which I regard as
covering mainly the grounds that onght to be covered by such legisla-
tion. 1 think the report he made is unanswerable, and that no more
logical, clear, and comprehensive statement with regard to the protect-
ive system was ever made on the floor of the House than that which
fell from the lips of the gentleman from California to-day.

Iam a protectionistand a Republican; and I think if the Republican
party ]Eut.s sugar on the free-list and strikes down the protective sys-
tem they make an argument stronger than any that may be made by
an advocate of free trade on the floor of the House.

I shall support the amendment of the gentleman from California.
[Applanse. ] ]

[pll'em the hammer fell. ]

Mr. McKINLEY. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from
Iowa [Mr. KERR]. ;

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr, Chairman, I have offered asubstitute for
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the amendment proposed by the gentleman from California, which is
exactly the same as the amendment proposed by the gentleman from
Maine in the last Congress to the schedule pro by the majority of
the committee, an amendment providing for the reduction of the duty
on sugar one-half of what it is at the present time. As it was figured
at that time, that would make a reduction from 83 to 42 per cent.,
which was what was proposed as the average duties in the bill pre-
sented by the committee in that Congress. .

I then said, in the remarks made by me a day or two before the in-
troduction of the amendment by the gentleman from Maine [Mr.
DixgLEY], that I believe in a fair protective tariff. I do not believe
in diseriminating against any American interest. Theyought to be all
treated fairly, and as an industry is created in any particular section
of the country there is no reason why it should not be entitled to the
benefits of {he system of protection.

This amendment was then sustained by a unanimouns Republican
vote.

I desire, in this connection, to renew an objection I have made here-
tofore to this proposed bounty scheme. I said the other day that in
the whole history of this Government, except a small bounty on fish
with a view to develop our shipping, no bounty had ever heen proposed
for the production of any American article.

Tt is a new departure in the history of the Government, which, in
my opinion, the American people will never justify. If it were carried
ont in good faith, and would result in securing the development of

sugar ind as proposed, it would cost this Government, if suc-
cessful, as anticipated, $66,000,000 per year, even if the consumption
were not increased, in fifteen years. With theaverage increase of our
population it would amount to nearly one hundred millions per year
in fifteen years, if it resulted, as is claimed, in the production of our
own sugar at home. The bill proposes to give a bounty of 2 cents per
pound for all sugar produced in this country from beets, cane, and sor-

hum,

¥ Under this provision alone the sugar planters of Louisiana would
draw annually from the Treasury on their present crop §7,500,000. If
we were sure the price of sugar would be decreased, there might be
some compensation, but of this there is no certainty, for experience has
proven that. The advantage of such measures chiefly accrues fo the
producers of sngar in other countries, as has been the case under the
reciprocity treaty with the Sandwich Islands. And the country, in ad-
dition to the loss to the Treasary by the continually increasing bounty,
will lose the money we now receive from the duty, which last year
amounted to fifty-six millions. And the danger will be very great
that, considering the probable appropriations for pensions and other nee-
essary purposes, there may be a deficiency.

The very large increase of the production of sugar in Louisiana in
the last few years, together with the prospects of the production of su-

- gar from beets, sorghum, corn, and maple sap, warrants the belief that
with acontinnation of a moderate degree of protection we would before
many years produce the greater part of our own sugar without any such
dangerous sacrifice of revenue.

The proposition confining bounty to sugar produced from eane, sor-
ghum, and beets illustrates the danger of this new experiment as well
as its injustice. The gantlamuﬁ from Vermont [Mr. STEWART] has
justly complained that the maplesugar industry of his State and
others has been neglected. Thegreat Northwest may with equal rea-
son complain that glucose sugar, the product of the corn of the North-
west, has beandadiscrimin:{gi ag;iﬁab and ﬁt.irely %leetedhby 11.11;3
proposed new departure, ong properly protected it might alti-
mately be of vast benefit to the farmers and corn-raisers of the North-
west.

I call attention in this connection to an extract from a letter from 8.
D. Phelps to WiLLrAM McKINLEY, jr., which will illustrate the in-
justice of this discrimination. He says:

rpose of proposing a boun n sugar, as in the bill,
hglh &:vidﬂn! puand ﬂg'rmm whnsno:rm rnis? . r:me, beets °m:ui !‘:l‘;?lgx

Elnnters SUgR. "

and at the same time to encourage other farmers and planters to enter upon the
same its, Thek ty feature, ifit b law, will undoubtedly widely
dherﬁfy and rapidly increase the production of beets and sorghum, and to a
more limited extent that of engar-cane. The same rule will apply to the pro-
duction of corn.

‘While a bounty on domestic glucose and corn-sugar, as pro , may have
Iittle immediate or apparent effect upon the total area planted to corn, yet it will
tend to render prices of that cereal more and ultimately to advance the
prica by enabling manufacturers of glueose and corn-sugar from home-grown
corn to export more largely and thus increase the home consumption of corn.
But, conversely, the farmer who raises the corn which the glucose manufactur-
ers consume would inevitably suffer. The consumption of corn in the glucose
factories of the United States for several years has nearly or quite equaled one-
half of our total exports of corn. If producers of glucose and corn-sugar arede-
nied a bounty and producers of sugar from sorghum, beets, and m%'u'-cane are
granted a bounty,the glnm faclories will have to largely curtail or entirely
abandon rations, and thefarmers who nowsupply them with corn will have
to find other markets for that which they now consume.

From any point of view, there does not seem to be a sufficient reason why
the grower of sugar-cane, sorghum, and beets should be favored at the expense
of the grower of corn. But this is what the bill, as reported, proposes, and such
must be its ultimate effect. The grower of corn is not only g) be deprived of a
large home market for his product, which he now enjoys, but he is to nm
bounty to the mutboomi ghum, and sugsa besid Barely
can not be the intent of the bill.

The following figures regarding the glucose and corn-sugar industry in the
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Eunited States, although partially estimated, may be taken as approximately

Numhui)fgluo:naﬁ.ctnr‘ I7
Ca, invest - $11, 000, 000
¥ capacity, bushels of corn 1, 000
Annual capacity, bushels of corn 19,082, 000
Acres of land required to raise corn, at 26 bushels to the acre 782,000
Farmers required to raise corn, three men per 100 Acres..........coseecene 21, 960
ine o pluses T S T T e 317, 122 800
ue of glucose ann ¥ 800
i.ahorur‘u ermplnyed 1&%‘:::! : %m
mount of wages paid annually...... 570
Average daily rate of wages 54 n'mgl.éu

The factories located in the Siates of Knnsas, Misso I Ilinois,
Ohio, and New '%:erk.m G s b e

I am, very respectfully yours,
8. D. FHELPS.

The letter above quoted shows that corn sugar has at least 70 per
cent. of the sweetness of sugar from cane, and to offer no bounty is a
discrimination against an industry in my district that furnishes a mar-
ket for a large part of our surplus corn. But, as I said before, this plan
of giving bounties is & new and invidious process that will resulf, if
begun, in more scrambles for favor, more struggles for advantage, than
have ever been witnessed in this country, and I very gravely question
if it will be sustained by the courts as a legitimate exercise of the tax-
ing power. Mr. MCKENNA, one of the majority of the committee,
states his dissenting views with much force, and I print the following
extract from his dissenting report:

1 dissent from the sugar schedule of the bill, Ido it with regref, regret fo
dissent from eoll e8, r regret that principles which should be univer-
sally and im ¥ applied are partially and dlmriminsunfly applied.

The bill in its su, schedule makes an arbit: and invidious distinction
between the sugar industry and other industries, a distinetion inconsistent with
:mrhudple upon which the bill is framed and upon which it can only be jus-

Protection, as understood politically, is the clear right of all industries or of
none, The means of it is a tariff, not largess from the Treasury. distine-
tion is not one of words, 1t1is a distinction firm and eclear in substance and ef-

fect.
A tarl[l‘mni be a tax. A bounty is certainly one, fixed and unavoidable, and
increases with the production it encourages. iA gﬂ tax lessens with the pro-
“ L

duction it encourages and finally ition of home pro-

ducers.

A bounty abandons the home mariket to the foreign product; a tariff secured
the home market tothe home product. A bounty, therefore, is as useless as it
is burdensome and as odious as it is useless, -

It is not Republican. It has no justification in either the practice, the prin-
ciples, or the professions of the Republican party. The ];t:lntfom of the
and which it was elected . 1 that be protection—ta
protection—should be sacrificed the internal-revenue system should be de-

stroyed.
is useful for s hy not for other things? Iuanmem%pd
I hat

yed.

Ifa hountg W
articles with which the biH deals are none fit for a bounty but sugar?
relief does it give consumers of that it can not give to consumers
things? The bill protecta even tga hope of a production of some articles.
Bugar is an established industry in four States, and yet is denied protection.

reat principles should not be played with this way. They are notso flexible
to men's passing interests,

If a bounty is atax of less burden than is a tariff, why are sugar consumers
sulected for favor?

Is sugar the only article used in this country that is higher in price than in
the markets of the world? Make this the test. Contemplate the citizen as 8
consumer only (and at a special time), and there isan end of a protective tariff,
The Republican House of Representatives should not set this example. Who
can say where the contagion of it will stop?

These views will strike any one very foreibly who has given the sub-
ject attention and who has observed how the system of bounties has
been always urged by the friends of free trade as so much preferable
to what they have always been pleased to term indirect bounties, If
a sugar bounty is preferable to a sugar tariff why is not a bounty on
tin-plates, a bounty on salt, a bounty on wool, a ﬂonmy on any artiele
whose production we wish to encourage preferable to a tariff on such
articles? The National Government was not created for any such pur-
pose; if it had been, the statesmen who have honored the nation in the
last eentury would surely furnish us with a single example as a prece-
dent for this new departure from the uniform practice of the last hun-
dred years. I append asa parb of my remarks an extract from a lead-
ing paper of my State:

[From the Algona Upper Des Moines (Republican).]

If Major Holmes lias done nothing else of credit in Congress, he covered the
Tenth district with glory when inn.ﬂvu-minutelgoochhere ed the scheme
to subsidize private business with bounties. If the McKinley tariff bill were
perfect In all else its provisions to give 2 cents a d to sugar-prod
would condemn it. Even with the small amount of sugar now produced the
tax wounld mount into the miilions, and should it operate to increase the prod-
uct, as is claimed, it wonldj before fifteen years were up, be a burden 1y to
be borne. And why should sugar-prod be fattened out of the United States
Treasury with money wrun m the sweat of other labor? What great serv-
ice do they render that entitles them to public pension any more than the but-
ter-makers and corn-raisers of Jowa? They havethe richest stretch of land in
the United States, They can produce anything they want on those overflowed
wvalleys of the Missi pi.

Even with one erop in three years they can amass wealth, and they are to-day
the millionaires of the Southern States, Why should they get a public benefit
at the expense of men who raise oats on raw prairie for 15 cents a bushel and
burn corn because they can not se!l it at any price? ho proposed a bounty
on wheat when Northern Iowa was ng out in that industry and the grass-
boppers operated the harvesting machines? Who suggested any other remedy
than after the ple had failed long enough they would go at something they
eould make s living at? Why is not the medicine that was applied to North-
ern homesteaders good mndie;na for the lords of sugar plantations? If the
Sountherners can not make a living at raising sugar-cane let them devote their




1890.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

5003

|ingenuity to finding out what they can malke a living at, and even be forced to
| worlk as a final resort. If the beet industry seems likely to Ianguish without a
as ,let the prairies of Kansas be ted to carrots,
turnips, or even be left sage brush, if thereby the people can earn the same hon-
est livelihood their neighbors are doing.

In any event, if the public Treasury is to be opened to a raid let Iowa Congress-
men see to it that the first and heaviest bounties are put on the th Iowa has
to sell. Let wild hay come in, and butter and cheese and pork and beef, Itis
time we took a stand somewhere, and the place to stand is for an even divide
of the booty. A bounty duaty is pure State socialism, Itis taxing one class for
the direct benefit of the private interests of another. It is an attempt of Govern-
ment to take the earn of one man's industry to patch up another man's
failure of gratifying hisavarice. It isputtingabonuson beggaryand lying and
political corruption. When the door is opened there will be no limit to the de-
mand that will be made, and where now sugar-cane will wither and beets fade
away without Treasury notes wrapped about their roots within one generation

healthy pigweeds will have their pieaders before the Ways and Means
Committee appealing for aid. There may be an apology for the tarilf on sugar,
for the tax is primarily for the Government, and not for the private aid; but
for a bounty system there is no excuse except the corrupt desires of those who
wanl to fatten by piundering the public Treasury.

Mr. WILKINSON. I now yield one minute to the gentlemen from
West Virginia [ Mr, ALDEESON].

Mr. ALDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I understood the distinguished
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] to state, when he occupied
the floor to-day, that we produce but about one-eighth of the sugar
consumed in this country and that our sugar indpstry was not ina
flourishing condition, and to argue therefrom that sugar should be
placed on the free list.

Now, Mr. Chairman, it would seem to me that, from a good, consist-
ent, Republican protection-standpoint, the industries which are in the
most unsatisfactory condition should have the highest protection. I
understand this to be the Republican doctrine on this subject.

Some of the people whom I represent do not unse sugar, some from
choice, a few from their inability to purchase it, and others because
their maple sugar, abundant in some sections, furnishes them a sub-
stitufe for the kind of sugar named in this bill. And yet it is pro-
posed to tax all my people upon the necessaries of life to pay to the
sugar-prodncer a bounty of 2 cents per pound upon the sugar he pro-
duces, and this to come directly out of the Treasury after the money
is collected from the people.

I am unwilling to support this enormous tax on the masses; but I
can see no justice in the demand of the Republicans that sugar shall
be stricken down entirely, when it is the only agricultural 1product-.
substantially benefited by the tariff, and the planters and laborers
who produce it are heavily taxed for-the benefit of others on everything
they consume.

If free sugar is a good thing now, so it was years ago. The present
tariff law is the handiwork of the Republicans, and t.h,leg are responsi-
ble for its defects and errors, if any there be in it. e Republican
party has had opportunity to correct any mistakes and wrongs which
have existed; but so far from correcting them we have seen that party
arrayed in solid phalanx and standing in the way of eyery effort made
by the Democracy to make lighter the burdens of the people. The
Democratic party is on record in favor of a reduction of the tariff tax
on sugar. v

The Mills bill reduced the rate of duty more than is proposed by the
present bill, if we count the bounty to be paid from the Treasury to the
producer. It has been suggested that Lounisiana does not vote right;
that she is Democratic. Considerations of this kind may or may not
enter into this matter.

The daty on wool is increased to some extent in this bill, under the
pretense that the produncer will be bhenefited thereby, while the tariff
on woolen is increased in a much larger ratio. This shows be-

nd dispute that the real purpose of the framers of this bill is to bene-

t the manufacturers, and not the producer or consumer. It has been
estimated on this floor to-day by a Republican that we produce one-
half enough wool for our own clothing. 'We produce no tin-plate at
all, and this bill more than doubles the tax to be paid upon its impor-
tation.

These, Mr. Chairman, are a few of the inconsistencies of this bill.
To enumerate all of them would consume more time than our Repub-
lican brethren have doled out to us in which to discuss this most im-
portant measure. In fact, sir, there would seem to be no consistency
and faimess in if, except that consistency which would be found al-
ways in the efforts of the zealous inferior to carry out and promote the
interests of an exacting master. Certainly, the favored few who will
be benefited by the provisious of this bill should it become a law are
happy and fortunate in the fact that the Republican party is for the
time being in the ascendency in our National Legislature.

This bill is not even fair in its terms in respect to the measure of pro-
tection it gives to the various industries of the country. Some are to
be stricken down that others may flourish and prosper.

I desire to read and to have printed with my remarks a protest I
have received from constituents of mine in respect to the effect this bill
will have npon industries in which they are engaged, and which will
be crilx:lp]ed, if not destroyed, should this bill become a law. The can-
ning induostries of this country have grown to large and almost wonder-
ful proportions, and it is a conceded fact that if the rate of duty on tin-
plate is increased they will suffer very much and the people who pur-

chase and consnme their products must pay higher for them, The
protest reads as follows: :

OFFICE OF GREENBRIER CANNING CoMPANTY,
i . W. Va., May 12, 1890.

Dear Sme: We wish to say through fon that we earnestly protest against any.

additional duty on tin-plate, and would be

d tifled to have the present duty
removed, and if a higher rate is puton 1tlw9¥;_:l

mntﬁ‘:.,eut it lwﬂl greatly dam-

age, if not entirely utl'o‘y. the B ¥ -
Yours, very respectfully, ete.,
GREENBRIER CANNING COMPANY,
Per D. R. THOMAS, Treasurer,

GREENBRIER CREAMERY obau-m,
Per H. T, BELL, Treasurer.

Hon. Jouxs D. ALDERSON,
Congressman Third District West Virginia, Washington, D, C.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I personally know that the Greenbrier Canning
Company and the Greenbrier Creamery Company are new industries,
with fair prospects of success even under the existing law, whieh is not
favorable to them, giving employment to a number of laborers, pur-
chasing directly from farmers the products of their farms, and thereby
benefiting the people of the agricultural communities in which they
do business by furnishing to the agriculturists a ‘‘home market.”’
The gentlemen composing these firms are entitled to as much consider-
atien as are the persons who make up any combination, syndicate, or
trust interested in a tariff on tin-plate. I also know that this is nof
a
on it (tin-plate) ‘‘ we feel confident it will greatly damage if not en-
tirely destroy the canning industry of the country.’””

Protest after protest has come up here against the increase of the duty
on tin-plate, but without avail. ‘‘Joined to their idols”’ at one mo-
ment; in the next breath arguing that a tariff reduces the price to
consumers; claiming now that competition controls and rednces prices,
and in the next instant that it is necessary to increase duties in order
to protect **infant industries,”’ the majority has been and is deaf to
the entreaties and petitions of the people.

‘ Infant industries,’’ indeed ! ! :

It is an admitted fact that no tin-plate is produced in this country.
Why, then, a duty upon tin-plate at all? Why an increase of duty ?
Is it proposed to protect an industry which does not exist? The pre-
text for an increase of duty is found in the report of the majority of
the Ways and Means Committee, wherein it is stated:

We make sheet-iron and sheet-steel, and it is confidently believed that we
have in the Dakotas pig-tin in sufficient quantilies for use in making all of the
tin required for this market,

The majority ‘‘confidently believe’’ that pig-tin may be found in the
Dakotas, and upon that presnmption more &.n.n double the duty on tin-
plate.

Upon quite as good and reliable evidence we might suppose that there
is no tin in America, and as far as known it is a fact that no commereial
tin exists. But, Mr. Chairman, let uslook at the weakness and unreason-
ableness of the position assumed by the majority. They not only clothe
in princely and gorgeous habiliments the ' infant industries ’” now in
existence, but they attempt by this bill to beget new and bastard off-
spring, and prepare in advance the swaddling clothes and raiment of
fine linen for a child which they themselves admit may never be born,
and all at the expense of the great masses of the people, the farmers,
the artisans, the laborers of the country, the consumers.

With an overflowing Treasury what excuse existed for taxing the
people of the country in 1889 more than $7,000,000 uapon the importa-
tion of tin- glatea? ‘What good reason is there now for more than
doubling this tax, as is proposed by this bill? These are questions
which will be asked by what they call the *‘ middle class’’ and by the
poor people of the land, who almost exclusively purchase and use and
consume the articles and wares manufactured from tin-plate, and the
meats, vegetables, and fruits put up by the canning establishments of
the country.

Mr. Chairman, it has been conceded in all the controversiesand dis-
putes of this debate that no tin is produced in America. I have mado
this statement before and I make it again. Tin, if ever we produced
it, is a lost art in our Republic; we have no tin; we produce no tin.
The claim that a duty on tin is to protect and promote American induas-
tries and production is a subterfuge and a sham by which the manufact-
urers of sheet-iron propose to make the people abandon tin and pay a
double price for sheet-iron as a substitute for all the uses to which tin
is applied, thereby to increase the profits of sheet-iron manufacturers,

This is plain English, but it is a fack. This substitution would be-
gin with sheet-iron roofs and end withjgheet-iron spoons, if there would
be anyend. And this brings us to the real issueinvolved in thi%&m)p-
osition, to increase the duty and multiply the tax on tin-plate. here
does it lead? This bill increases the tax from 1 cent to more than 2
cents; we leave out the fraction and simply say that the fax is more
than donbled.

Now, let us fora moment panse and see who is affected by the impo-
sition of this fresh burden and increased tax. The millionaire uses
gold and silver, and ivory and pearls, and the things that are precious
of this earth. It makes no difference to him what they cost. He buys
them because they cost. He is able to do so. He is the *‘infant in-

-

partisan petition. This protest recites that ‘*if a higher rate is put .
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dustry’’ who is protected by this bill. He would spurn a tin cup or
a tin spoon and kick it from his dining-room as he would kick a burg-
lar from his mansion, and he does this all, it is claimed, for the sake
of ‘' American labor’? and ' home market.”” The truth is the great
American people need and use and must have tin-plate.

Tin is a necessity. It constitutes for the people their buckets, their
dish-pans, their plates, their spoons, their fruit-cans, their wash-basins,
their wash-boards, their coffee-pots, their tea-pots, their cups (half-gal-
lons, quarts, pints, and half-pints), the miners’ lamps, and the roofs
which cover their homes. Genius conld not enumerate the uses to
which tin is applied in this Ereat and glorious country of ours. The
whole subject is covered by the statement, plain and simple asit is, that
tin is an article of universal consumption, of universal necessity, ex-
cept, possibly, for the rich. And yet no tin-plate is produced in this
country.

It seems to me that argnment is superfluous. No theory conld inspire
or justify an increase of tax on tin except the inspiration that the rich
man is made to ride and the poor man to pull in the traces. The prop-
osition is made to this Congress that certain gentlemen should be al-
lowed to experiment at public expense and ascertain whether they may
be able to produce at a profit this prime necessity. There is no claim
that the revenue to be derived will be necessary for the support of Gov-
ernment. The position is not assumed that any industry now in ex-
istence will be benefited by the imposition of this burdensome and un-
necessary tax, but the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means
pretend that a new industry may possibly be created and set on foot in
this country, and another leech is placed on the body politic.

This whole bill is builded upon thissame false and indefensible doc-
trine, the doctrine that, regardless of the guestion of revenue, the
masses shonld be taxed to increase the profits of a few persons engaged
in manufacturing, who themselves make the specious plea that they
can not continne their business unless the tariff tax is increased, and
in the opinion of the great body of the favored few ** they can not con-
tinue their business’’ unless their neighbors are taxed for their benefit,
whereby they may amass great fortunes in hot haste at the expense of
the public. -

We believe, and with the assurance that we are right, that there
should be some gauge, some limit, to the taxes imposed upon the peo-
ple; that where such a vast sum is necessary annually for the payment
of pensions and the current expenses of the Government, which sum
must in the main be collected by an indirect system of taxation—by a
tariff —the industries of this country will be sufficiently pro-
tected when the rates of duty are high enongh to realize this immense
amount. And thus the issue is presented.

It is not a question of **free trade.”” Tt is a question whether the
people shall be taxed more in amount than is necessary for this Gov-
ernment. The politician or statesman who wastes his time in charging
it upon us that we are *‘free-traders,’’ as the Republicans busy them-
selves to do, is not worthy of consideration. Free trade is impracticable
under our system of government; freer trade is not impracticable.

If time permitted I wonld be glad to go through the schedules of
this bill and show where they discriminate in favor of the few against
the many, where the masses, the great body of consumers, are unnec-
essarily and unreasonably taxed to bepefit the manufacturers, the
privileged classes, and not the laboring people, as has been so often
assum

ed.

I desire also briefly to refer to the enormous increase proposed by this
bill in the tax on lamp-chimneys. Mr. Chairman, & lamp-chimney is
apparently so insignificant a thing that it may be presumed that no-
body cares what you tax it or how you do it. But it happens, in the
providences of nature, that my district affords a peculiar demonstra-
tion of the enormity and injustice of this tax. I represent a homo-
geneous and a good people, but in large part they live in the mount-
ains, and, while they earn all they enjoy, the lack of railroad and other
facilities for transportation has necessitated largely the continuance of
primitive methods.

In my whole district, filled as it is with coal and salt, primeval for-
ests, and all the elements which are so rapidly producing wealth in the
eountry, it is a fact, and I frankly admit it, that outside the great resort
known as ““ the White Sulphur Springs '’ there is only one town in the
whole district lighted by gas. Now, in the face of this rct what can
you expect of me when yon propose by this bill and its arbitrary in-
crease of duties to double the cost of lamp-chimneys to every house-
hold in my mountain district and send its members to bed in the dark ?

< sales and small profits’ is a maxim in commercial law, and so
I ]presnme it is calenlated by the promoters of this bill that it is a sim-
ple thing to make the school children of West Virginia or their parents
Put away the lights and the little ones go to sleep with lessons un-

earned or pay a tax of 5 cents each or more to enrich the coffers of the
manufacturers whose half-paid laborers blow or press the glass., Take
off your tax from the light that gnides the footsteps of the people in
the dark hour. AsGod Almighty would paralyze the arm that would
hinder the sunshine, His own free gift that gnides them by day,so will
the ﬁpl& strike down the party which favors this iniquitous tax. Mr,
, it is gratifying to know that Republicans have arisen on

this floor to protest against this enormity. But they represent the

great agricultural regions of the far West, and it is painful to see that
they, like their Democratic brethren, are disregarded in every appeal
g:liii'L justice for the people against the beneficiaries of this Republican

The subjects which I have named are not exceptional cases in which
the people are to be imposed npon by this bill. They simply represent
the theory, practical effect, and policy of the entire bill with reference
to every article consumed by the people and manufactured by a special
class, The farmer, the artisan, and the laborer have not had their in-
fluence felt here, but the mainspring of the Committee on Ways and
Means has been touched by every monopolist in the land,and the simple
suggestion of what it requires to make him rich has met with response.

I am sorry this debate is so limited. I wonld be glad to speak fur-
ther npon this bill.

While you, my Republican brethren, may cut off debate here—and I
do not blame you for this course, for besides the hard raps it has re-
ceived from this side I am of opinion that if one or two more good
Republicans shounld riseabove party for the time being and ‘‘speak out
in meeting’’ the life of this monstrosity of a bill would be ** of few
days and full of trouble’’—I want to say to youn that there is a fornm
before which debate will not be limited, the forum of the le, be-
fore which we will strip from this measure the last vestige of Eollow-
ness, deceit, and unmeaningness, and expose its rottenness and hypoc-
risy.
1t is to this feast we invite you.

It has been wonderful to me to see in this day and generation oo
many friends of the *‘ dear farmers’’ and *‘laboring men’’ stand up
and proclaim their devotion to these classes. Has it dawned uponthe
country at last that the men who have been fulfilling the scriptural re-
quirement, ‘*In the sweat of thy face shalt thou eatbread,’’ have torn
asnnder their fetters, have awaked from their leth , and have d
termined to exercise the power they possess, a power long unexerci
and left dormant?

And the people are not to be deceived and cajoled by false promises
and false pretenses. Is it believed that the farmer is so lacking in
intelligence that he can be satisfied by a proposed increase of the
rates of duty on farm products when he knows that he sells his corn
and wheat in a free-trade market and purchases his necessaries of life
in a market highly protected, and the agricultural interests from one
end gf the land to the other are in a declining and prostrated condi-
tion

Is it supposed that the laboring man is to be satisfied with the spe-
cious plea that high rates of duties increase his wages, when he hasan
every-day experience that his labor into a free market governed
by the lawof supply and demand, and his wife and ehildren are suffer-
ing for the necessaries of life under the very shadow of the princely
home of his employer?

Mr. Chairman, the ‘‘leaven is working,” and ‘‘by their frunits yeo
shall know them,”? :

Yon can not deceive the people by s measure of this kind. Even
Republican Representatives see *‘ the handwriting on the wall.”” Inthe
remarks made by Mr. BUTTERWORTH, the distinguished member from
?hio‘,l on the 10th instant, when discussing this bill, this language is

ound:

I sound this note of warning,and whatever this House may decide, and al
though it may resound with plaudits of utterances that a4 Chinese wall is thé
security of our people, yet I assert that there never was a time in the history of
the Republican party when it was in more danger of defeat than upon this one
suggested idea that it is permissible to levy tribute upon all the people of this
eountry of 65,000,000 to confer a benefit upon a few hundreds bﬁclﬂ; beyond
the imposition of a protective tariff necessary to remove inequalities and im-
part to competition the quality of fairness, unlizing opportunities is not ex-
acting tribute. Creating inequalities is producing the very evil the protective
system was intended to remove.

Now, sir, I read with sadness the attempt to satisfy the farmers and other la-

borers and ucers, and to induce them to believe they will find quicker
prosperity, lighter burdens, and ter strength to bear them in the clause of
this bill which im; inc duties on agricultural products; that they

will derive a benefit from a duty on Canada eggs; a duty on potatoes and bar-
ley; a duty on rye, corn, ete., and the like imported from ada, In other
words, that the hens will lay during the winter when eggs are high if we only
rule out the fruit of the Canadian hen. We are exporters of wheat, and not im-
porters, and yet they would build a dam to keep the water from running up
the hill. We are exporters of corn, but would request the Canadians to shut
their doors and thus close the highway to that t market for our corn. Is
the fact overlooked that all along our northern border there would be immense
establishments, employing thousands of workmen, built up to utilize Canadian
lumber, Canadian minerals, but for the useless and absurd notion that we must
levy a tax upon all the people of this country, which has no other effect ti

to bestow exclusive advantages upon a few who have already become

of the wealth of Creesus?

Mr. BUTTERWORTH i3 one of the ablest Representatives on this floor
and a Republican of national reputation. The note of warning sounded
by Mr. BurTERWORTH will not be heeded by his associates here. The
will pass this bill, and when the time of retribution comes the people
at the polls will mete out to the party and the men who favor
iniquitons measure the reward they deserve. This satisfaction and its
certain coming is worth more than mere temporary ascendency or suc-
cess,

Mr. McKINLEY. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman
from Lounisiana [Mr, COLEMAN]. °
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Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. Chairman, my amendment is tostrike out para~
graph 727, page 120. In other words, strike from the free-list.

-~ Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to any cut onsugar. The shibboleth of
my political campaign in the fall of 1888 was *‘ protection to 1ol
Protection to American industries as a principle was considered the
doctrine of the Republican party and the political issue was plainly
stated to be American protected labor versus pauper, slave, cooly, peon,
or free-trade labor. A Repunblican member of Congress was elected
from the wealthiest district in the State of Lonisiana, the district
having the largest white majority in the State and which had been
represented in Congress by a Democrat for thirteen consecutive years,
excepting one year, from March, 1885, to March, 1886, when Hon.

- Michael Hahn, Republican, was the Representative. Thepersonal pop-
ularity of Hon. Michael Hahn and his well known views in regard to
protection, labor, and the rights of the workingman secured for him
a number of independent votes which were of great importance towards
his election.

The workingmen and laborers in the city of New Orleans and the
plantation hands in the sugar parishes of Jefferson, St. Charles, St.
Jehn the Baptist, and 8t. James were told that the Republican party
was the party of protection to American labor and that protection to
sugar would surely follow the election of a Republican President and
enough Republican members of Congress to control the House of Rep-
resentatives. The Republican national platform adopted in Chicago in
June, 1888, states in unmistakable language:

We are uncompromisingly in favor of the American system oi’gro!ection; we
Emmt agninst the destruction as proposed by the President [Cleveland] and

is party. They servethe interests of Europe ; we will mp‘ﬂn the interests of
America. We accept the issue and fident 1 to p for their
judgment. The protective system must be maintained. Itsabandonment has
always been followed by g 1 disaster to all int
usurer and the sheriff,

After the election in November, 18388, the Louisiana Republican mem-
ber of Congress elect visited the Republican President-elect at Indian-
apolis and was there told by the President-elect that there would be
no conflict between the Republican party and the question of *‘ protec-
tion to sugar.”?

The death of Hon. Edward J. Gay, of Lonisiana, caused an elec-
tion for member of Congress in the Third Congressional district of Lon-
isiana in the summer of 1889, and in that campaign Hon. J. C. BUr-
rows, member of Congress from Michigan; Hon. J. H. RoWELL, mem-
ber of Congress from Illinois, and Hon. S. R. PETERS, member of
Congress from Kansas, were sent to this sugar district of Louisiana by
the national Republican campaign committee to assist in electing a
Republican member of Con to sncceed Hon. E. J. Gay. In that
campaign both the Republican and the Democratic candidates were
sugar-planters.

I heard the speeches of Hon. J. C. Burrows at Bayou Goula
and at Plaguemine, La., and I am informed that all the speeches de-
livered by these gentlemen promised that the Republican party was
the party of protection to American industries as a principle, and none
of their speeches implied that sugar was to be protected by bounty.

The duty received by the Government last year on those grades of
sugar which it is p 1o put on the free-list amounted to $54,894,-
181, and the prodnction of sugar by foreign Governments will be stimu-
lated by the fact that foreign sugar will have an open and free market
in this country. At present each person in the United States pays into
the United States Treasury less than §1 per annum fo protect the sugar
industry against competition -from foreign sugar; and the cultivation
of sugar is entitled as an American industry to protection as much as
the growing of flax, wool, or hops, the development of tin-plate man-
ufacturing, the salt industry, the lime industry, and the other articles
and industries in the long list which are protected by the proposed
tariff' bill.

The people understand that money paid into the United States Treas-
ury by the citizens of this country is not lost to the people, butremains
a valuable asset, in which all have an nndivided interest or share. If
the pension bill which has passed this House becomes a law and other
appropriations known to be urgent and necessary are made, the opera-
tions of the sinking fund must be suspended if the revenmes of the
country are to be reduced. The protection afforded sugar by the ex-
isting tariff yields an important and valuable revenue. The country
can not abolish this revenue from sugar and reduce the national debt
at the same time. This is a plain arithmetical fact. The Republican
Administration is pledged to pass a dependent pension bill, and justice
to the soldiers by whose acts and devotion this Union was preserved
demands a liberal policy towards the veterans,

Mr. Chairman, I was a Confederate soldier, a private in Lee’s army
of Northern Virginia for nearly four years. During the month of May,
twenty-seven yearsago, I was a prisoner of warat Fort Delaware. When
the Confederate battle-flag, endeared to me by the blood of kindred
and comrades went down forever, twenty-five years ago, the war ended
and the beautiful star representing fair Louisiana, my native State, was
reset in that victorious union of the Btars and Stripes, that glorions
emblem of our reunited country. [Applanse.] I am loyal to Louisi-
ana and I am loyal to that flag, and I consider it a proud privilege to
assist in securing with my vote and my voice liberal recognition in the

P

ts except those of the

matter of pensions to Union soldiers (eor their widowa)t&:gplnm] for
their heroic acts and patriotic devotion [applause], w have pre-
served to us and to generations following. the glorious Union of these
United States.

In a few days a nation’s love and respect will be manifested by the
beantiful ceremony of decorating the Emves of the Union dead, express-
ing a beautiful sentiment in recognition of devotion. Many of these
Union soldiers’ graves are in Louisiana, and flowers will be tendered
then and there by those who wore the gray, and will be accepted by
those who wore the blue, and be placed with sentiments of love and
kindness on the graves of our nation’s dead. Shall this Republican
Administration forget the widows of those whose graves we decorate ?

Mr. Chairman, the Philadelphia Press, which is in this
country as an influential paperand strong in the Republican faith,
statesin its issue of the 2d of this month as follows:

With pensions increased and the revenue reduced there can be no sin
fund payments, no river and harbor appropriations, no new public build
and no expansion of the regular appropriation bills. Congress is inclined todo
all these things. It can not without a deficit. A defleit for the flscal year 1891
will be reported on the eve of the next Presidential election. It will call for ex-
planation of a kind which no party in this country has had to make since 1860,
w'}li‘iliis“i::n?):mo?m Egi? -5 a&ngmoit. has to a; priate for next yeara
margin of 992?5'2‘1‘3.000 after paying out what the Gowrfmh must have for ordi-
nary expenditures, The g:pe'ngent pension bill takes $40,000,000, The sinking

fund 1s for §49,159,073. This takes }xrmt!mﬂly all there is, Bills already
passed will absorb the rest. Butthe McKinley tariff bill will take from $40,-
000,000 to $50,000,000 more by reducing the revenue. The caucus silver bill will

T S T
rov n y

Euild!ngnmd o?.he:r additions to the es igales stand furmﬂhérm.m 000, This
is a deficit of $72,000,000, if Congress earries out its pmuntrp\ms and the pay-
ment of pensions and the debtboth go on. If the ment of thedebt is ﬂtopged
the reduction of the revenhe will take the rest, and the silver bill and public
works, buildings, and so on will still leave a deficis of over §30,000,000,

Even if there was not a deficit there are claims the Govern-
ment which are just and should have been paid gince, claims
that grew out of the operations of the war known aswar claims. The
justness of these claims is based on four facts: The was taken;
the valuation is correct and fair; the loyalty of the clai ts proven
beyond dispute; and the claims have not been paid. The French
spoliation claims are recognized to be just by all who have investigated
them, and should be paid by a just and honorable Government which
assumed their payment and thus relieved the French Government of
these obligations. 2

I believe that the depositors in that Government institntion, the
Freedman’s Savings-Bank, should be paid the balance thatis due them
on their hard-earned deposits, placed by them in confidence and good
faith in that national institution. I believe that the amounts justly
due to these Freedman’s Bank depositors, most of whom are colored
people working long hours in daily toil, should be paid. I believe that,
rather than enrich the pockets of those who produce sugar by slave,
cooly, and peon labor, it is far better to increase the amount in the
United States Treasury, from which could be drawn appropriations for
the education, by the National Government, of the ignorant masses of
the country.

Mr. Chairman, the payment of a bounty of 2 cents a pound to the
producer of sugar from the soil is seductive and if it was possible to
secure it for the time specified in this bill—fifteen years—would carry
convincing influence of its stimulating efiect. If the production of
sugar is stimulated by this bounty, the amount of $7,600,000 to be
paid to the sugar-producer to-day will grow until it reaches such large
proportions that it will be considered a burden and become & conspic-
nous target for political ** reformers.’’

There are some plantations in Louisiana which produce 3,000,000 or
more poundsof sugar per annum, and the payment of a bounty of 2 cents
per pound means the payment of checks of the United States Govern-
ment for amounts from $60,000 upwards directly from the Treasury
into the pockets of individuals. Fancy a stump speaker displaying a
copy of one of these checks to his audience in sections of this country
wheresugar is not produced; hear him harangune the multitude in some
such strain as this: ‘“Fellow-citizens, look nupon this check of the United
States Treasury which calls for the payment of $60,000 for one year's
crop of sugar to Mr, X. Y. Z., a sugar plantation lord of Lonisiana,
who receives from the Government $60,000 cash; and in addition to this
cash he gets the market price for his crop. What do you receive, fel-
low-citizens, from the United States Government for the production of
your maple sugar, your wheat, your corn, your hay, your vegetables,
etc., ete., ete., etc., ete,, ete.?”’  [Laughter and applause, ] -

The strength of this argument will be intensified if, by any chain of
circumstances or events, accidental or otherwise, the price of sugar hap-
pens to be then about what it was before the bounty enactment; then
the argument would carry weight and influence that conld not be op-
posed; and you gentlemen who sit here now representing the people of
this country, if youn are re-elected, would be compelled to befure
five years the very law which this Republican House is trying now to
enact.

The stability of this bounty, I fear, is not to be trusted. The Re-
publican voters who have sent me to Congress to regeresaqt their in-
terest have no confidence that this bounty will last, believing that it
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is simply a step towards free sugar, pure and & They believe
that you realize the merciless cruelty of free sugar at one
swoop, and you attempt to mit this evil by the result

by gradual approaches, by providing a bounty to-day to

taken off
to-morrow.

Mr, Chairman, Iam here as a Republican elected on the platform of

to American industries. Iam here to protect the industries
of ithe American people all along the line. From the lime in Maine to
the sugar and rice in Lonisiana; from the glass lamp-chimneys of New
York and Pennsylvania to the wool of Ohio and Iowa and borax of
California; also Michigan lumber and Wisconsin beer. [Laughter and
applause.] And now, fair play demands that yon do not forsake the
sugar interests of from which State I was elected a Repub-
lican member of Congress. [Loud applause.

I submit herewith a dated Baton Rouge, La., May 12, 1800,
from Hon, Charles A. Bourgeois, member of the Lounisiana Legislature,
secretary, and Hon. Richard Simms, State senator, president, both of
whom are prominent leaders of the colored people in Louisiana:

g BaTox RovuaE, L., May 12,189,
To Hon, H. D, COLEMAN:
Ata meeting held by the Republican members of the General Assembly of
Louisiana we wern directed to l.nmunit to  you ths rollowing molnhon -

* Resolved, That a majority of the d to the le

of the MoKinley tariff bill p ;ugnontﬁefme—liatormydeepmthemf"
c P A. BOVRGEOIS, Secretary.
mcm\m) SIMMS, Chairman,

1 submit another telegram of same date from Mr. Charles A. Rox-
borongh and Mr, J. L. Jones, prominent colored citizens of the parish
of Iberville:

Hon. L. DupLey CoLexax, Washinglon:
As colored citizens of Iberville we desire to against the article in the
Crusade: t.row.mor Grar advising adeep cutin the tariff
e organ of the colored people of Iber-
mmgmhldupudit wmbethemeausufpnt-

m plantations in a thralldom of overbearin ﬁx
{f Louisiana, and bring ru Illd

the cultivation of sugar

n, and not one for mmuﬂ

HAS. A. ROXBOROUGH,
J L. JONES.
1 also submit an editorial, published last Saturday, May 17, in The
Standard-Pelican, the oﬁ'icinl organ of the Republican party 'in New
Orleans. La., published by Hon. T. B. Stamps, ex-State senator :

THE COXTEST FOR EUGAR.

Praquesisg, La., May 12,1890,

Trnak

we protest the p d in
this home production on the frwlist\. Thh
ﬂ-g: 1y one-half of our people in this State,
of their se and far better

desire the rllq;aof - s th:nl wiaf{.l;ﬂsm?n?ﬁn'
ea ab ol ns

of El T.”?f is u:e-_v m ven about one see-
South to noﬂmrmliuul oppression, seeking some place where

l'reedo aectvally e
of the pation have always ressed sollcitude for our wel-
sincerely so. We wish to call attention to the fact that the
lhnwmi.nd of this State will beublwto the of
for whom they hlva much solicitude.
educational aid, so promised a.ud hoped for, to be

h'ﬁltnfmr people.

and a snare. It estab!

and raguded. Congress can notémuy Mmi
wmamptweﬂ:lh;lhhthommhﬂﬂ uﬁmlo‘ l.heemmtry. ‘aw condi-
tions are constan e volce npeoplee:plum

conditions at each su & Congressional electi

1 submit also a set of resolntions:

At a mnss meeting held by the eolored farmers and laborers at the court-house
of the anutBnton B.oumt.he 15th day of March, 1 the meeting
ed to order lh{‘ whomdthaobjeﬁ themaeung
Mr. C. Alex Banes was elected pree!dmt,
and on motion of Mr. Davis, ur.b‘m:knelmywaw
Porsly &aﬁﬂm;?d'r (UL G Silltmten mined Sopiiaan ppoin n:o'iuﬁ o
appoin gen on ons:
Delany, Landry, and Davis,

And on motion of Mr, Dahny.lhemaeun; took & recess for five minutes to

‘Whethte:s .

;%EE

uEE
-.E’g

p
1!
il

gnh in the New Orleans Crusader emtntnlng the
cut on the tariff would free the laborers from the
thnlldnm the! ro‘varbﬂ ng taskmasters,” is being quoted by members of

th possibly damaging efTect

against the s :
malw:i.q‘rrhxt we declare that Ll.ua New Orleans Crusader on this subject
doﬂ not op{nion of an overwhelming majority of the colored popu-

]ation of th
ctfﬂur on the successful continuation of the sugarindustry
the welfare thsmaamo{ourpopmnﬂonemm blow aimed against

itwillmmmulwffa‘lng nd distress with al ns. i
it further resolved, That we urge nep -.r.dSmtou
Oon touseall h bl nm deat the p t tariff bill now under
n,
Dnmﬁmofl[r.ﬂ.n.ln‘nd ,the ings bepublished in the Times,
O, of Mr. Landry, the thm-i:edla take the proper steps
n 43 T ‘ % .
to transmit the ng’solthh tati
On motion of ,the meeting :Eiou

m“}:"ﬁw Secretary.

These show very clearly the views of the colored people in Louisiana
on this important question of * protection to sugar.”

Mr. WILKINSON. Iyield five minutesto thegentleman from Ohio
[Mr. OUTHWAITE]. )

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, in the last Congress I voted to
put tinned plate, wool, salt and lumber on the free-listfand to retain
the duty npon sugar up toabout 68 per cent. If the opportunity shounld
occur to me during this Congress—but I do not expect it, as I have
waited in vain for a chance io offer such amendments—I wounld again
vote to put lumber, salt, and wool upon the free-list; but I am not
willing to put sugar on the free-list with or without a hounty [applause
on the Demecratie side]; and it is because of a principle—because the
duty npon sugar is simply a revenue tariff.

The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CAXX0X] has spoken of this duty
as one of the revenue leeches, as if arevenue tariff was something to be
sneered at as a wicked device of evil. A revenue tariff is a tariff
that goes from one pocket of the American citizen into another %&ket
It comes from the Seopla ab large into the Treasury of the United
States to be there held as the property of the United States, each indi-
vidual having still his interest and share in that money to pay ont
again to the citizens and for the citizens of the United States. Noone
can tell where the increase in price which is caused by a protective

tariff goes. The owners of the protected industry manage that.
Mr, CANNON. If my friend will allow me I said leech on the pro-
tective system. Y

Mr. OUTHWAITE. DBetter be a leech upon the protective system
than a leech npon the pockets of the many for the use of the few, as
the protective system itself can be made to be and is being ma.detobe
in many parts of this bill. When I pay an increase of 2 cents a pound
on sngar because of the duty I can trace it into the Treasury of the
United States to bear part of my share of the various expenses of the
people’s Government. Upon more than one oceasion I have traced the
increased price of articles muaedml;y rotective duties into the pockets
of the manufacturers who produced thearticle. You say the law made
me pay that tax to the manufacturer for the benefit of the labor. I
question whether the labor ever gets its share.

Bunt I must make some other statements abouf this duty on sugar.
I wish it understood that I wounld support the proposition of the gentle-
man from Louisiana [Mr. WILKINsSON] to retain the duty at what it
was retained in the Mills bill. If we can not retain it at that point, I
would then vote for the proposition of the gentleman from California,
to retain it at 45 per cent., and that without a bounx

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GA.H'KOH], , was misin-
formed in regard tothe sugar interestsin the Sandwich Islands. Ihave
no time to discuss the reciprocity treaty, which was made by the Re-
publican party, but give all of its virtues to their credit and all of its
vices, ifany, to their discredit. Asamatter of fact, the sugar tations
in the Sandwich Islands are owned by a large number of American
citizens all over this country, and not by a few individuals,
When we speak upon this subject there arises in the mind of almost
every American citizen the image of the gentleman who is known as the
sugar king. Xam credibly informed that that gentleman appeared here
in W and stated before the chairman of the Committee on
Ways and Means that they would be satisfied to have the duty taken
off of if a bounty were put on. 4

Mr. McKINLEY. I want to state to the gentleman from Ohio, for
I know he does not want to make a misstatement, that no such state-
ment was made to the chairman of the committee.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I bave just been so informed.

Mr. McKINLEY. I think it is due for me to say that, because I
know you do not want to make a misrepresentation.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. not, but just now I was so informed,
and I thought I was credibly informed, having confidence in the gen-
tleman who stated it to me for use in debate.

I have here Statistical Abstract No. 12, and from it I wish to show
how unfairly gentlemen deal with the sugar industry in speaking about
the want of growth of that industry. Now, I am not a protectionisi
and I would not keep this duty for the sake of protecting the sugar in-
dustry; but let me show you the resulft of incidental protection accord-
ing to your own claims of results from tariffs. Taking this Statistical
Abstiact on page 169, and we have the amount of sugar pmduoedm 1851,
It was over 231,000,000 pounds. The amount produced in 1862—
eleven years a.ﬁerwm:ds. before the war had devastated the sugar in-

dustry—was over 528,000,000 pounds, about 130 per cent. increase in
ten years. Then the industry was wiped out, obliterated almost, %t
from the face of the earth; so that from 528,000,000 pounds, in
it went down fo only 10, 800 000 pounds, in 1865. Now, this book
shows an mm‘easeﬁomthntlosﬂomﬂ in 18865, at the close of
the war; starting afresh, the pmdu.:tlun 1888 had reached 353,855,877
pounds; the increase has been 3,400 per cent.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman contend that that is on ac-
count of on ?

Mr, OUTHWAITE. No; I do not make any such contention. I&
is such an argument as you make for other industries. Protection does
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increase this prodnct more than it does in any other industry, where
it is in spite of protection. ; :

Mr. LIKEN. Then I do not see the relevancy of your argn-
ment.

Mr. MCKINLEY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Maryland [Mt. MoConas], : :

Mr. McCOMAS, I will yield two minufes of that to the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER], and in the three minutes re-
maining I desire to call the attention of the committee to the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. STEWART] and myself, in
the same ferms, upon offering a bounty for maple sugar.

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Wi.lf you not let glucose sugar made from
starch come in under the same provision? A

Mr. McCOMAS. No; Iwould notgo thatfar. If my friend desires
it he can offer an amendment to that effect. i

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. I will offer one. [Laughter.]

Mr. McCOMAS. Now, we demand if this is put npon the free-list
that a compensatory duoty shonld follow. This sugar can be raised in
this country and it can be raised to a large extent by farmers in por-
tions of the country where it is not now raised, on poor soils; and ac-
cording to some information which has been given on that subject,
there is every reason to say, as Professor Wiley says, *‘that a race of
maples yielding a large percentage of sngar can be developed as easily
as a race of cows from which a large quantity of butter can be made,
and among maples there may be a race of Jerseys.””

Now, when you puft the bounty on sorghum and on the beet sugar
you ought to put an equivalent bounty on maple trees and maple groves
for the farmers of this country. Last year there were 22,000 tons of
maple sugar produced in this country, and from Canada there came
404,000 g:snnds. Now that the tariff is off there will be a large influx of
itinio this country. I favor free sugar. I favor a bounty on sugar.
Iam glad the committee have had the courage to face the sugar trust
and raise the test to 16.
hope the committee will make it consistent and encourage the maple-
sugar industry along with the rest, That sugar is produced in eleven
Btates; it is raised in my own State; it is growing in importance; it is

wing in production; and we ought to do what we can to foster and
E:mse the development of this industry, so important to ihe farmers
of this country.

The two minutes that I have remaining I yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER].

[AMr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, addressed the committee. See
Appendix, ]

Mr, WILKINSON. I yield six minntes to the gentleman from Cal-
ifornia [Mr. MorROW].

[Mr. MORROW addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

Mz MoKINLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ore-
gon [ Mr. HERMANN].

[Mr. HERMANN addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

Mr. WILKINSON, I yield three minutes to the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. BY~un].

Mr. BYNUM. DMr. Chairman, I am opposed to a bounty onsngar or
a bounty on any other article, because I believe that under the Consti-
tution no power exists to pay a bounty to any industry. I aminfavor
of a reduction of the duties upon sugar to a revenue basis. The reason
Iam opposed to placing sugar on the free-list is that it is a revenue
article. ‘Wereceived some $56,000,000 of duty on sugar last year, and
Iamo gosed to removing this tax, which goes into the Treasury of the
Unit tates, in order that the wool-growers of Ohio, the tin-plate
manufacturers of Pennsylvania, the lime manufacturers of Maine, and
the lumber manufacturers of New England shall put this amount of
money into their pocket. I prefer a tax which when collected from the
people goesinto the Treasury to a tax that goes into the pockets of the
manufacturers.

I shall therefore vote for an amendment which makes a reduction
in the duties upon sugar, but which does not recognize the power of
this Government to pay a bounty, to levy a tax upon one man in order
to put the money into the pocket of another. Such a prineciple is a
recognition of the doctrine of the communist, who wonld take the prop-
erty of one man and give it to another. The only difference is that the
communist would take from the rich and give to the poor, while this
committee would take from the poor to give to the rich. [Applanse
on the Democratic side, ]

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment
of the gentleman from Louisiana.

Mr. HOLMAN. The debate is not entirely closed, I believe?

The CHAIRMAN. The time has not expired, but no gentleman
seemed desirous of occupying the floor.

Mr. WILKINSON. Iyield five minutes to my colleague from Loui-
siana [Mr. ROBERTSON ].

[Mr. ROBERTSON addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

I shall vote for the provision as it is, but I

Mr, McKINLEY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from

nsin [Mr, McCorp]. :

r. McCORD. Mr, Chairman, I do not expect toadd anything new
to the subject under discussion, nor do I intend to discuss the sched-
ules of this bill. 7

The economic question of protection, more than any other with which
our Government has had to deal, has received the careful attention and
best thonghtof ourscholars and statesmen, and the in connection
with administering the Government is asold as the Government itself;
in fact, the Eri.nciple was among the first recognized by law by the
young Republic, as a tariff bill, a bill designed not more for revenue
than to protect-what few infant industries we then had and to enconrage
others to build up, was among its early enactments.

The bill under discussion I believe is the best, if not the only gen-
uine, tariff bill ever presented to the American people. Ifaims toformu-
late a system of assessing and collecting the revenues needed for the
support of the Government and at the same time gnard and protect our
established industries and encourage and build up others which we
hope to get. It seeks to protect our labor against competition with
the cheap labor of Europe and elsewhere, to lpmtecﬁ the great agricult-
ural interests against the damaging effects of foreign importations, and
at the same time reduce the revenue to the lowest possible amount eon-
sistent with providing the means of administering the Government.

As stated, it is not my purpose at this time to review the schedunles
of this bill. That would take too much time were I capable of doing
it intelligently and instructively, which I confess I am not. I simply
want to call attention to a few itemsin the hill and then discuss briefly
the prineiple of protection itself.

First let me say that the bill under consideration is the only meas-
ure ever brought before Congress that distinctly ized and pro-
tected the great agricultural interests of this country. Up to this time
the tillers of the soil have been lostsight of in the legislation upon this
subject. True their interests in some particulars have been guarded,
but not so much but that over $60,000,000 worth of farm produce has
been permitted to be imported into this country in one year compara-
tively freeof duty. This bill, in my judgment, goesa long way towards
preventing a recurrence of such transactions, It gives sufficient protec-
tion to the products of the farm to prevent arﬁ& of foreign raising
that are sometimes brought here at a nominal freight—sometimes as
ballast—from taking the place of the products of our own farms, And
why should not this be so? Everything the farmer uses in the way of
tools and machinery in carrying on his farm or consumes or wears, if
irll;ported, is protected, and I ask again why not his products? [Ap-

use].

But, Mr. Chairman, before I proceed with my argument I want to
dig up root and branch that great fraud and scarecrow which has been
flaunted in our faces ever since this discussion began. I allude to that
great bugaboo, farm mortgages.

It is said that the West is plastered with mortgages. Alarming sta-
tistics have been read here to show that the entire farm produnct of the
‘West for years wonld be insufficient to satisfy the mortgages that are
already upon the farms; that this generation or the next will not see
these mo: taken up and satisfied. And the canse of this terrible -
stale of affairs in the minds of our friends over there is the protective
policy that has obtained for the last thirty years. In the first place,
let me say that this picture is highly overdrawn. No such state of
affairs exists,

True, many farms are mortgaged, and times with the farmers are
hard, and the price of produce is low; but there are causes for this.
One is the wantof protection or the low duty which allows foreign prod- ~
uce to be brought here and sold to the extent of $60,000,000 a year;
another is that 46 per cent. of the entire population of the country is
engaged in agricultare in its various branches, while 37 per cent. of the
population, with theimproved machinery now in use, is sufficient to pro-
duce all that our home consumption requires, even if we could have
the entire home market fo ourselyes,

I said the statement of the amount of mortgages upon the farms of
the West was greatly overstated. The statistics, it is true, show a large
amount in the aggregate, but let me tell you how a amount of
this is made np. I cutont of a newspaper published in my district the
following item: \
‘Rgi:ter of I}ﬂ;‘&: mlm';;'wmo:l e‘?‘t ?ucgm ‘I:; g:u\%‘l w::imm
pany to the Massachusetts Loan and Trust Company for §1,500,000. The mort-
gage covers 5,336 ocres in Ashland County, 206 acres in Chippewa County, 4,991
acres in St. Croix County, 9,384 acres in Price County, 13,200 acres in Taylor
County,aright of way through St. Croix County; also lands in Pierece and Dunn
Counties, together with machinery, minerals, saw-mills, etc., on such lands,
It is a voluminous document, co ng of thirty-five closely printed pages.

Not one acre of this land is a farm or any part of a farm, yet it goes
to make up the aggregate amount. But a little while ago a railway
company whose headquarters are in my Btate executed a m
for $15,000,000, covering lands in every county thro which
road passes. This like other mortgages, mnst be recorded in
every county in which lands mentioned in the mortgage are located,
and the full amount of the mortgage is reckoned as many times as the
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mor?ge is recorded, which frequently is in a dozen or more different
counties, N

Frequently large mining enterprises are started mainly on borrow.
capital, and a mortgage on lands in different counties is given to secure
some Eastern loan and trust company, and the aggregate of the several
recordings is charged up and figured into the grand te and all

to the account of mortgages on farms, so that it is a fact that
indebtedness represented by mortgages of record is not anything likea
correct indication of money actually due and unpaid, because millions
of this prima facie indebledness has been paid. For instance, a mort-
gage securing an indebtedness of $5,000 may be partially or even wholly
paid,althongh not canceled of record. So true is this that the instances
are few where the tace of the indebtedness as appears from the record
isa correct index to the amount actnally due. Again, many mortgages
are taken to seeure a contingent liability, and many others represent
no actual indebtedness whatever, but are frandulent and given to cover
up properiy to hinder or defraud creditors.

It is true, however, that the actual amount of real, genuine nnpaid
farm mort is enough, far more than I wish it were; but the
statisties which have been paraded here upon this subject are wholly
unreliable and deceptive. I do not believe the actual unpaid, genuine
farm m are one-tenth of the amonnt represented, and I know
that the farmers of my State are well fed, well clothed, well educated,
and not greatly in debt; and, while they are not making money as fast
as they onght to for the capital, energy. and labor invested, yet they
are a long way from the poor-hounse and are contented and compara-
tively prosperous and happy. If they ecan have the protection they are
entitled to, the protection that this bill gives, then they will prosper
as they never have before.

I have been astonished to learn what great, what ardent, what un-
yielding friends the farmers and the soldiers have in members on the
other side of this House. Their hearts are continually bleeding with
sympathy for the poor farmers, the poor soldiers, and the poor men.
Did they bleed for them or any of them when they were in the major-
ity? Not a bit of it; there was no heart-bleeding then. Even the
Mills bill did not pretend to giveany adequate protection to the farmers,
and the record of that party on the subject of pensions is well illustrated
by the acts of their late President. [Applaunse.]

Now, let me say, Mr. Chairman, that this bill is one in the interests
of protection, B:otection to all, and the rate of duty as low in the main
as it can well be made and furnish the necessary protection to our home
institutions and interests and the necessary revenues to carry on the
Government; and while I doubt the wisdom of some of the sched-
ules—for instance, the one fixing a higher duty on tin-plate, inserted
with a good motive, it is true, but which I fear will be an expensive
and unsatisfactory experiment, and which I would prefer not to have
tried—I also doubt the wisdom of so large a reduction of the revenue
derived from the sale of tobacco, and I would wot pay a farthing of
bounty to encourage the sugar industry, but would take off every cent
of the duty on sugar; yet,as a whole and as the best thing'we are liable
to get, I shall vote for the whole bill from the first to the last section,
. and every schedule in it, believing as I do that it is a bill in the inter-
est of both the Government and the people. Having said this much
in favor of the bill under consideration, I wish to discuss briefly the
principles of protection and give a few reasons for the faith that is in
me.

The principle of protection has never in this country until since the
beginning of the late war had a fair trial. Its existence prior to that
period upon our statutes has been during brief intervals and contin-
ually menaced by hostile legislation, attempted legislation, or senti-
ment; so that neither the Government nor the people have had the con-
tinuous and uninterrupted benefits of its workings. Still, during the
most of the time of the existence of the Government, we have been
going along under a sort of a protective system.

Just why a system not fairly tried that has engendered a growth
that is the amazement of the world shounld be declared a failure is be-
yond my comprehension. Yet nothing is surer than that the Demo-
cratic idea of tariff for revenue or revenue reform is surely tending to
that end and is but another method and a very gauzy one for free trade.
They dare not come out openly and boldly for free trade, because they
know that such a policy would consign them to that oblivion they, as
a party, aresowell qualified toadorn. So they shout themselves hoarse
for revenue reform. ;

George Washington, as President, signed a protective law; I think it
was the first public act he signed. This was the beginning and foun-
dation of the protective system of this Government, and in a ter
or less degree we have enjoyed its beneficent results since. t is
this protective system? Simply a mode of accomplishing two things
at once: supplying the revenue with which to carry on the Govern-
ment and protecting our home labor. home industries, and home mar-
kets by imposing a duty upon all articles of foreign manufacture that
are brought to our shores to be sold in competition with articles manu-
factured or produced by our own people.

The doctrine of protection, so aﬁ; advocated by Thomas Jefferson,
James Madison, John Quincy Adams, and their com has been in-

dorsed and reiterated by Andrew Jackson, Henry Clay, Daniel Web-

ster, and many other distinguished characters in history. As before
remarked, it has been the established policy of the Government down
to the present time, and under that policy, and directly through the
influence of ihat policy, this country has and flourished as
no other Government under the sun ever And so firmly grounded
is the belief of the people in the wisdom of this policy that Iﬁn]ybe-
lieve if it could be submitted to them separated from politics and the
influence of parties it would receive the approval of three-fourths, if
not more, of the people.

The Democratic party, however, within the last decade have heen
gradually drifting towards free trade; drifting in opposition to the pro-
tective policy, until now we find them up to the very brink of free
trade, riding their pet hobby of ‘‘ tariff reform,’’ and just on the out-
skirts of the camp of the free-traders. If there had ever been doubts
upon this question their conduct and votes in this House for the past
ten days must havedispelled them., Here we have seen them day after
day rising in their places and voting in favor of every amendment to hita
bill looking to reduction of the revenue below the protection poinf
and voting for every proposition, by whomsoever offered, to put every
article on the free-list. Upon no section, schedule, or paragraph of this
bill has the voice of any Democrat upon this floor been heard in favor
of protecting any article produced or manufactured in this country.
[ Applause. ]

If the votes of the representatives of the Democratic party upon this
floor had been potent to enact laws, every manufacturing interest in
this country would have been left without the least protection and
our labor left to compete with the pauper labor of Europe. I say if
the Democratie party had the power to enact laws and should enact
them in accordance with the way they have voted upon amendments
offered to this bill and the way they will vote on the bill itself when
it comes up before the House for final passage, not the least protection

_.would have been left to any industry in this country.

The issne in the campaign in 1888 was plainly and unmistakably an
issue between protection and free trade practically, though the Demo-
crats sought to dodge it by the very thin disguise of cry'in& revenue re-
form. The verdict was for protection, and gave to the nation a Repub-
lican Honse to originate a measure for protection and revenue—a Senate
we already had—and a President to sign and execute thelaw. We are
going to heed the voice of the people; we are going to a revenue
measure, at once designed to protect our labor and industries and to
farnish a sufficient revenue to defray the expenses of the Government,
honestly administered, as is now being done. We are not only going
to pass a bill that will protect our manufacturing interests, our labor-
ing people, our home market, but we are going to do something that
never was done before: we are going to protect our agricultural indus-
tries. [Applanse.]

It is true, Mr. Chairman, as has been so often stated by gentlemen
on the other side of this Chamber, that our agricultural interests are
depressed, but I have no hesitation in saying that protection is in no
way responsible for it, as they would have us believe, but on the con-
trary it is the want, the absence of protection that is responsible forit.
It is hecause foreign importations of farm products have been allowed
to come in almost free, and thus take the place that our own products
should have had, that, in a great measure, has caused this depression.
That the farmers may know just what this bill seeks to do for their
interests I append the schedule upon that subject:

SCHEDULE G.,—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND FPROVISIONS.

Animals, live:
Horses and mules, $30 head: Provided, That horsea valued at £150 and
over shall pay & duty of 30 per cent, ad valorem.
. e‘(th:“‘.t.l.le. more than one year old, §10 per head; less than oné year old, §2 per

Hogs, $1.50 per head,

Sheep, $1.50 per head.

Jlm other live animals, not specially provided for in this aet, 20 per cent, ad
valorem.

Breadstuffs and farinaceous substances:

Barley, 30 cents per bushel of 48 pounds.

wcy-mslti:i een‘t: p:r hushh lm 34 p&vnds. i

ey, pearled, patent, or hu cents per poun

Buckwheat, 15 cents per bushel of 48 pounds.

Corn or maize, 15 cents per bushel.

Corn-meal, 20 cents per bushel of 48 pounds,

Macaroni, vermicelli, and all similar preparations, 2 cenis per pound.

Oats, 15 cents per bushel.

‘Oatmeal, 1 cent per pound.

Rice, cleaned, 2 cents per pound; uncleaned rice and rice flour and meal g
cents per pound; paddy, three-quarters of 1 cent per pound; rice broken, whi
will pass thmug-'h a sieve, known commercially as No. 12 wire sleve, one-half
of 1 cent per pound.

Rye, 10 cents per bushel.

Rye-flour, one-half of 1 cent per pound.

heat, 25 cents per bushel.
‘Wheat-flour, 25 per cent.ad valorem,
Dairy products:

Butter, and substitutes therefor, 6 cents per pound.

eese, b cents per pound.

Milk, fresh, 5 cents per gallon,

Milk, preserved or condensed, mcludin‘iig weight of ﬂpacmas. 3_cents per

und; sugar of milk, 10 cents per pound: Provided, That there shall be al-
owed adrawback on the sugar used in the manufacture of condensed milk equal
io the duty paid on such uu'gu-, lesa 1 per cent. for expenses; but such draw-
back shall be only to the t of the ject
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe.




1890.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

5009

Farm and field nets:;

Beans, 40 cents per el of 60 pounds. :

Beans, pease,and mushrooms, prepared or preserved in ting, jars, bottles, or
otherwise, 40 per cent. ad valorem.

Broom corn, $8 per ton.

, 3 cents each,

Cider, 5 eents per gallon.

Eegs, b cents per dozen.,

g.m. ‘v‘olk of, 25 per cent. ad valorem,

¥, $4 per ton.

Honey, 20 cents per gallon.,

Hoips, 15 cents per pound,

Onions, 40 cents per bushel.

Pease, green or dried, in bulk or in barrels, sacks, or similar packages, 40cents
per bushel of 60 pounds; split pease, 50 cents per bushel of 80 pounds; pease in
cartons, papers, or othersmall pac! 1 cent per pound.

Plants, t shrubs, and vines of all kinds, commonly known as nursery
stock, not sr;::lnlly provided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem.

mﬁuda% cents per bushel of 60 pounds.,

Castor beans or seeds, 32 cents per bushel of 50 pounds.

Flaxseed or linseed, poppy ,and other oil seeds, not specially provided for
in this aet, 30 cents per bushel of 56 pounds, but no drawback shall be allowed
on oil-cake made from imported seed.

Garden-seeds, agricultural seeds, and other seeds, not specially provided for
in this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem.

Vegetables of all kinds, prepared or preserved, including pickles and sauces
of all kinds, not specially provided for in this act, 45 per cent. ad valorem.

Vegetables in their natural state, not specially provided for in this act, 25 per
e, 3 et otk 6 val

raw, 30 per cen lorem.
Tensefs.&) per cent. ad valorem.
Meat products ;

Bacon and hams, 5 cents per pound.

Beef, mutton, and pork, 2 cents per pound.

Meats of all kinds, prepared or preserved, not specially provided for in this
aeé 25 per cent. ad valorem.

xtract of meat, all not specially provided for in this act, 85 cents per pound;
fluid extract of meat, 15 cents per pound; but the dutiable weight shall include
the extract and the tins, jars, bottles, or other articles containing the same,and
no separate or additio duty shall be collected on such coverings unless as
such they are suitable and apparently designed for use other than in the impor-
tation of meat extracts.
rd, 2 centa per pound.
Poultry, live, 3 cents per pound; dressed, 5 cents per pound.
Tallow, 1 cent per pound.

That, Mr. Chairman, is what this bill pro to do for the imat
agricultural interests of this country; that is what the Republican
party proposes fo do for the farmers, and against that schedule I have
no doubt every Demoerat in this House will vote. I have not the time
and it would take too much space to elucidate the workings to the ad-
vantage of the farmers of these schedules if the bill becomes a law, as
I hope and expect it will. But let us take the one item of potatoes.
And let me say right here that two counties in my district produce
more potatoes than any other two counties in the United States,and of
a very superior quality.

The tofal number of acres in potatoes in 1888 was 2,500,000. Since
the decrease in the duty on potatoes from 25 to 15 cents per bushel, the
importations have increased from less than 200,000 bushels a year for
the five years before the decrease of duty to an average of more than
2,500,000 bushels per year for the last five years. Foreign potatoes are
sold every year in every great city in this country. They were raised
cheaply enongh abroad to send 8,262,458 bushels into this country in
1888, paying the freight charges and a duty of 15 cents a bushel and
then underselling our farmers at their own doors.

Now, Mr. i , what else does this bill do? It abolishes the
special taxes heretofore imposed npon producers and dealers intobacco
and enables the farmer who raises tobaceo to sell it without any statu-
tory restrictions. It forbids the free importation of articles for the use
of the United States, and hereafter if this bill becomes a law the Gov-
ernment can not go abroad to buy English blankets for our Army and
Navy, as was done under the late Democratic Administration, nor can
foreign material be used in the construction of Government buildings.
‘What else does it do? It places sugar, that prime necessity, that
article that the wa%&worker, the farmer, and every man must use, that
article upon which the people have heen paying an annual duty of
nearly $60,000,000, on the free-list.

This one feature of the bill alone, if it contained no other commend-
able one, is sufficient to entitle the Republican party to the thanks of
the people of the nation. There is another important feature in this
bill that a Jarge number of people of my district are especially inter-
ested in. It is the lumber schedule. The present duty on white-pine
sawed lumber in the rough is $2 per thousand feet, board measure,
The present bill reduces that daty 25 per cent., or to $1.50. This is
the amount agreed upon by the committee; it was done against my
earnest protest, but, like many other schedules, was upon in a
gpirit of compromise, and I accept it with the best grace I can, becanse
I can get nothing better.

I represent on this floor, Mr. Chairman, the largest producing district
of white-pine lumber in the United States. More than 1,500,000,000
feel of that commodity is annually produced in that Congressional
district. The money value of that product isnot less than $20,000,000,
and nol less than twenty thousand men are annually employed, and
not less than seventy-five thousand people are dependent upon thisin-
dustry for a living. Not less than $75,000,000 in capital is employed
in the industry in that distriet.

Now, why should not this great and important industry be pro-
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tected? Why should not the labor emplazled in this industry be pro-
tected? Why should the men engaged in the manufacture of this
product, the men who work in the woods, on the river, in the mills
and factories, and in the yards be protected from the cheap labor. If
lumber is put on the free-list, as our Democratic friends want to do
and as they did in the Mills bill, it will do one of two things: either
it will reduce the price of lnmber or it will reduce the price of stump-

If it reduces the price of lumber the reduction will in the end
come out of the laborer. The man who owns the pine stumpage will
not reduece his price, for he can afford to hold it. It therefore follows
that if there is a reduction the manufacturer must first stand that re-
duction, but ultimately it will fall on the laborer. 2

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that if the tariff was entirely
removed from lumber it would bring that commodity a penny chea
to the consumer. The wholesale dealer might, and probably wo
derive a temporary benefit and profit becanse of that reduction of duty,
but eventually, and very soon, I think the ultimate result would be
only to add to the value of pine stumpage in the Dominion of Canada.
In Canada, the pine-timbered lands are held by the Government; the
landsare not sold and pay no taxes. They sell theright to cut the tim-
ber, and this duty only serves to equalize the price of stumpage between
this country and that. ;

For these reasons, Mr. Chairman, I think this provision of the bill
is very commendable, and I hope all amendments to put lumber on the
free-list or to reduce the duty below the amount named in the bill will
be voted down. :

Mr. Chairman, as T have said, there are some featares of this bill
that I do not approve, some that I would change, if I had the power;
but as any measure of this kind, to be successful and command a ma-
jority of the party (for we can get no votes for protection from the
Democratic side of the House), must of necessity be a compromise meas-
ure, therefore, and for that reason, we must stand by the whole bill,
and for the farther reason that I believe it a wise and beneficent meas-
ure, a measure in the interests of protection, a measure especially in the
interests of the great agricultural and manufacturing interests of the
country, a measure that will encourage and build up diversified indus-
tries all over the country, a measure that in my humble judgment will
bring to us a reign of prosperity such as we have not enjoyed for many
years.

For these reasons, Mr. Chairman, I shall most cheerfully and heart-
ily give my cordial support to and vote for this bill. liAppIause.]

But they tell us they are burning corn in Republican and pro-
tection Kansas; they have none to eat or burn in free-trade England.
Ouor farmers of the Republican West are groaning under the burdens
of mortgages they say. No tales reach us from them of evictions and
starvation such as are of almost daily ocenrrence in free-trade Ireland.
But we are told we have no export market for our produect because
Republican high protection shuts out an interchange of commodities.

How, then, did we export for the year ending June 30, 1889, com-
modities to the value of $742,401,375? Why is it, if we are in the -
state of great depression our friends on that side picture us to be, that
our facilities at the seaboard for receiving and handling and our rail-
roads for transporting are taxed to their utmost capacity to handle the
immense tide of immigration that annually come fo our shores? Why
is it that nearly 500,000 people annually come to America, are assimi-
lated among our people, and become good American citizens? From
every part of the Old World they come and are welcomed by friends
with hospitable hands. Why do they leave their homes in other lands
to rear their firesides and families beneath the folds of that starry ban-
ner? For what do they come? Is it that they may help to share the
great burdens that protection has heaped mpon our people? Isitto
help the struggling, starving massof humanity that is here?

Shame upon such slanderers, such maligning of our fair name and
fame. Noj; they come to become citizens of the greatest and best Gov-
ernment upon the face of the earth, to become citizens of the freest
Government; administered by the best laws ever devised by the wis-
dom of man. Let no one be deceived by the croaking and wailing we
have recently heard upon this floor; they are but the idle vaporings
of demagogues to deceive and confuse. Our country is not in the
slough of despond; onr enterprises are not languishing; our farmers
are not paupers, and our Government is not nnwisely managed, nor is
the Republican party, which has never been found wanting, wrong
upon any of the great economic guestions, but, on the contrary, the re-
verse is essentially and emphatically trune. [Loud applause on the
Republican side. 1

Mr. WALLACE, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I yield to no gentle-
man on thisside of the Honse in my adherence to the protection policy
of the Republican party. It is because I am a protectionist that Tam

to the proposed schedule onleaf-tobacco. Itisnotapparentthat
this proposed increase of duty will benefit the farmer, and it isapparent
that it will seriously interfere with the business of the eigar manufac-
turer.

In the city of Brooklyn there are twelve hundred cigar manufacturers,
employing many hands, They are entitled to the same measure of con-
sideration as the tobacco growers of Connecticut or Wisconsin.

The benefits of protective legislation should notf be confined to the
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agriculturist or the workman in the shop of foundry. They should
extend to every producer in the country.

This bill provides for a duty of §2 mpound on leaf-tobaceo suitable
for cigar wrappers. The duty on ~tobacco under existing laws
is 75 cents on wrapper tobacco, 35 cents on other leaf-tobacco. The
average rate collected last year was 43 cents. The bill provides for a
lower rate, 35 cents per pound on tobacco other than wrapper tobacco,
but the schadule is so worded that praetically all leaf-tobacco will be
subject to $2 per pound duty. There has not been given and I believe
there does not exist any valid reason for this enormous increase, or
for any increase, in the duty on leaf-tobacco. There has been no de-
crease in the consumption of the domestic leaf-tobacco and no redue-
tion in the price received by the farmer. The statistics of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture bear me out in this statement.

Thegentleman from Connecticut [ Mr. StMoNDs] in his remarks favor-
ing this change of duty on leaf-tobacco has made a statement which
the statistical facts do not verify. He has drawn deductions and argu-
ments therefrom which I believe to be unsound when viewed in the

t of facts.

gen from the authority of a newspaper clipping, states
that one of his constituents sold a crop of tobacco at 14 cents per
und which twenty years ago would have brought 50 cents per pound.
Yow, an investigation of the reports will show that no farmer in Con-
necticut ever did receive 50 cents per pound for his crop of tobacco in
any year. The Agricultural Reports show that the tobacco raised in
the valley of Connecticut in 1889 was the poorest crop of y ow-
ing to incessant rains during the whole growing season. All the plants,
except those on the hillsides, stood in water for more than a month,

and were nearly all ruined for cigar or smoking purposes.

The gentleman further states that *‘ we export substantially no cigar-
leaf,”’ while the Treasury reports show that annually from 10,000 to
30,000 cases, weighing 300 pounds each, of cigar-leaf are exported, and
Germén takes as much cigar-leaf for filler purposes from us as she does
from Cu

It is an undoubted fact that the tobacco-growers in the cigar-leaf-
growing States have for four years last past suffered terribly in price
and yield per acre by drought, frost, and rain, but instead of ascribing
their injury and loss to the proper cause they seek to benefit themselves
by a new tariff schedule on tobacco.

The price of tobacco in the Eastern States, where, as the farmers claim,
it costs 12 cents per 1.‘gotu:ui for fertilizers and labor to raise tobacco, can
not advance while the farmers of Wisconsin, on inexhaustible prairie
lands, can do better raising tobacco without fertilizers at 6 cents per
pound than on any other crop. There has been a substantial increase
in the production of cigar tobacco from year to year since the introdue-
tion of Sumatra tobacco, except when crops have been destroyed. That
the consumption of domestic leaf must have increased very materially
since 1881, when Sumatra tobacco was first introduced, isclearly shown
by the following facts:

In the eight years following the introduction of the Sumatra leaf, the
output of cigar factories increased from 2,682,629,979 in 1881 to 3,867,-
385,640 in 1889, or nearly 1,200,000,000, It is safe to assume that this
increase wounld have been much more but for the increase in cigarette
smoking, which caused an increase in the number of cigarettes manu-
« factured from 567,386,893 in 1881 to over 2,000,000,000 in 1889, over
1,400,000,000 increase. Some cigar leaf was used in the production of
cigarettes, but waiving that we find that 30,000,000 pounds (25 pounds
per thousand) more to was required to make these 1,200,000,000
cigars. Importations of leaf-tobacco increased by less than 13,000,000

unds during these years, hence 17,000,000 pounds more of domestic
f:af must have been consumed.

The Department of Agriculture shows in its report that the average

jce has been the same. Good crops brought good ﬁﬁfand poor crops

ught low prices. Wrapper-leaf fell in value ; leaf increased in
ice, With these facts before us, I am unable to see where the farmer
been injured by the present tariff duty.

1 insert tables furnished by the Departmentof Agriculture, showing
the production of cigar leaf-tobacco in the large tobacco-growing States.

CONNECTICUT.
*Price |Result| 40,
Year, | Acres.| Quantity, per | per sexulk Remarks,
P acre.
12} | $168 181,159,200
15 281 | 2,328, 149
18 254 | 2,202,201 | The finest crop in
13| 101 | 1,270,308 | Poor crope
l:i 146 | 1,292,871
12, 158 | 1,175, 644
12 195 | 1,496,108
1:! 228 | 1,633 330
1 210 | 1,311,745 | Crop injured by rain
@‘uﬂl}nt’zlo-,bulﬁne
13 234 | 1,248,809 | Poor crop, seed leal,

MAY 20,
WISCONEIN,
Year, | Acres.| Quantity Ty | Bl o) R ks,
i uan per emar
pound.| scre, | Tesult
Pounds. | Cenls.
h 000 12 §123 | $656,088
824 12 149 | 1,367,499
70 12} 108 | 1,087, 846
324 12 111 253, 199
828 12 53 681,821 | Destruction by froat.
000 12 9l | 1,464,720
000 8F 109 | 2,963, 625 I.:m_ crop ever
000 10 98 | 2,374,400 | Poor crop.
000 | 11 110 | 1,255,810 | Large loss by drought,
090 9 92 | 1,220,879 | Destroyedand injured
1 by frost so as to in-
jure price and yield.
MASSACHUSETTS.
| 2,900 000 11 165 478, 500
Bl LEi 8| =) B
e 5
.| 2,962 | 4, 250,819 1 179 581,852 mm
2,814 | 4,088,278 1 190 | 533,063
2,730 | 3,715,000 123 184 532, 300
2,594 | 8,798,000 12 171 455, 714
2,504 | 4,231,000 14 5 592, 840
2,464 | 3,511,000 13 240 506, 004
2,464 | 3,893,120 12} 197 456, 640
OHIO
14, 091, 000 6 40 | 845,460
88, 434, 587 6 65 | 2,308, 075
85,419, 913 8 77 | 2,883,508
33, 648, 017 ¥ 59 | 2,335,424
29, 047, 536 8% 74 | 2,395, 805
29, 249, 000 7 59 | 2,118,128
83, 767, 000 6} | - 68/21%7,306
85, 833, 000 7 67 | 2,473,810
19, 240, 000 9 55 | 1,731,560 I.lrgadm ]o;t:, injured by
1
1888.........| 89,105 | 35,194, 500 1 4 70 | 2,745,171 088,
NEW YORK.
imlamm ol ) =
5,087 | 6,291,217 12} 174 z&.m
| 8,050 | 9,751,386 12 145 | 1,170,166
5,140 | 9,068,780 | 13 139 | 1,178,
1885, '&% 1&;&:& i 15 Lg'ﬁ P
7 ' 0OF ¢TO
1886.........| 5,838 | 7,583,000 | 11}| 148| 872,045 wlt;mu;fﬁ'kahplmd
W YOork.
1887 uuensss| 6,776 | 7,623,000 11} 158 B76, 645 Pannksr&tlnh wns
e .
1888... 6,179 | 6,487,960 12 126 718,054 C&plnjuradhyﬁmt:
much of it destroyed.
PENNSYLVANIA
29, 617, 700 9 130 | 2,665,508
84,854, 108 10 117 | 3,485,411 | Poor crop, fly-bitten.
38, 805, 661 13 140 | 5,044, 735
31, 044, 529 12 124 | 3,725,343
88,822,000 | 12 150 | 4,358, 652
23, 143, 000 15} 134 | 3,685,015 | Began to raise Ia-
23,302,000 | 15 104 | 2, 456,160 | Bad cro; )<
30950,000 | 11| 143 | 4124218 | Bad cropall through.
40,213,000 | 15 214 | 6,031,955 | Part very fine, part
very poor.
24, 180, 000 104 132 | 2,587,260 | Very poor crop.

The total production of the cigar-leaf-growing States and of the
United States for the years from 1879 to 1888, inclusive, was:

Total acre- Total ncro- {
Touk age of cigar- Total W::}d‘ of United m&‘éﬂ?{'&d’
: leaf tobasco tes, tates leal- Stat
States, tobacco,
= 58, 250 65, 566, 230 592, 100 891, 278, 350
- 98 843 | 111,672,819 602,516 446, 206, 850
- 06,600 | 105,684,084 646, 239 449, 880, 014
1882,. o4, 527 08,911, 044 671,522 513, 077, 558
1833 90, 156 84, 697,275 638,739 445 641
» 92, 817 88, 210, 000 724, 668 541, 504, 000
104,210 | 114, 453, 000 752, 520 562, 736, 000
102,412 | 117,509, 000 750,210 532, 637, 000
84, 91, 081, 000 508, 620 680, 240, 000
87,197 , 244, 747,326 565, 704, 264
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facturer to-day éan buy the American wrapper for one-tnnih of what

he pays for the Sumatra wrapper. The following table shows the price
of Sumatra tobacco, duty paid, from 1881 to 1859:
Year. ool v Year. i g2

1881 $1.15 || 1886 $1.50
1882 1.25 || 1887 1.60
7 iR A R e | 1.35 || 1888 1.65
1884 1.40 || 1889 1.80
1885 1.45

Can any one believe that for an article of the same guality a manu-
facturer will pay ten times as much for the imported as for the domes-
tic production? The fact is that the imported wrapper has become a
necessity to the cigar manufacturer and the American leaf is a neces-
sity for use as a filler. Raise the duty to an average of 50 cenis per
pound and we thereby give the tobacco-grower all needed protection
and give the man an opporiunity to meet the demands of the
tobacco consumers of the Tountry.

I am gladtoﬁive my support to the main features of this bill, Tt
is an American bill, framed to protect American industries. Itis a re-
demption of the pledge of the Republican party to preserve the Ameri-
can market to the American workman. I believe that its will
add new life to our American industries and that from farm and the
factory will come the voice of approval to the party and the men who
place this bill upon the statute-book.

Mr. McKINLEY. I now yield four minutes to the gentleman from
Iowa [Mr. SWENEY ].

Mr. SWENEY. Mr. Chairman, I am a protectionist, and I believe
that the general features of this bill are exceptionally good. Ibelieve
that the principle of protection is in this bill extended to the industry
of sugar prodnction. I am in favor of the encouragement of any such
interest as we may have in this country, but I do not believe that it
ought to be continued indefinitely if the case were hopeless or if it
were not believed that protection might nltimately so increase the pro-
duction as to supply or nearly supply all of the requirements of the
country.

In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I desire to illustrate my meaning
a little farther, I believe that the agricultural interests of the coun-
try have received generally kind attention from this committee and
that much good will be done to them. DBut there is one to which
I desire to ask your attention and wherein I think another large part
of the agricnlburists of the country have greater cause of complaint than
have the sugar-producers. In the State of Towa about §73,000,000 are
invested in cattle, In the United States $1,000,000,000 are invested
in stock, in cattle.

‘We find that hides were put at one time by the committee on the
protectedlist. Thatfact waspublished to the country. Not protection
to the extent of 2 cents per pound, as sugar wonld receive under the
provisions of this bill, but protected by 15 per cent. duty. Atterwards
they were taken off the dutiable list and placed upon the free-list ab-
solutely. If the bounty and the duty were removed from sugar at
once sugar would be placed in no worse condition any way than the
production of hides by the present bill in this country, when it be-
comes a law. -

There are members on the floor of the House who know that along
certain lines of railroad in the Western part of the country hides are
allowed to lie rotting because of the fact that they will not bear the
cost of transportation. In the evidence taken and printed by the Ways
and Means Committee it is claimed that in some parts of the country
they have been used for fuel. The price has become so low that they
could not be otherwise disposed of. I see no reason, Mr. Chairman,
why leather manufactured east of the Alleghany Mountains should be
protected to the extent of 10 to 30 per cent. while the hides raised be-
twee]::s the Alleghany and the Rocky Mountains are placed upon the
free-list.

Yesterday I ted and had printed in the RECORD an amend-
ment to this bill, taking hides from the free-list and putting a duty
of 15 per cent. on them. Let us have a chance to consider and vote
upon that proposition.

‘Why shounld the people all over the United States engaged in cattle-
raising be compelled to compete with Central and South American cat-
tle-raisers, with the Indian herders there, without receiving the benefit
of protective duty, while the Eastern tanners and shoe-makers are pro-
tected against European competitors by a duty of from 10 to 30 per
cent. ?

The European workmen receive higher wages than the Central and
Bouth Ammﬁn herders, who are our farmers’ competitors. It is said
that hides have been on the free-list for eighteen years already, Yes;
and in this is an illustration of the ruin brought to a great industry
by unrestricted competition of this kind.

Of the 4,000,000 of cattle in Iowa, ting a value of about $73,-
000,000, as shown by the report of the of Agriculture in Jan-
uary, 1890, about one-third are annually slaughtered, making about

one and a third millions of hides annually marketed from that State.
In the whole country the number would not be less than 18,000,000,
Is not such an industry well worthy of careful consideration and of
protection?

The cattle industry has suffered great depression, not only from this
cause, but from others. The country furnishes public domain for
ranchmen on which to raise, untaxed and without rent, cattle in com-
petition with the farmer who pays for his land and contributes by tax-
ation to the support of society and government.

That I hope to see corrected, and to see the bill for this purpose, in-
troduoedng myself, now with the Committee on Agriculture, favora-
bly reported.

No class of people have a right fo the use of public domain without
taxation or other expense, with which to compete with farms owned
and paid for by our citizens.

The prices of beef and pork never separate very widely. One fol-
lows the other in market fluctuations.

Bogus lard has fraudulently destroyed to a great extent the demand
for h It has brought American hog products into disrepute and
suspicion at home and abroad and destroyed largely their legitimate
value. The beef combine has had its grip on the cattle of the whole
country and has mercilessly robbed cattle-raisers of a large part of the
value which all other adverse conditions left. After all this comes the
bucket-shop option, gambling in farm products, destroying all basis of
value and leaving in the market practically very little relation between
supply and demand.

That these commercial frauds and oppressive combinations will be
broken up by this Congress I believe and sincerely hope. I know that
on this side of the House the disposition to doso prevails,

I insert here a table showing the number and value of cattle in each
of the States and Territories in January, 1890, as estimated by the
Secretary of Agriculture:

Estimated number of animals on farms and ranches and total value of catfle,
with average price, January, 1890,

Milch cows. Oxen and other caitle.
States and Terri- 1
es, Aver- Aver-
Number. m Value, Number. | age Value,
P " price.
Maine .....coeeeesns 175,549 [$25.00 | 4, 308,725 157,386 [§23.76 | §3,739,024
New Hampshire.| 103,011 | 27.63 | 2. 816,194 116,169 | 2387 | 2,77% 447
Vermont ........ce.. 234,642 | 23.75 | 5,571,748 169,053 | 22,68 | 3 834 563
Massachusetts 174,729 | 82.50 | b, 678,093 98,774 | 25. 4 2, 402, 663
24,041 | 3L.00 745,271 12,154 | 27.25 833, 257
Connecticut ... 134,897 | 31.08 | 4,192,699 102,143 | 27.20 2,778, 071
New York 1,552,573 | 28.11 | 43,637,205 783,634 | 28.12 | 22 084,214
New Jersey..... 183,403 | 84.47 | 6,325,004 67,856 | 28,02 1, 962, 417
Pennsylvania 938, 865 | 28,06 | 26, 338, M0 852,267 | 23.67 | 20,175, 387
Delaware. 543 | 27.50 812,433 26,866 | 24.78 665, 614
826 | 24.86 | 3,454,881 127,335 | 18.53 | 2,358,008
036 | 19.28 | 5,244, 554 419,523 | 15.66 | 6,560,393
155 | 16.04 | 4,885, 866 808, 414 | 10.47 4,170,831
575 | 21.40 | 8,350,705 210,396 | 13,15 2,767, 004
618 | 17.24 | 6,113,614 530,816 | 11,08 6, 408, 205
51 | 16, 40 001,198 565,201 | 8.88 5,016, 331
15.80 | 4,926,519 454,042 | 8.4 4, 060, 682
15.38 | 4,756,019 441,862 | 9.34 4,126, 898
16.32 | 2,898 6dd 205,731 | 9.76 | 2,884 04L
14.15 | 11,983,289 | 7,167,853 | 8,83 | 63,204,208
13.62 | 4,482,628 587,212 | B.64 5,072, 101
165.98 | 6,414,025 484,578 | 11.68 5. 660, 645
21.53 | 3,872, 287 286, 538 | 18.00 B, 156, 882
2L.69 | 6,877,747 523,728 | 17.69 9, 263,516
24.80 | 19, 624, 986, 601 | 22.63 | 22 817,518
26.24 | 11,937, 258 547,716 | 2188 | 11,710,833
602, 21. 48 | 12,938, 564 957,843 | 18.82 | 18,027,577
,O72,473 | 22.62 | 24,250, 1,713,966 | 18.71 | 82,078,531
674,588 | 24.29 | 16,385, 743 805,170 | 17.10 | 13,772,433
492, 117 | 20.79 | 10,231,112 617,258 | 16,49 | 10,188,617
1,331,888 | 19,79 | 26,558,004 | 2,577,161 | 18.03 | 46,455, 399
774,122 | 18.53 | 14,344,481 | 1,515,935 | 15,98 | 24,271 922
950,815 | 18.69 | 14,032,732 | 1,820,422 | 16,71 | 30,563, 967
420,069 | 20.15 | 8,464,390 | 1,306,372 | 17.03 | 22,242,548
268,628 | 27.75 | 7,454,427 607,806 | 16,80 | 11,719,707
BA.780 | 27.81 | 2,423,216 762,728 | 17.15 | 13,079,341
18,399 | 30,00 551, 970 878,527 | 14.563 | 5,426,234
65,563 | 80,40 | 1,993,115 | 1,048,983 | 16.77 | 17,505, 648
16,790 | 20.00 835, 800 604,170 | 15.00 9, 062, 550
248,619 | 19.32 | 4,803,319 822,017 | 16.79 | 12,980,555
31,750 | 30.00 952, 500 374,247 | 16.50 | 6,175,076
83,015 | 20.75 982, 196 881,786 | 17.24 | 16, 925, 093
20,375 | 21.25 432,960 | 1,383,357 | 11.25 | 13,560, 603
62,910 | 22.10 | 1,160,811 426,170 | 14.08 | 5,999,615
83,641 | 35.80 | 8,001,875 869,851 | 23,51 B, 684, 635
0,404 | 82,25 835,620 | 1,217,800 | 14,98 | 18,240, 947
Total .... 15,952,883 | 22,14 (458,152,133 | 36,549,024 | 15,21 | 560, 625,187
15, 932, B33 853, 152, 133
Grand total..... 52, 801, 80T 913, 777, 270

I appeal to you to think of the number of our people dependent upon
this industry of which the production of hides constitutesso important
a part. Do not forget nor neglect them. They are as industrious, as
intelligent, good, and deserving as any citizens of this country. You
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hear but little from them except as spoken from this floor. They
neveren inriots. Theyneverstrike. Neithereight, norany other
fixed number, measures the hours of their daily toil. Around their
hearthstones the strength of the nation is found. In their homes
christianity, patriotism, and the christian virtues prevail.

You have in this bill, gentlemen of the committee, given them
needed protection on many of their farm products and propose by the
amendment to cheapen sugar to them and all our people. On sugar,
owing to the disparity between production and consumption in this
country, ‘‘the tariffis a tax '’ indeed. ' Itis the most oppressive instance
possible to name, and yet our Democratic friends are found to-day
unanimously working to retainit. With them protection isindeed *‘a
local issue,’” without regard to the necessities of the Government or
burdens imposed on the citizen. Itis to the Republican party that
the people must look for legislation bettering their condition and to
secure for them legitimate returns for their labor.

I believe in %::tection thoroughly, but I believein recié\emcity as well.
There should be uniformity in the treatment of the different sections,
between the people of the country and between the different States,
It is for this reason that I desired to say a word with reference to this
question, hides, and tosay fo the House that while I believe that great in-
dustry, in which so much capital and energy are invested and in which
my people are so deeply interested, has not yet received that which I
believe under the general principle of protection it onght to receive,
yet, notwithstanding that fact, I believe in granting to the industry of
8 production all that is carried in this bill. [Applause on the Re-
publican side. ] ’

[Mr. HOLMAN withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ]

Mr, DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I am in sympathy with the gen-
tleman from Towa who has just spoken in relation to hides. I think
hides should be taken from the free-list and placed upon the dutiable
list.

I have been given five minntes in which to speak upon the pending

-item. I have fora long time believed that we should have cheaper

sugar. When the tariff act of 1883 was passed, I pleaded for a larger re-
duction of the duty upon this article of prime necessity.

I am glad, heartily glad, that in this pending bill we have sugar
placed upon the free-list, and am satisfied that the people of the coun-
try, to whom the }:urchasa of the necessaries of life constitutes moreor
less a burden, will deem thisprovision a great benefaction. Toa farmer
who has six, seven, or eight children, and his wife and hired man on a
farm, the purchase of sugar at the present rates for the year is not a very
inconsiderable element of family expenses. The cost of sugar in this
countiry has very, very largely lessened its consumption.

In 1882 the consumption per capita in the United States was 38
pounds, while in England at the same time it was 69 pounds per capita.
I hope the time is near at hand when there shall be as much consump-
tion of sugar in this country as in England. It is not only needed by
the farmer, but it is needed by the laboring men of all classes. Men
who support families on farms know that sugar is one of the heaviest
bills of the year—I mean those bills that are expended to supply the

- table.

I am glad we have this bill, and I thank the Committee on Ways and
Means that we have it.

Mr. Chairman, my attention, within a day or two, has been called
to the large canning interests of the country. I have been amazed, as
I have read through the hearings of this committee npon tin-plate and
the tin-canning interests, at their magnitnde. They have become
simply enormous, and our exports have been very largely increased,
even with the present price of sugar. If we could have cheap sugar
herein thiscountry, our canning interests would be multiplied fourfold,
not simply for home econsumption, but for exportation.

I regard this item, therefore, as one of exceeding interest and of ex-
ceeding importance. I predict, Mr. Chairman, that under the bounty
system, which goes along with this free sngar, there will spring up in
this country a uction of sugar; and I hope to live to see the time
when the people of the United States shall produce their own sugar;
and when that time comes, there will come along with it a period of
general prosperity. [Applause on the Republican side. ]

Iwill add to these remarks a short extract from the hearings to which
I have referred:

With sugar al the same cost to the American Er&ewer as to the English, we
could not only supply this country with all the preserved fruits needed, but
could export directly into England and Germany these goods in very large
quantities; besides we would be able to successfully compete for the trade of
all other foreign countries forthese articles, which trade is of very large propor-
tions. It seems to us a pity that for the one obstacle of high cost of sugar our
American fruit-growers should not beallowed to furnish the fruits forall these
different markets,

American froit canners, on account of the superior quality of our fruits, are
able to export largely to Great Britain our heavily siruped fresh fruits in tin
cans, but with being able to reduce the cost 5or 10 per cent., a very much larger
business could be done, as our fruits are acceptable to the best wmmuni.ﬁ:s
wherever they,are introduced, with a rapidly growin!g demand for them, which
demand could be | ly and quickly increased if they could be offered as
above noted at a nligiluff duction below p i prices; and the only thing that
stands in the way of this necessary reduction is the cost of sugar. This per-
tains to only the higher grades of eanned fruits in which large quantities of
sugar are used in the manufacture of sirups for them,

K

t here, too, is a strong arg-ugu:ni why we should have no increased tariff

on tin-plates, but rather free ti One pany here at gl&rmn-
as

sumes the produets of upwards of 1,000 acres each year, of such items matoes,
corn, and pease, and by producing only hi?h grade in these articles canned,we
are building up a trade f:n man cfiﬂ'bmnt oreign markets, which markets the
fruit and v able packers of this try should control, and 1d in a very
short time, if we were able to meet a competitive lower price with other coun-
tries that enjoy free tin-plate and free sugar, and so utilize a large amount of
territory in the production of these articles for their nse,

Mr. WILKINSON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE].

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, if my distin-
guished friend fromMinnesota had announced that he was in favor of
free tin-plate I could understand his argument for the reduction of the
duty on sugar and the increased exportation of canned

Mr, DUNNELL. I am in favor of the present duty on tin-plate. I
have part of a speech formed here on my table, which I hope to prinf
in the REcorD on that subject.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam glad that my friend has
made a step in the right direction, and I hope before the debate is over
he will see the error of his ways entirely and come over and join the
church of the righteous. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic
side.

-Mr, Chairman, I am in favor of such a reduction of the duty on sugar
as will make it a fairly revenue duty, but I am in favor of stopping af
that point, because it is very nearly the only article npon which we
put a tariff which furnishes the peculiarities that onght to be in a tax,
The tax is impartial; it is universal; it is voluntary. It is distributed
over all the country; it is impartially distributed, and is on consum
tion, and not upon production, and therefore so far that is possible this
is a tax that is equal and impartial. It is not a good tax. All taxes
are evil. I do not defend it as good, for taxes, like sorrow, sickness,
and death, are evils and burdens; but so far as it can be good it is the
hest tax we have in our tariff schedules.

Now, Mr. Chairman, the amount of sugar used in America per capita
as shown by the report of the majority of the committee was, in 1888,
53 pounds. That is about $2.50 or $3 per head. The reduction of the
duty will make a difference of about 85 cents per capita, so thatin a
family of five the saving will not be §5. As a mere object-lesson, in
contrast to this saving, I have had a friend make a calculation of what
is the duty upon the building materials necessary to build a house in
this country, and I will make that table a partof my remarks, Under
this tariff only four houses can be built, where, if it were not for the
existing duties, five honses could be built; so that the rent which wounld
De paid by five tenants is now divided among four. That is, where a
man bnilds $10,000 worth of houses he now makes four tenants pay him
the income which otherwise five tenants would pay, and it is fair tosay
that the difference is probably $50 a year.

In other words under the pretense of my friend from Illinois [Mr,
CaNNoN] and other gentlemen of taking the burdens off the poor man,
they pass a bill which makes his rent $50 a year more than it ought to
be, while they profess to reduce the price of his sugar $5 a year, and
they call that legislation in the interest of the workingman. [Applause
on the Democratic side.] But in fact this bill adds to the burdens con-
nected with sugar; for it keeps out of the Treasury $56,000,000 in the
shape of duties that would go intoit, which must be made up by some
other taxation, necessarily more onerous, and actually takes out of the
Treasury $7,500,000 to pay the bounty this year, which must be paid
by the tax-payers. This fifty-six millions of revenue and seven and a
half millions of bounty must be paid by the very persons who use the
sugar, and that under tariff duties which require the consumer to pay
enormous indirect tributes to the beneficiaries of thisbill. It is there-
fore wholly inaccurate to say that to put sugar on the free-list gives any
relief to any tax-payer.

This does not relieve a single laboring industry, add one cent to the
wage of asingle workman in any section of the country, nor give hope
to any depressed interest.

It is in the interest of those who are benefited by high protective
tariff rates.

It is a tax paid into the public Treasury, and not into the pockets of
those who crowd our corridors, and therefore obnoxious to those who
urge prohibitory duties.

The gentleman from California [Mr. MorrOW] is probably correct
that the Treasury can not do without these revenues; that the expend-
itures required under the present Administration will be such that
without this revenne there may be a deficit. Indeed, if one-half of the
promises made during the late canvass are redeemed, there will be a
deficit, whether this revenue is preserved or given up.

But this is only half of the burden imposed by this schedule. The
bounty of 2 cents a pound on our present produnction amounts to about
§7,500,000, but this is only the beginning, My friend and colleague
[Mr. PAYNTER] has kindly farnished me with his calculations as to
the sums which will be needed to meet the bounties under this pro-

lan,

Thel;;entleman from Ohio [Mr, McKINLEY] predicts that the pro-
duction of sugar will gradually increase, so as to supply the wants of
the American lReople; if so, the bounty will be, in 1895, $25,519,000;
for 1900 it will be $43,000,522; and for 1905 it will be $61,000,000;
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and the aggregate sum needed for the next fifteen years will be over
$600,000,000. Of course we are not going to dothat. If we pass this
bounty we will stimulate this production in Kansas, in California, in
Louisiana, and elsew and then the bounty will be taken off and
the industry will instantly collapse. The people of this country are
not going to pay that bounty on the one hand and take the duty off on
the other.

If the Republican party has determined to admit sugar free of duty,
then we ought to make use of our sugar imports to secure profitable
reciprocity treaties with the sugar-producing countries, so that we
could thusextend our commeree and find better markets for our prod-
ucts, Our trade with the Hawaiian Islands demonstrates what might
be accomplished under such a policy. With wise statesmanship we
might build up a most profitable trade with those who desire to sell to
us sugar, coffee, tea, wool, hides, etc. There are objections to reciproc-
ity treaties, but these are better than our present system—much bet-
ter than this prohibitive bill, which makes the Pan-American Confer-
ence a farce.

[Here the hammer fell.]

Mr. WILKINSON. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I vote reluctantly for the
amendment offered by my friend from California [Mr. McCKENNA], for
this reason: he proposes to give a differential duty in favor of the re-
finer of four-tenths, aix-tengl, and eight-tenths. Four-tenths is what
is given by the bill under consideration. If you turn to the testimony
taken by the Committee on Manufactures in the Fiftieth Congress,
you will find that one-fourth of a cent is all the difference between
the cost of refining here and the cost of refining in England, and the
freight equals this and gives to our refiners all this duty, and one-six-
teenth of a cent profit on the pound of refined sugar makes to Mr.
Havemeyer a net profit of $1,500 a day. I do not think that either
this bill or the amendment of the gentleman from California [Mr. Mc-
KENNA] onght to be adopted and so great an advantage be given to
this particnlar indnstry. But the amendment is so much better than
the bill that, as between these two propositions, I can not refuse to vote
for a proposition that reduces the duty about 33 per cent., secures a
revenue of about $37,000,000, and repudiates the un-American plan of
a bounty.

I protzstagainst the adoption of this new policy of bounties, by which
certain industries are taxed for the benefit of other industries. Why
should the producers of wheat, corn, tobacco, and cotton be taxed to
pay bounties to the growers of sugar or those who cultivate cocoons to
make raw silk? Bounty is a grace from a sovereign fo a subject; it
has no place in the economie system of a free people, where there ought
not to be any favored classes. In a republie, bounties are anomalous
and can not be permanently maintained. It is misleading and will
end in disappointment, loss, and disaster.

The gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. DUNNELL] will not succeed in
his effort to preserve the present duty on tin-plate, nor will we who
desire to put it on the free-list be given fair opportunity to urge this
change. z

Free tin-plate would greatly enlarge our exports. The inventions
by which we are enabled to preserve in comparative purity and fresh-
ness every kind of edible product were of immense advantage. We
have it in our power thus to sopply an enormous demand for our vege-
tables, fruits, fish, and meat. With free tin-plate and the power to buy
in the markets where we sell there would be found foreign markets for
many millions of dollars in value of products which now rot. There
is scarcely any limit to the demand for condensed milk, for canned vege-
tables, fruit, fish, and meat; and this would give relief to the farmers.

There also will be no fair opportunity to discuss the wool schedule,
nor the flax, hemp, and jute schedule.

As to the hemp schedule, I content myself with a single remark.
There is an apparent protective duty thrown around American hemp,
when in fact the admission of jute free of duty stabs it in the back.

Free jute is accompanied with increased protection on binding-twine,
and the trust which controls twine will reap the entire benefit of this
remission. The farmers in my district are thus smitten on each cheek.
Hemp is smitten by the remission of duty on jute and wheat bur-
dened by the increased protection donated to the binding-twine trust.

Free wool is necessary to the manufacturer and to the wool-grower.
Nothing can be more certain than that the only purchaser of American
wool is the American manufacturer; that he mustalso purchase foreign
wool to mix with American wool; that the less he pays for foreign wool
the more he will be able to pay for American wool; that the duty put
on foreign wool is that much added to the cost of the foreign wool and
to that extent renders the manufacturers less able to pay full price for
American wool. It has followed that American wool has gone down
in price, and under this bill it will continue to decrease.

This duty also burdens the manufacturer and prevents him from en-
tering into competition in the foreign markets with the foreign manu-
facturer; and our woolen factories have not Been profitable, and yet
those who have to use woolen fabrics have been compelled to pay
onerous prices for the articles they must use. In 1860, 7 bushels of
wheat would pay for a suit of real woolen at §10; nowover 14 bushels
are needed to buy a $10 suit of shoddy clothes, And as we refused to

purchase wool from the Argentine Republic, her people are growing

wheat, and so we turn a profitable customer into a gerous com-
petitor:
The largest purchaser of our breadstuffs is Great Britain. We are

forcing her to construct railroads through India to transport the wheat
and rice, which, produced in great quantities, are inaccessible to the
seahoard, so that she may become independent of America. We are
protecting South Americaand Indiainto becoming the successful com-
petitors of our farmers, ;

Our exports preserve us from bankruptey. As we increase them we
grow richer. We mustsell those exports for those products which onr
purchasers have produced beyond their needs. Thiscommerceis neces-
sary to agricultural prosperity in this country.

There can be no relief from the depression which is so distressing un-
til the present system is set aside and in its stead are enacted revenue
laws which are in truth for the purpose of raising the public revenue
for public purposes; when private greed does nof dictate the tax en-
actments of a free people; when the only trammel on the freeman’s
right to sell his product where he lists and buny with his own earnings
what he pleases where he desires, will be the necessities of his Govern-
ment.

This bill isin thedirection of isolation, of prohibition of trade. This
is not protection; it is prohibition. It will aggravate every evil, it
will magnify every grievance, it will increase every difficulty. Under
its operation depression will continue, distress will deepen, bankrupt-
cies will be numerous, sheriffs will be the vendors of the farms of the
debtors. But out of this will eome enlightenment, inguiry will be uni-
versal, relief will follow enlightenment and inquiry crystallize into
wise statuves. :

Building materials.
Materials, Now. Thisbill. | Change.
Per cent, | Per cent.

Lumb 2187 21,87 |....
Lumber, d 29,98 20.98 |.....
Brick:

Fire 20 45

Plain 20 25
Lime 10 35
C t 20 20.13
Paints (white 1ead)......ccuervresssassines g.;! s 753 b
Glass fi05.08 |  1emod
Tin 34.67 74.51
Hardware 45 45 -
Plumbing 45 45
Slate 25 25
Laths 12.65 12.65 |,
Building-st 20 50
Shingles... B 35 -

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to discuss the remarks
made by my distinguished friend from California [Mr. MCKENNA];
they were amply and fully replied to by the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. CANXNON |; but I want to show this House and the country what
that amendment of the gentleman from California means'and what
would be itseffectif it were enacted into law. If youadoptthat amend-
ment you force us to continue the present system of putting every pound
of sugar that comes to this country through the melting kettles of the
sugar refiners, thereby continuing the hold that the refining trust has
upon the American people.

Under the provisions of that amendment you make common sugar
cost 22 cents a hundred more tharethe price for which yon can import
the best granulated sugar that is made anywhere. What will this
Congress give to the American people? Will it any longer give the
right to this refining trust to exact money from the people under the
present system or will it put an end to that here and now ? Let me
say to my friends from the South who are afraid of a bounty that a
bounty provided for under this bill will be in the nature of a contract
between the citizen and his Government, and, gir, in my judgment, no
Congress before the end of the time provided would dare to violate the
contract implied and entered into by the provisions of this bill.

Now, Mr. Chairman, in my judgment the Republican party pledged
itself honestly at Chicago two years ago to relieve the people of these
taxes, and in my judgment it is our duty as Republicans to pass this
bill, giving the people relief by the amount of this duty, $56,000,000.
If you continue the present system you will, it strikes me, continue it
to our great disadvantage. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
BRECEINRIDGE] says that this boﬁig:%}-in 1905 will amount to $61,-
000,000 a year. What warrant has he or anybody else to say that in
a given number of years it will amount to any such sum?

The beet-sugar industry isone of which we expect much, but it is
yet in its infancy, still undeveloped. No man can say from his own
knowledge and experience that the beet-sugar industry to-day has
reached perfection or can be perfected.

I want to say a word in reply to a guestion asked me by the gentle-
man from Tennessee [ Mr. McMILLIN] the other day when I was speak-
ing on this subject. He claimed that this bill protected the sugar
trust, as shown by the fact that their certificates had advanced.
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= Mr. ABBOTT. Mr, Chairman, if that

Did the gentleman examine the market reports of that day? And, if
s0, did - he observe that while the certificates went up four points, sugar
itself went down that day from one-eighth to three-sixteenths in the
markets, showing that the sugar certificates are controlled by a syndi-
cate that can put them up or down at its pleasnre, while sugar itself is
not so controlled ?

Mr. McMILLIN. Itshowed that thisbill did not hurtthe refiners,
even if the price of sugar did go down.

Mr. GEAR. The bill only gives them a fair protection and will give
the American people cheaper sugar than they have ever had.

Mr. WILKINSON, Mr, Chairman, I regret that the time allowed
is so short that a number of gentlemen, including myself, who were de-
sirous of speaking on this gquestion must forego that privilege. I now

ield my remaining time, four minutes, to the gentleman from Texas
Mr. CrRAIN].

__~ Mr. CRAIN, It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the majority of

the Committee on Ways and Means are inconsistent in their treatment
of sugar, In their report and in the statements made by them in the
discnssion of this schedule, they have stated that they want to take
sugar out of the dutiable list and placeit on the free-list, because, al-
thongh it has been protected, according to their statement, by the
duty imposed upon the foreign importation, it has been a languishing
industry; and at the same time they propose to place a bounty upon
its produetion, in the hope and expectation that it will no longer be a
languishing industry, but will in the course of time furnish enough
sugar for all the consumers of the entire country. This to me seems
an illogical and contradictory statement.

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, the majority of this committee have se-
lected sugar as a target. They propose to pick it out and make it ob-
noxious to the people of this conntry, by compelling the consumer to
pay a bounty upon its production. It is not true that it is a langnish-
ing industry. Take the district in Texas which Irepresent and which
produces nearly all the sugar that is used there to-day. You will
find that the uetion has increased in the last ten years from
3,000,000 pounds to 18,000,000 pounds; and there are acres enough in
the State of Texas to produce all the sugar that can be consumed by
all the people of the United States—yes, ten times as much as is con-
sumed to-day. The sugar territory of Texas covers more acres than
are embraced in the provinee of Ireland. Why not single out wheat
or cotton, or corn, or tobacco, or hay, and impose upon the tax-payers
of this country a bounty of 2 cents a bushel or 2 cents a pound for those
articles. Why single ont sugar? Why make it obnoxious to the peo-
ple of the eountry.

8o far as the sugar-planters are concerned this bounty is as accepta-
ble to them as the tax; but it is the insecurify of this bounty, the in-
stability of this law of which they complain, because while it may be
true that, as long as the Republican party controls both branches of the
legislative department and at the same time has its representative in
the White House, this bounty upon sugar will be continued or rather
may be continued. I do not say *‘will be continued,” because the
time may come when the tax will be so great that even a Republican
Congress would be called upon to repeal it; but, on the other hand, if
the Democrats get control of the Government the friends of the bounty
tax may rest assared that a Democratic Congress will wipe it out, will
repeal the law. Hence the insecurity, the instability of which the
planters complain. ’

[Here the hammer fell.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. In other words, our party will
observe E:Ide and your party will not. [Langhter.]

Mr. C . Idecline to be in pted. [Lauoghter. ]
of Schedule E which I
propose to strike ont should become a law, it will be in my opinion one
of the greatest outrages ever perpetrated on the people, and the inau-
guration of a new system of taxing one class for the benefit of another.
Sir, the Democratic party, izing the fact that only about one-
eighth of the sugar consumed in fhis country is raised at home, has con-
tended that it is better to lay a revenue duty on this article rather
than lay a burdensome tax upon the necessaries of life. which the poor
are bound to have as well as the rich.

But, sir, it appears the Republican party, acting on a different prin-
ciple and in the interests of manufacturing trusts and combines, is not
willing to let the people have anything cheap. By this bill your party
says to the peap}:o in effect, ** We will give you free sugar from
abroad and we will pay you 2 cents a pound on all the sugar you raise
from beets, sorghum, and sugar-cane, and by this means we will re-
duce the revenues of the Government about 55,000,000, the amount
now annually collected by the Government on the importation of sugar;
but as our party has been so0 generous as to give you free sugar from
abroad and pay yon 2 cents a pound on what you produce, in consid-
eration of this munificent gl.ﬂ-. and for the purpose of encouraging our
‘infant ? manufacturing industries and protecting our laboring classes
from coming in competition with the * pauper labor of Europe’ we
will have to lay some additional burdens on your cutlery, table and
glass ware, and upon your tin-plates, pans, and buckets, and upon the
window-glass that lets the light of heaven into your humble cottages
as well as into the paiaces of the rich, and nupon your carpenter and

blacksmith tools and farm implements, and althongh the duty on many
of these articles has been increased over 100 per cent. wetythink the
Government and the manufacturing indusiries of the conntry have not
been fully comnpesated for the concessions made to you on sugar, and
therefore we will tax you on wool hats, blankets, women’s and dﬁmn’s
dress goods, and woolen cloth from 75 to 130 per cent. !’

These, Mr. Chairman, are the logical inferences to be drawn from the
pr:;mom of this bill and the arguments made in its favor by its advo-
ca

I find in the report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statisties that dur-
ing the year ending June 30, 1889, there were imported into this coun-
try 2,700,421,343 pounds of sugar below the standard No. 16, which
under the provisions of this bill would have been admitted free of duty,
and 126,384 pounds above No, 16, which would have been dutiable at
four-tenths of 1 cent per pound according to this bill,

The average price of this sugar was 2.9 cents per pound, and the aver-
age ad valorem rate of daty was 69,8 per cent., or a fraction more than
2 cents per pound, making the cost of the sugar to the importer aiter
the duty was paid 4.9 cents per pound. The theory of existing law
under which this sugar was imported is that, as the importer of foreign
sugar had to pay 2 cents per pound as duty to the Government, it was
equivalent to giving the sngar-planter a bounty of 2 cents a pound on
all the sugar he raised, and this theory is correct.

Now, the theory of this billis that, as the importers are relieved from
paying any daty to the Government, to compensate the producer
in this country for the loss he will sustain by admitting free of duty
foreign sugar, the Government will pay him 2 centsa pound for all the
sugar he produces. Now, let us stop and reflect a moment and see
what is going to be the result of this change of the law.

Suppose the importers and refiners of sugar who combine to form the
sugar trust, and who now sell sugar at nearly double the cost and duty
added, conclude that as the Government gives a bonus of 2 cents a
pound to the Louisiana and Texas sugar-planter for all he raises they
will take unto themselves the same bonus, in which evnt t he price of
sugar will remain about as it is and, instead of the Government deriv-
ing a revenue of nearly fifty-five millions, as it now does, thisimmense
sum will go into the coffers of the sugar trust.

But some one may answer that we passed the other day a bill o
spppress trusts. Snch is a fact, and here I take occasion fo say that I
had intended to make some remarks on that bill, but the Committee on
Rules brought it in withount previous notice and railroaded it through
on such quick time I had no opportunity todoso, While it is a fact that
the bill has passed this House and may become a law, its ablest advo-
cates freely admit that without the co-operation of the States it can
accomplish but little. Be that as it may, we know from past expe-
rience that great moneyed corporationsare not suppressed in a day and
that they rarely yield such a hold upon the purse-strings of the people
as the sugar trust has to-day without a s e

Under the tariff law of 1883, which is still the law, the sugar planter
is indirectly given 2 cents a pound on his sugar, while the importer is
bound to pay, including purchase price and duty, 4.9 cents per pound
for foreign sugar, and whatever profit he adds to this cost enhances the
value of sugar and becomes profit also to the producer. Buf sup
Mr. Chairman, that those who compose thesugar trust should be mo
by pity and compassion to hearken unto the voice of the poor and tax-
oppressed multitude and shonld say among themselves—

Then must we, those who groan beneath the weight

Of want and poverty, commise: s
therefore we will reduce our profits to one-half of 1 cent.per pound
on the purchase price of imported sugar, which will reduce our profits
to the insignificant sum of thirteen and one-half millions of dollars an-
nually; yet to show our magnanimity we will make this sacrifice, and
sell the people sugar at 3.4 or 3.5 cents, at most, per pound.”

Now, Mr. Chairman, if sach generous impulses should actuate the
sugar trost, what would become of the sugar industries thronghout
this country? The sugar-grower under existing tariff law receives as
much bounty on the sugar he produces as he will receive under the
proposed legislation of this bill, while the Government surrenders its
revenue to the trust,

How it is going to help the producer of sngar is more than I can com-
prehend, but I can readily see how it can be made to add millions to
the already overgrown fortunes of those engaged in the sugar trust,
and unless some law is enacted for the snppression of trusts more cer-
tain and definite in its terms than any with which I am acquainted, I
fear the passage of this bill will not have the effect to give the people
sugar much cheaper.

Another feature of this schedule, if not obnoxious to the Constitu-
tion, and I believe it is, is certainly contrary to publiec policy and the
spirit of our free institutions. Before the producer of sn can get
the benefit of the 2 cents per pound bounty for which this bill provides
he mnst make application to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue
for a license or permission to raise sugar, and he must accompany his
application with a statement of the p where he proposes to make
it, a description of the machinery he pro to use, and an estimate
of the amount he proposes to produce, and he must further accompany
his application for a license with a bond and good security conditioned
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that he will faithfully obey all the rules and regulations prescribed by
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for the manufacture and pro-
duetion of sugar.

The provisions of this schedule necessarily imply that the Internal-
Revenue Department of the Government is to practically take of
this great agricultural industry, appoint overseers, inspectors, etc., how
many the Lord only knows, and to make the citizen the slave of the

‘Government, and compel bim by bond to do whatever the C ommis-
‘sioner prescribes, under penalty t

t the favor of the Government will
be withdrawn if he is disobedient.

Thus the freedom of the citizen is destroyed; no longer can he do
with his own as he wills; his knowledge and skill derived from experi-
ence are no longer of value to him, but he must obey the dictates of
‘some one who probably never saw a stalk of sngar-cane grow.

And after all thisis done and the sugar has been made and inspected,
ete., there is still another obnoxious feature about this system, and
that is, the growers of corn, cotton, wheat, and all other agricultu-
ral products, as well as the raisers of horses, cattle, and hogs, must be
taxed to pay the bounty to the sugar- ucer; but howthe ‘‘dearly
beloved darky ’’ is to get any part of this bounty is more than I can
foresee.

For the year 1888 the sugar product of this country was about 376,-
000,000 pounds, a bounty of 2 cents on which would give to the sugar-

roducers $7,520,000, and how much more the other industries would
Ea.ve to be taxed to pay for salaries of overseers, inspectors, stealage,
ete., no living man can say.

Mr. Chairman, no member on this floor is more anxious to give the
people cheap sugar than I am, but I believe in the doctrine that taxa-
tion should be equal and uniform and that no elass of citizens should
be taxed to support another class of citizens. I believe in raising a
sufficient revenue to support the Government *‘ economically admin-
istered '’ by a duty on imports; but the duties shounld be so adjusted as
to throw the burden of taxation as equally as possible on all alike. I
believe the present duty on sugar onght to be reduced one-half; and
rather than favor the bounty 1 would put it on the free-list, as I
propose by this amendment. Buf, in any event, I am unalterably op-

to the theory of taxing one class of people to raise money to pay
unties to another class,

Mr. MCKINLEY. I would have preferred, Mr. Chairman, if the,

article of sugar could have been left in the tariff schedule upon the
dutiable list. This, however, was not practical in the presence of an
almost universal sentiment in favor of the removal of the entire dnties
upon this article of nniversal family use. On the one hand there were
those who favored the entire abolition of the duty withoutany bounty;
on the other hand there were those who favored the maintenance of ex-
isting rates, and there were still others in favor of making a cut on
sugar of from 50 to 75 per cent. To have made such a cut on sugar
would have been absolutely destructive to the sugar industry of the
United States. To have made a cut of even 50 per cent. would have
compelled the sugar-producers, as they themselves declared, to quit
business,

So, Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Ways and Means, looking to
the average sentiment of the country, wishing on the one hand to give
the people free and cheap sugar and desiring on the other hand to do
no harm to this great industry in our midst, have recommended an
entire abolition of all duties upon sugar, and then, mindfal as we have
ever been of our own industries, we turn about and give to this indus-
try 2 cents upon every pound of sugar produced in the United States,
4 sum equal to the duties now imposed upon foreign sngar imported
into this country. We have thus given the peop‘]ze iree and cheap
sugar and at the same time we have given to our producers, with their
invested ecapital, absolute and complete protection against the echeaper
sugar produced by cheaper labor of other countries.

ow, Mr. Chairman, what have we accomplished by this? We pay
annually $55,000,000 upon the sugar we import. The gentlemen on
the other side claim rightfully that this is revenue duty. It is a reve-
nue duty; it is ademocratic duty; and being a democratic revenue duty
every dollar of it is paid by the American consumer. Last year we paid
55,000,000 out of our own pockets to proteet whom? To protect the
men in the United States who were producing just one-eighth of the
amount of our consumption of sugar. Now we wipe that out, and it
will cost us to pay the bounty just $7,000,000 every twelve months
which furnishes the same protection at very much less cost to the con-
sumer. o we save $48,000,000 every year and leave them in the poek-
els of our people, [Applause on the Republican side. ]

Why, my friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] talks about
the number of houses that could be built if we would only remove the

- tariff upon cotton and woolen goods. Sir, when we lift from the

American people this vast sum of $48,000,000 of taxes they can putup
every twelve months 48,000 houses, costing a thousand dollars apiece.

*“Ah, but,”’ they say, '‘this appropriation will not last.”” Some gen-
tleman on the other side says thatif we should pass thisbilla Demo-
cratic Congress wonld refuse to make the appropriation.

Fearing that, fearing that the Democratic party would do such a
ﬂgn injustice to a great American industry, we have provided in the
that the sum required for bounties shall be a permanent appropri-

ation. [Applause on the Republican side.] But my time is almost
consumed, and I must hurry on. 1

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MiLLs] said the other day thatthe
bill that we had m to the House gave more dunties and protec-
tion to the sngar than the bill which he brought into the House
in the last Congress. I think he must have by inadvertence made that
statement. \

Let me tell yon what his bill did for the refiners of the United States.
His bill placed sugarof 75degrees at $1.15; sugar of 90 degrees at $1.63;
sugar from No. 13 to No. 16 at $2.20; sugar from No. 16 to No. 20
at $2.40, and above No. 20 he gave a duty of $2.81. He gave as a
differential duty, commencing at No. 13 and running up to No. 16, .57
of 1 per cent. to the sugar refinersof the United States. We give noduty
to the sugarrefiners up to No. 16. Above 16 and up to 20, he gave them .
J77; we give them .40, just .37 less than was given by the Mills bill,
Above 20 he gave 1.17, and we give .40, just .77 less than the Mills
bill gave to the refiners of the United States. [Applause on the Re-
publican side. ]

The refiners should have whatever duty will protect them against
their foreign rivals in the difference of the labor cost. But my friend
from Tennessee tells us that becanse we have reduced the differential
duties below the Mills bill we have sent up the trust certificates,
Now, since that statement was made I have received and hold in my
hand a letter from the president of the Havemeyer Sugar Refinery, in
which he says:

3 . New Yorx, May 12, 1590.
DEAR Sm: Referring to the use made in the House of the fact that eer-
tificates have advan since the publication of the committee’s mhed':f;rl de-
sire to say that it is not true as ¢ that advance has been caused by
sach schedule. The simple fact is that the advance is a reaction from the very *
low prices, and due to the manipulation of Wall-street operators who put the
stock down from 115 to 50 at a time when the old tariff was undisturbed and the
business more prosperous than now. Nowthey are on the otherside, Itisnot
just that the sugarschedule in the bill before the House should be held account-
able for the action of a speculative clique who'are not connected with nor con-
trolled by the sugar-refining companies,
Yours, very mpactfl:?ly,
Hon, WoLian McKiNvey, Jr.,
Washinglon, D. C. ’

Mr, McMILLIN. How is it that he is writing you this letter if you
are ruining him? [Applause and laughter on the Democratic side.!i

Mr, McKINLEY. I will tell you. This gentleman, Mr. John “E.
Searles, who is well known to many members of the House, on both
sides of the House, four or five days ago came to my room and insisted
that the 4 cents that we give the sugar refiners was not sufficient to
make up the difference between the labor cost here and the labor cost
on the other side; and in the course of the conversation I asked him
what was the fact as to what had produced the rise in the trust certifi-
cates since the introduction of the bill, referred to by the gentleman
from Tennessee, and in answer he wrote me this letter, which will
appear in the RECORD. gAppla.use on the Republican side. ]

Mr. MCMILLIN. And the letter explain, nothing—muﬂni ahso-

JNO. E. SEARLES, J=r,

lIutely. [Cries of ‘“ Vote !’ ‘“Vote !’ on the Republican side.
Mr. McKINLEY. I present alsoa telegram from Hon. S. V.
latﬁ a member of this House, bearing directly npon the same subject.
@ says:
To Hon. WirLrax McKINLEY, iy s
Chadérman Ways and Means Commiltee, House of Represontatives:
Replying to question as to whel roposed rates on sugar caused advance

in trust certificates, I answer in the ive. The advance may be set down
tothree things: First, toa rbaction from very undue depression. The certificates
had fallen from 126 per-cent. to 50; tho d ion was ble and a re-

bound of 25 per eent. at least was inevitable, S d, the g 1 boom in
values predicated upon ex tion of e of silver 1 tion advanced
everything, and trust certificates went with the rest, Th an important le-
gal ion has been anticipated in favor of the trust, and that has been dis-
counted and is being diseounted in the market. Well informed men hold that
the bounties of foreign governments ?Aid on exports will nearly neutralize the
}:mnxeeﬁon named in the revenue bill; but it is believed here that a Repub-
ican Congress will treat this industry as fairly as it does others,
_ 8. V. WHITE.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr, Chairman, I desire to offer
a substitute if the time for debate has been exhausted.

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the amendment of
the gentleman from California. .

Mr. CRAIN. Isitin order now to offer an amendment?

The CHAIRMAN. Not at this time.

Mr. CRAIN. When will it be?

The CHAIRMAN. Whenever certain other amendments are oub of
the way.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I desire to ask whether the
substitute is not now in order?

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that the pending amend-
ment is that proposed by the gentleman from California, to which an-
amendment is offered by the gentleman from Verment; and to all of
which a substituteis offered by the gentleman from Iowa. The pend-
ing question is on the amendment of the gentleman from California.

Mr. COLEMAN. I have an amendmens, Mr. Chairman, offered and
pending, which was printed in the RECORD yesterday. .

Mr. McKINLEY. Iask thatthe amendment we are to vote on be
read.
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana is informed that
the printing of an amendment in the RECORD would not make it in
order at this time. :

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. As the gentleman from Ohio
occupied a few minutes over the time, I would like to have consent to
have about three minutes to explain the substitute.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio did not exceed his
time.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then I ask unanimous con-
sent to have three minutes in explanation of the amendment. [Cries
of ** Regular order !’ on the Republican side. ]

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offered an amendment yester-
day morning, and I would like to know whether it is not first in or-
der.

The CHAIRMAN. Noamendment could have been offered on yes-
terday, for the schedule was not under consideration.

Mr, SPRINGER. I rise to a guestion of order. I understood the
Chair 1o state that the amendment first in order was that of the gen-
tleman from California. The Chair stated that an amendment to that
was pending. Now, the first question is on the amendment to the
amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. It wouldseem to be so, but it is the maple-sugar
amendment to which I referred.

Mr.SPRINGER. Butthat would befirstin order. The first amend-
ments, of course, are to perfect the text.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will so treat it ‘and then submit the
substitnte.

Mr. McKINLEY. The substitute should not be voted upon until
the text of the bill is perfected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated that he will so treat the
question,

Mr. COLEMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I understood
on yesterday that amendments were to be offered. I offered mine at
the time, and now I want to know when I am to offer it to-day to have
action taken upon it. By good faith I think I am now entitled to ac-
tion upon my amendment; it was offered by consent of the House,
printed in the REcorDp, and I made a speech upon it. [Laughter.]
The amendment was to strike sngar from the free-list.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have read to the gentleman and
the committee, if necessary, the discussion in the House under which
these amendments were offered. The gentleman from Louisiana will
see that his amendment is in no better condition that if it had never
been written.

Mr. COLEMAN. Then I will ask unanimous consent to offer the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Then there will be forty or fifty other amend-
ments offered.

Mr. McKINLEY. I demand the regular order.

The CHARMAN. The regular order is the amendment offered by
the gentleman from California, and for the simple reason that the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Vermont is not applicable
to nor germane if that amendment go into the bill.

Mr. SPRINGER. Then itis not an amendment to the amendment.

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it not be in order to amend the final text?

The CHAIRMAN. It would be an amendment to the final text if
the amendment of the gentleman shall prevail, If it does not prevail
then it would not. y;

Mr. SPRINGER. On the original text of the .bill it is in order to
offer an amendment and one amendment to that. That is the amend-
ment of the gentleman from California. Now it is in order to offer a
substitute for that amendment, and when the vote is taken the vote is
taken on the substitute first. Some gentleman offered a substitute for
this amendment, and the substitnte will be in order first. [Cries of
‘' Regular order!”’]

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not so understand the rule.

Mr. BA¥YNE. The position of the gentleman from Louisiana is that
when this amendment now pending shall have been voted upon his
amendment can be offered and voted upon.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair is not furnishing information to any-
body. The Chair is only acting on matters as they arise. There isno
amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana here except the amend-
ment printed in the RECORD for thé information of the House.

Mr. BAYNE. He can offer it after these others are voted upon.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by
the gentleman from California, which the Clerk will now report.

The amendment of Mr. McCKENNA was again reported.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkaunsas. I desire to offer an amend-
ment to that.

The CHATIRMAN. There is already a substitute pending. This is
an amendment to the original proposition.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Then I offer an amendment
to the amendment. That is surely in order.

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment already pending.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think the Chairshould first
submit the amendment to the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds some little difficulty in the mat-
ter, and therefore will first submit the amendment of Mr. MCKENNA,and
if that amendment is adopted then this amendment will not be perti-
nent, and if the amendment of the gentleman from California is de-
feated then this will be a pertinent amendment. After that the gen-
tleman can offer his substitute. The question is upon the amendment
pro by the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA].

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes
seemed to have it.

Mr. MOKENNA. Division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 111, noes 103,

Mr. McKENNA. Tellers.

Tellers were ordered.

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman
from California [Mr. McKENNA] introduced his amendment. That,
as I understand, was proposed to be amended by the gentleman from
Vermont, and to that I offered a substitute.

The CHAIRMAN. The point is made too late. By consent of the
committee, the Chair has submitted the votein the order that it is be-
ing taken.

Mr. KERR, of Towa. I tried to get the attention of the Chair.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. MCKENNA] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKIx-
LEY] as tellers,

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 115,
noes 134.

So the amendment was rejected.

[Applanse on the Republican side. ]

The CHATRMAN. The question recurs upon the amendment pro-
posed by the gentleman from Vermont, which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend schedule E, sugar, as follows :

On page 47, line 15, after *‘cane,” insert “or mnglo trees (producing sugar
testing not less than 75 degrees by the polariscope).

On 48, line 8, before ** or s ne,” insert ** le treea.”

And on same page, line 18, insert ‘‘maple trees’ after “beets;’ and in line
22, after ** beets,” insert ‘*maple trees.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the amend-
ment proposed by the tleman from Vermont.

Mr. SPRINGER. 1Is this the maple-sugar amendment?

The CHAIRMAN. Itis.

The question was put; and the Chair announced that the ‘‘noes "’
seemed to have it.

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 117.

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Tellers.

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, and Mr. Mc-
KINLEY were appointed.

The amendment was rejected—ayes 51, noes 95.

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the substitute proposed
by the gentleman from Iowa, to which the gentleman from Arkansas
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] offers an amendment,

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer an amendment to the original text, which
I believe is in order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that the question was on the
substitute of the gentleman from Arkansas, but the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] has offered an amendment to the original text,
which comes first in order. The amendment will be read.

The amendment was read, as follows:

Amend by striking out S8chedule E, sugar, commencing on line 9, page 47,
down to and including line 5, page 49.

Mr. HOLMAN. That strikes ont the bounty.

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN; and the
Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it.

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for a division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 137,

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand tellers.

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. HoLMAN and
Mr. McKINLEY.

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 86,
noes 132, .

So the amendment was rejected.

The CHATIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR].

The amendment was read, as follows:

On all sugars, all tank bottoms, all sugar drainings and sugar sweepings,
sirups of cane juice, melada, concentrated melada and concrete and concen-
trated molasses, polarizing 75 degrees or less, seventy-hundredths of 1 cent per
pound, and two-hundredths of 1 cent per pound for each additional degree.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the substitute proposed by
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE].

The Clerk read as follows:

BCHEDULE E.—SUGAR.

All sugars not above No.13 Dutch standard in color shall pay daty on their
polariscopic test as follows, namely :

All sugars not above No. 13 Duuﬂz standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups
e T

mo! v the no! E) pay a du

of ninely-fou—hmthl of ap:ent per pound, and for every aﬁditlonuf degree
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or fraction of a degree shown by the polariscopic test they shall pay three-
hundredths of a cent per pound additional.

All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the Dutch
stand &or eslor and pay & duty of one and seventy-nine-hundredths of a cent
"“}':E?n‘;’eé testing not above 56 degrees by the polariscope shall
2cents per gallon; molasses testing above 56 degrees pay a
per gallon.

Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the word ‘‘ Duteh’’ wherever it occurs. [Laughter. ]

The CHATIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by
the gentleman from Arkansas.

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to know whether I canoffer my
amendment now. I understand the rule to be that one amendment can
be offered to the pending measure and that an amendment can be of-
fered to a substitute for the entire subject-matter; but that, before the
substitute and the amendment to that substitute are voted upon, the
original matter shall be perfected. Now, it is my desire to perfect the
original matter before the substitute shall be voted upon, and itseems
to me that that is a question of privilege.

The CHAIRMAN. Itisnota guestion of privilege. Itisa ques-
tion of order. The gentleman may send up his amendment and have
it voted upon.

Mr. CRAIN sent the amendment to the desk. \

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from
Texas that the paper sent up by him is wholly unintelligible.

Mr. CRAIN. I will read it myself. It is intelligible to me.

The amendment was read, as follows:

At the end of line 21, page 49, add:

" SCHEDULE E.—SUGAR.

“That in case a bounty is paid on sugar, then, until July 1, 1905, there shall be
riated, to the pro-

paid, from any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise approp:
ducers of tobacco, corn, wheat, cotton, hay, prunes, eab| eggs, nuts, raisins,
hops, and potatoes a bounty of 2 wnmﬁgr pound, under rules and regula-
tions as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the sp?mx.l of the Secre-
tary of the Treasury,shall prescribe, and said products ghall be placed on the

free-list.
“The producer of said products to be entitled to said bounty shall ‘bm’? first
lace of pro-

filed with the Commissioner of Internal Revenue a notice of the
duction, with a general description of the mehlnerg and met to be em-
ployed by him, with an estimate of the amount of said products proposed to be
produ in the next ensuing yeéar and an application for a license to so pro-
duce, to beaccompanied by a bond in a penalty and with sureties to be approved
by the Commissioner of glr.ernal Revenue, conditioned that he will faithfully
rve all rules and regulations that shall be prescribed for such production of
gaid products.

“The Comm issi of Int 1 Revenue, upon receiving the application and
bond hereinbefore provided for, shall issue to the applicant a license to produce
said products at the place and with the machinery and by the methods de-
scribed in the application; but said license shall not extend beyond one year
from the date thereof.

“The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary
of the Treasury, shall from time to time make all needful rules and regulations
for the planting and cultivation of any of said products, and shall, under the
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, ex supervision and inspection

thereof,

“‘And for the payment of these bounties the Secretary of the Treasury is au-
thorized to draw warrants on the Treasurer of the United States for such sums
ns shall be necessary, which sums shall be certified to him by the Commissioner
of Internal Revenue, by whom the bounties shall be disbursed."”

[Laughter. ]

The amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN, The question recurs on the amendment of the
gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE].

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimous con-
sent that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] may
have two minutes to explain his amendment, which is a very impor-
tant one and offered in good faith.

Several members objected.

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of
Arkansas, and the Chairman declared that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask for a division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 78, noes 125.

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 demand tellers,

Tellers were ordered.

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 84, noes
126.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. COLEMAN. I move to amend by striking out paragraph 727,
page 120; in other words, my motion is to strike sugar from the free-list.

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. COLEMAN was re-
jected; there being ayes 36, noes 129.

Mr. MCKINLEY. I desire now to offer an amendment to another
part of the bill,

The CHAIRMAN. There is still an amendment pending to the
B[i%rmi{ sche%nle, an amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa

. KERR].

Mr. KERR, of Towa. I ask for a vote on the substitute which I
submitted.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will put the question on the substi-
tute offered by the gentleman from Iowa, which the Clerk has already
reported. The question is upon agreeing to that substitute.

Mr. HEARD. Let us have it reported.

The CHAIRMAN. It hasbeen reported; but if there is no objection
ihe Clerk will read it again.

vy a duty of
uty of 4 cents

Mr, FRANK. I object.

The amendment of Mr. of Towa, wad rejected.

Mr. MCKINLEY. Inow ask the Clerk toread the amendment which
I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

In paragraph 131,‘ line 17, page 21, strike out the word **fourteen” and insert
the word “ eleven.”

Inparagraph 132, line 21, strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu
thereof the word * forty."”

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let us hear the paragraph
as it will read if amended.
The Clerk read as follows:

131. Freestone, granite, sandstone, and other building or monumental stone,
except marble, unmanufactured or undressed, not specially provided for in this
act, 11 cents per cubic foot.

. Freest. , Eranite, dst , and other building or monumental stone,
except marble, not specially provided for in this act, hewn, dressed, or polished,
40 per cent, ad valorem.

Mr. FLOWER. Is that a reduction?

Mr, MCKINLEY. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I filed yesterday an amendment referring to the
section which has just been read. I would like to have a vote on it.

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments which were printed in the RECORD
for information are not in order until regularly offered.

Mr, MCMILLIN.” I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
McKINLEY | a question. While the amendment now pending reduces
the rate from what is proposed in the bill, does it not still leave it 100
per cent. higher than it is in the existing law?

Mr. McEKINLEY. All I can say to the gentleman is that we pro-
pose in the bill a duty of 14 cents per cubic foot, and this amendment
reduces it to 11 cents; and in lien of a duty of 50 per cent. ad valorem
proposed in the bill we make the duty 40 per cent.

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Can you not make it 307

Mr. McMILLIN. The duty is now 20.22 per cent. ad valorem upon
the articles enumerated in ph131. This amendment will make
the duty abont 100 per cent. higher than it is under the present law.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask a division of the ques-
tion. The amendment embraces two distinct propositions.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of the opinion that the amendment
is divisible. : :

Mr. McKINLEY. I offered the two propositions together in order
to save time.

The CHAIRMAN. The question will first be taken on the firs§
branch of the amendment.

Mr. BLAND. I move to put these articles on the free-list—

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand the motion of
the gentleman.

Mr. BLAND. I move to strike out ‘‘50 per cent.”” and insert ‘20
per cent.,’’ leaving the duty as at present.

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest that the amendment of the gentleman
will more properly apply to the second branch of the amendment.

Mr. BLAND. Mr, Chairman, we are about closing the action of
the House on this bill—

The CHAIRMAN. The question is npon agreeing to the first di-
vision of the amendment submitted by the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. BLAND. I want to submit a few observations.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman propose an amendment?
The Chair understood the gentleman to suggest an amendment to the
second proposition.

Mr. BLAND. I desire to be heard on my motion.

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope the gentleman may be heard for five
minntes if he desires.

[Mr. BLAND withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix.]
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MoRSE]

isrecognized.

Mr. MORSE. On Saturday last two gentlemen on the other side at-
tacked the duty on granite as fixed by this bill, the gentleman from
A]abama] [Mr. WHEELER] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
CARUTH].

The latter gentleman arraigned me in severe terms for going before
the committee and advocating thisincrease. He claimed it ‘‘ wasa tax
on the dead,’’ and also chanted the good old Methodist hymn about
‘“‘salvation’s free for yon and me,”’ and argued therefrom that building
stones, monuments, and gravestones should be the same.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I did go before the committee as charged, and
advocated this increased duty on granite, and I convinced the commit-
tee that it should be made, and I can convinee this House, if my time
will admit, and I can convince the gentleman from Kentucky, that this
inereased duty is not a tax on the dead, but is for the benefit of thou-
sands of living workmen, as honest a class of intelligent mechanics as
can be found in the country, who have petitioned for this increase.

I will go further and say that if this duty shall stand as reported by
the committee, and our workman shall be relieved from the competition
of the pauper labor of Italy, Scotland, and Eurepe, we shall not only

benefit our own manunfacturers and workmen, but we shall develop the

Al e
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t granite and marble quarries, not only of Massachusetts, Vermont,

e, and New ire, but of Virginia, Tennessee, Missouri,
Minnesota, the Dakotas, and other States, where the supply is inexhaus-
tible, and make gravestones and building material cheaper than ever,
besides giving additional employment to thousands of American work-

men.
Oh, how our Democratic brethren love the poor laboring man and
how they weep over his wrongs and sorrows. I eall the attention of
these gentlemen to the circnlar I will print with these issued
“by that great organization the Granite Cutters’ National Union, in
which they show the absolute necessity of an advance in the duty on
granite to a higher point than is fixed by this bill. They give con-
clusive and satisfactory reasons why this advance is absolutely neces-
gary to their protection.

This foreign granite is brought here as ballast, ab nominal freight,
and thus the labor of our stone-workers is brought into direct compe-
tition with the underpaid, poorly paid stone-workers of Europe.

Mr, Chairman, in the district which I have the honor to represent on
this floor are three cities; one of them, the cityof Quiney, having 12,000
or 15,000 inhabitants, has for its principal business the q ng and
finishing of granite for building, monumental, and other purposes.

This is not an infant industry, thongh I shall show that it needs pro-
tecting all the same. King’s Chapel in Boston was built one hundred
and fifty years ago, and was built from granite quarried in Quincy and
drawn there by the patient oxen; and from that day to this the business
has been carried on and increased, and has now ecome to give employ-
ment to a large number of workmen, and is engaged in by many dif-
ferent firms. There are 1,400 men employéd in this industryin Quincy
alone.

But my constituents are confronted by a new obstacle, namely, the
importation of foreign granite, which, Irepeat, is brought here as ballast
at nominal freight, anﬁ the workmen are brought into direet eompeti-
tion with the poorly paid and underpaid labor of Europe.

1 hold in my hand a petition of forty-nine firms engaged in this
business in Quincy, also from 691 granite workmen, asking that the
present duty of 20 per cent. may beincreased to 50 per cent., as ealled
for by this bill and which was reported by the Committee on Ways and
Means after hearing all sides, .

This increase is a necessary, just, and proper one, not only for the
protection of the inffastry in Quiney, but for the protection of the same
industry in all the New England and other States.

Now, what are the arguments against this duty? First, that this

, country does not afford the same eolored granite as Scotland, from
which place $49,950 of granite was imported to Boston alone, 10 miles
from Quincy, last year.

In answer I have to say that the thousands of yards of red granite
capping on the terrace upon the west side of this Capitol building give
the]ﬂg%o the statement that this conntry does not furnish as handsome
red graniteas is to be found upon the face of the earth.

I hold in my hand a sample of granite from Red Beach, Me., and I
invite the members of the House to confirm my statement by examin-
ing this beautiful sample of red granite, and I am told there is no limif
to the supply of red granite in Maine and elsewhere.

The opposition to this item in this bill comes from the printed cireu-
lar and petition sent out by importers of foreign granite to dealers in
this country, to be forwarded to members of Congress. This false and
lying circular contains the statement that this country does not con-
tain red granite equal to Scotch granite and gives the impression that
there is a scarcify of red granite for monumental and business purposes
in this country. E

The statement is ridiculous and absurd. The state-house at Des
Moines, Iowa, bas standing in the rotunda red granite columns, a most
magnificent and beautiful feature of the state-house, quarried at Gran-
iteville, Iron County, Missouri, and the member representing that sec-
tion of Missouri tells me that the red-granite quarries of Missouri at
that place are simply inexhaustible. Minnesota has large quarries of
red granite at St. &onﬂ and Ortonville, where the business of quarry-
ing and finishing is extensively carried on and where the supply is in-
exhaustible. Sioux Falls, 8, Dak., has beantiful red granite and ex-
tensive works for its manufacture. There are large gray granite quar-
ries near Richmond, Va., which are extensively worked.

Thus it will be seen that the protection afforded by this duty is by
no means sectional and by no means confined to New England.

Now, will not some gentleman tell me why we should bring rocks-

and stones 3,000 miles across the Atlantic Ocean? Pray, have we not
ledges and rocks enongh fn this country from which to quarry every
conceivable kind of material for building or monumental purposes?
There can be but one answer, and that answer is that these stones
can be wrought by the poorly paid, underpaid, and panper labor of
Europe cheaper than they can in this country, and cross the Atlantic
and be laid down in our markets for less than they can be quarried and
wronght here.
In the name of my constituents in Quiney, in the name of the honest
" workmen in that city, who are as industrious, intelligent, and thrifty a
class of mechanics as are to be found in the country, I ask that the duty
as fixed by the Committee on Ways and Means be allowed to stand.

Iam aware that a machine letter and circular have been sent by some -
of these importers of foreign granite to te dealers asking them to
write their members of Congress, or, if they have not time to write
them, to sign and forward a protest which they kindly inclose.

Now, I hope all that will be taken for what it is worth. The letter
accompanying this circular which T have here contains o misstatement
of facts, and had the facts been known I apprehend that few, if any,
protests would have been signed or letters written to members of Con-
gress on this subject.

I am told that one of these importers, who also buys American granite
of one of my constituenis, procured his signiiture by intimidation and
a threat of withdrawal of his patronage if he refused to sign; and I say
further that the New England protest against the passage of this higher
duty comes almost exclusively from importers of foreign granite,

I am told that the business of Jones Bros., who ap in the evidence
here as American manufacturers, is largely and principally in the im-
portation of foreign granite.

They say the red granite of this conntry fades. Will they not tell us
how much time it takes to have it fade? I venture the assertion that
no living man can testify to the assertion.

Yes; the American red granite will fade and so will foreign, but not
any to speak of until Gabriel’s trump shall sound; ‘' not until the ele-
menis melt with fervent heat and the works thereof are burned up.’

No, Mr. Chairman, I believe in American granite for American bnild-
ings and in Ameriean wages for American workmen, and hence I ask
that the duty as fixed by the Committee on Ways and Means, after the
most patient and exhanstive hearing, may be allowed to stand.

Mr. Chairman, under the permission of the House to print and in
answer to the circular offered by the gentleman from Kentuocky [Mr.
Carura], I caused to be printed in Saturday’s RECORD the following
eirenlar from one of the great labor organizations of the country:

OrwicE oF THE GrANITE CUTTERS' NATIONAL UNION
oF THE UXITED STATES OF AMERICA,
E Barre, VL, February 3, 1800,

Sm: Understanding that an effort is being made in the interests of importers
and foreign manufacturers to have the tariff on granite , Iam instructed
to prot gainst any ion whatever beiog made in the tariff on granite,
mannfiactured or unmanufaetured, and to ask you to use your influence to have
the tariff on the same increased to 60 per cent., The State you represent is in-
terested in the prosperity and development of the granite industry, and there-
fore we ask you to assist us against the unfair competition of foreign manufact-
urers. Monuments are being imported into this State from Europe cheaper
There are probably millions of dollars in-
State and to hand this trade over to
in the devel tof the £

ey

than ean be manufactured here.
vested in the granite this
foreign manufacturers, who have no i P ¥
is not wise statesmanship, and we you will, in so far as it lies in your

wer, ald us against those me es in the granite business who, for the
ew dollars they can make as importers, are endeavoring to destroy our trade
in this try. Onr fa are also handicap: in this matter by the
freight rates they arecompelled to pay, as the freight rate from Liverpool, x
land, to New York is 75 per cent. less than from Barre, V&, to New York, whi
you will readily perceive is a great advantage to foreign manufacturers over
ourown.

The foreign manufacturer ean undersell our own 30 per cent. at the present
tariff, and therefore we ask for an increase to 60 per eent., which we consider
only fair and just to preserve to Ameriean citizens the (reedom we enjoy, inas-
much as enterprising men who engage in busi must v havea cer-
tain profit to insure themselves against risks, and, if in unfair competition with
low-paid countries that profit is wiped out, then the workman must suffer by
reduced wages in order to meet that competition, and in all low-paid countries
the workmen are practically serfs, devoid of ambition, as you are well aware,
In our trade there are a class of wreckers whose only stock in trade consists of
an office-room, or desk-room in somebody else’s office, in some office building
in acity, a few designs, and a great deal of cheek. They have their so-called

genls ing the try, peling at aver{npomh with bona fide manu-
facturers who have hundreds of tl ds of dollars invested in quarries and
works which require a great amount of machinery, thus giving employment to
other trades besides our own, Yet these manufacturers who have thus invested
their capital are undersold b{ people whose whole eutfit would not feteh a hun-
dred dollars if sold at auction. Believing, therefore, in the old maxim that
“gharity begins at home,"” we believe that all, whether native-born or adopted
citizens, who have the prosperity of the ¥ ab heart should see to it that
our citizens are not impoverished by the unfai petition of these importers,
aswe hold that one manufacturer doing a legitimate business is worth more to
the country than fifty importers with their sheets of electrotyped or lithographed
designs, nd so0,in the interests of our e generally, many of whom are
your constituents, we ask you to assist us in raising the tariff so as to preserve
f:":l;rﬂvrages to our workmen, fair profits to our employers, and happy homes

Yours respectfully,

JOSIAH B. DYER, N. U. Secretary.

It is proper to repeat that I hold a petition from one single city in
my district bearing the signatures of 691 members of the above great
organization, praying for an advance of the duty on granite; and it is
proper to add further that since this bill was reported, increasing the
duty, with the prospect of relieving this great industry from foreign
competition, these men have demanded and secured from the manu-
facturers an advance in wages of 5 to 10 per cent.

1 desire also to submit the following communication, showing the cost
of American and foreign monuments and showing the necessity of the
increased duty as called for by this bill: ;

QuINCY, Apri! 2, 1800,

DEAR Sik: At a meeting of the Granite Manufacturers’ Association Inst even-
ing a portion of your letter to Mr. Shaw, referring to letter received from dealers,
stating that the resolutions sent you some time ai:me.. uﬁingnu adamue_i.n du-

ties on foreign-d granites, was read, and the prep and sig
as you will see, by forty-nine firms. There about sixty-five firms engaged
in the business here, certainly represents t

majorily in numbers, and &
very large majority in amount of ness, And of the buimon“owldhw
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gecured the names of all but four or five, who are interested in selling foreign

tes, if we have seen them, So that you will see that, as I wrote you
the resolutions before you practieally t the whole granite
industry here, in the published ediiion on revision of the tariff which you were

kind eno to send me,

on the subjects protesting against the i ked. The
four firms are all large importers of foreign nites, and while they deal in
'American granites the fact that they can supply the general demand for monu-
‘mental work with foreign granites when the native are not demanded,

at a much greater t to themselves, unquestionably influences their action
in this res at you may be able to make comparison of the cost of both
'gmll.u, inclose you designs of a few ordinary monuments and give prices
on same.

No. 318 is 3 feet 1 inch square, base 7 feet 6 inches high; is all polished,
composed of 5 piem';qpr!ea of same in Scotch granite, duty paid, de-

livered in New York $214.00
=====

In Quincy granite material 1d eost 5.00
Labor costu....... 225, 00
265.00

Add for profits, ete., 10 per cent %50

Cost in A

g

granite 291,

YWe can not afford to do business on this margin, but you can see the differ-
ence even at that.

No. 26 (4 pieces), 2 feet 2 inches square at bottom, 10 feet 8 inches high,
all polished ; price at New York in Scotch granite, duty paid.....ssms... $137.00
terial 25.25
Would cost in Quiney granite, labor. 156,00
181. 25
Ten per cent. 18.13
Cost in American granit 109.38

No. 25 (6 pieces), 4 feet 2 inches at base, 13 feet high, all polished except
drapery; price in Scotch granite in New York 760.00
..... 12L.00
uiney labaor, 784.00
per cent..... £ 90.50
Cost in American granite........... 990,50
—_ %

No. 21 (3 pieces), round, 2 feet 8 inches diameter at base, 8 fect 8 inches
high, polished where shaded; price in Scotch granite at New York.... 93.00
Material T 33.00
Ameriean labor 158, 00
TR POT CBNb..sreerrrrersaresssessssssnssisasarensinsson sarsaniassnsassnsassasgssa sasnen Nl 19.00
Cost in American granit 210.00

This last is hardly a fair sample,as being round they eut it by machinery
theralwhich not ha the machinery here we can notdo, but the others would
be cut and finished under the same conditions except as cost of Iabor,
or day pay. Thecase guoted by Jones Bros. isnota fair one, it one almost
entirely ont of the question, since little, if any, work of this kind is imported.
The ordinary run of monumental work is com of stone containin
5 to 20 eubie feet, costing in Barre granite 80 cents per foot; costing in Quincy
£l to §1L.20 foot; in Quinecy $L14 to §1.62 per foot. . So that we ha
no fear of the raw material, The proportionate cost of labor in the class of
work sent here is from five to six times that of the material, depending on the

whereas in the case mentioned by Jones it is about being simply a plain
tl:l:e Y without polish, of which I doubt there being twenty-five pieces received
re in a year.

I notiee by last night's paper an inerease on granite reported, so do not know
as this will be of serviee to you, but trust you may be successful in securing the
passage of the bill.

‘Yours, respectfully,

:

3

MWL:}'H. MITCHELL,
Hon. ELwran A, Morse, M. C,

I desire also to submit the following statement from forty-nine of
the granite manufacturers of Quincy to refute certain misstatements of
a few importers whose only interest in this great American industry is
the commission they get from the foreign manufacturers, and whose
only investments are sample pictures and price-lists of foreign monu-
ments and stone-work :

Quixcy, Mass., April 1, 1890,

DeAR S1e: Understanding that letters have been sent to you by individual

firms, bers of this iation, stating that the resolutions sent you % the

secretary asking for an increass in the duty on foreign granites do not fairly

represent the granite industry of this city, we take this means to contradict

that statement and state that by their signatures hereto they heartily support

the resolutions sent you, and renew their request foran increase of duty on for-
eign granites to 50 per ¢ent. ad valorem.

Mitchell Granite Works, M. Gratio Bros., 0. T. Rogers Granite Com-

earg, Milne Chalmers & Co., John Thompson & Sons, Field L.

Vild, McKenzie Patterson, William T. Spargo, Mclntosh & Son,

John 8, Pool, O'Brien & Co., Eleock & Sons, McDonnell & Sons,

Adams Granite Works, Turner & More, McGilloway & Jones,

Malnocte Broa,, Swithin Bros,, John Smith, T. F. Mannex, Biz-

zozero & Montl Faleoner & Marnock, McDonnell & Kelley,

Nieolls Granite Works, Thomas & Miller, Merry Mount Granite

Company, Allen 0. Walker, McDonnell & Cook, Norfolk Granite

pany, Burke Broa,, Miller & Leull, Frederick Field, Joseph

H. Vogel, brljﬁfr Richards Granite Company, McDonnell Bros.,

Joss » K- dwick & Son, C. H. Hardwick & Co., John Fal-

low & Sons, Lewis Dell & Co.. James F. Desmond, Jones & Des-

mond, James N. White, Daniel Adam V. & Son,

%:gkﬂr Bros., Fuller, Haley & Co., F. J. Fuller & Son, Carey
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Hon. ELzyamr A. MorsE, M. C.
‘While Ishould prefer a duty of 50 per cent., as first reported by the

committee, I shall be reasonably satisfied with the reduction to 40 per
cent. as proposed now by the committee, and think it will afford the
protection prayed for by my constitnents, but I ask my Republican as-
sociates to stand by me and resist any further reduction as proposed by
the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. .

I havestated before and repeat now that any tariff bill which we can
pass, owing to the conflicting interests in this great country of ours,
must in the nature of the case to some extent be a compromise. The
Committee on Waysand Means have given exhaustive and patient con-
sideration for days and nights, for w and months, and have brought
forth this measure. The tariff must be revised. The Republican party
promised in the last campaign that it should be revised on protection
lines. That policy bears hardly on some of the industries in my dis-
trict. There are idle heavy iron industries in my district and there are
those that say if they could have free coal and free iron from Canada
they could be run with profit. - :

Protection to these great interests of coal and iron in our coun
forbid free coal and free iron, and the committee in this bill have con-
tinued the protection principle towards thoseinterests. Inmy district
is located the largest cordage company in the world, the Plymouth
Cordage Company. They ask for free hemp. The hemp-growers in
this country demand protection, and this bill places a duty on hemp to
the injury of my constituents. I tell them, and tell them truly, that
I can not demand nor expect protection to the products of their facto-
ries unless I grant protection to the indnstries of other sections. Now
I ask, and think I have a right to demand, that this protection princi-
ple shall be extended to the great granite industry of my district.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amendment
of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. MOKINLEY].

The amendment was adopted.

The CHAIRMAN. The question recursupon the amendment of the
gentleman from Ohio in line 110, paragraph 129,

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I make the
motion to strike ont ‘‘forty?’ in the pfo?oaed amendment and insert
‘‘twenty,’”’ which leaves the duty precisely as it is under the existing
law.

This law, which is now the law of the land, was adopted in the in-
terest of protection. Everything in it was put as high—I was going to
say as the consciences of the Republican party would permit {langh-
ter], and I know of no English phrase that expresses more limitless
power and scope than that. Iknow of nothing that has happened since
1883 to the indusiry which is described in this clavse to require a
higher rate of protection than the present lJaw imposes. The freight on
it from abroad, the duty now upon it, is an ample protection for every
form of stone that really meets with foreign competition, and this in-
creased duty issimply to make a prohibitory duty against other classes
of stone which do not now compete with this stone and which ought
not now to be prohibited.

The motion made by the gentleman from Ohio is in the right direc-
tion, that is, to change the 50 per cent. ad valorem to 40 per cent., but it
does not go far enough. Itiscomparatively asmall matter as compared
with the sixty millions youn have taken from the public Treasury by tho
vote on sugar and is small compared with the increasing millions yon
are going to take out of the public Treasury and pay as bounties on sugar
and silk, and which must come out of the toil of men that produce other
articles. But still it is in the direction of protecting a comparatively
narrow industry in very small and few localities, of an article that
must be used, and where the protection is that which added to the
price of the article must be paid out of the industry of the comntry,
and that without a word of explanation as to the reason why it is in-
e 100 per cent. Hence I make the motion.

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, rose.

Mr, McKINLEY. Will the gentleman from Mississippi allow us to
take : vote on this question and take the floor on the next amend-
ment?

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Very well.

Mr. McMILLIN. Before passing from this question I desire to be
beard for a few moments. I will call aitention to a matter which occnrs
s0 frequently in this bill that I feel some stress should be laid upon it
before we finally pass it to-morrow. It will be observed that in this
section, 131, and the schedule that is prepared to accompany it the
rate of duty is given, namely, $1 per ton, the proposed rate 14 cents per
cubic foot; the number of tons imported for the fiscal year 1839 15,-
183.44, and the value $75,095, while the dutiesimposed on it amounted
to $15,183.44.

Then there is a statement that the duty estimated under this bill
will be only $15,183.44. Although the committee has doubled the
rate of duty, they put in astatementrepresenting that the duty colleeted
under this proj bill will be the same that was collected under the
present law. This note is appended to the bill:

The amount of duty eollected under the present law is inserted here, as there
are no quantities given in the importations from which the specific duties can
be computed.

And hence the statement of the gentleman from Ohio in t.hghg{nn-
ing of the debate and the schedules that have gone with this bill are
wholly misleading. There are no less than one hundred and twenty-
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five—indeed, Ishould speak with more aecuracy if I said one hundred
and fifty—propositions of a similar misleading character incorporated
in the bill, in which the same statements are given as to the results
that will low from it. These, when aggregated, will amount to not
less than $25,000,000, including the increased duty on fin-plate. This
$25,000,000 should be added to the $40,000,000 which the majority ad-
mit has been added to the schedules other than the sugar schedule by
this bill,

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Tell them that the evidence before
the Committee on Ways and Means shows that these stones are im-
ported in a rough state and give employment to a great amount of
American labor, The duty proposed by the committee is prohibitory,
and therefore it takes employment from American labor.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment,

. The question was put; and the Chair announced that the ‘““noes”
seemed to have it.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has the question been taken
on my amendment?

The CHAIRMAN. It has,

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentacky. We did not hear it.

The CHATRMAN. If gentlemen will observe order we will be able
to get along with business. The Chair put the vote, but it appears that
it was not understood, and the Chair will again put the vote on the
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, to strike out the word
*‘forty ?’ and insert ‘‘twenty."’

Thequestion was again put; and the Chairannounced that the “‘noes’’
seemed to have it.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 122,

So the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman
from Ohio to strike ount ** fifty '’ add insert ** forty.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. McKINLEY. I offer the following amendment:

- The Clerk read as follows:

Paragraph 50, page 28, line 25, strike out the worde ** 45 per cent. ad valorem'
and insert “7 cents per pound.”

Mr, McMILLIN, What section does that apply to?

Mr. MCKINLEY. On page 28, ph 150, line 25. This ap-
plies to tool steel. The duty under the bill as at present given is 45
per cent. ad valorem on steel that costs about 25 cents a pound. It
would make it from 12 to 12} cents. We have reduced it by this
amendment to 7 cents a pound.

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I expect to say
nothing new in discussing the tariff question, but I have listened with
a great deal of interest to the remarks that have been made, and note
that there seems to be so much stress put upon the products and re-
quirements of certain localities, without any regard to the general effect
of the tariff upon the country as a whole, that I feel that we had bet-
ter ask the lawyers to listen for a few minutes to the business side of
the question. If the protective-tariff system is to be maintained it
must be maintained in its entirety. The schedules must be so adjusted
as to meet the existing demands. It is a system of reciprocal benefit.

By its operation the plane of living in the United States has been
elevated to a higher standard than that enjoyed by any other country
in the world. Butlet that system once be snccessfully attacked atany
vital point and the whole structure must fall. This is very well under-
stood by the English economists and their emissaries in this country,
and hence we find them concentrating their forces on eertain points in
our line. Wool and lnmber are the favorite points of attack, and for
that reason the friends of protection must rally and stand united there,
Let the line once waver, and all is rnin and disaster.

Mr. Chairman, force free lnmber upon this country,and the lumber-
men will immediately demand free axes, free saws, and cheaper labor.
Take off the duty on woolen goods,and the manufacturers will demand
free wool, and so on throngh theschedules. Chaoswill reign, our pres-
ent system will be overthrown, and our conntry will yield its present
proud position of independence to one of dependence upon foreign man-
ufacturers, Does any reasoning man doubt that the price is governed
by the supply and demand? If yom wipe out the duty and increase
the demand for foreign goods, does any man doubt for a minute that
the price will be eventually raised ?

Take lumber, The coarser grades of lumber sell in this conntry for
$11 a thonsand. There is a specific duty of $2 a thousand on Iumber,
and the Canadian who seeks a market in this country must lay his
lumber down at the borderat §9. Does any practical business man or
any one but a wild dreamer, reveling in free-trade theories, imagine
after this duty is repealed that the Canadian is going right along sell-
ing his lumber in the United States for $9 when he can get $§11? The
result will be that the Canadian manufacturers will get the benefit of
that $2 instead of the United States Treasury, and the amount of deficit
that this leaves will have to be made up by direct taxation from the
people. And while on this subject of lumber I want to call attention
to a provision in this lumber schednle which I think will have the
effect of curing an abuse practiced by the Canadian Government.

For years Michigan has been denuded of her finest timber, cak and

pine, to be shipped unsawed to Canada and Europe, until to-day the
ship-builders and manufacturers of Michigan are obliged to import their
oak from outside the State; and now the Canadian Government has
levied an export duty of $2 a thousand npon logs brought into this coun-
try to be sawed. This schedule provig; that where this is done the
amount of the export duty on logs shall be added to our import duty on
sawed lumber. This will have the effect, I believe, of causing Canada
to repeal the duty at once,

Mr. Chairman, I am a ship-builder, and every article Iuse in the con-
struction of a steel or wooden ship carries a tariff duty. Iexpend $2,-
000,000" annually for labor and materials. My labor is nsive by
reason of the wages paid to labor in surrounding protected industries,
If T considered the tariff a tax, which I do not, I would say that my
average tax on labor and material was 25 per cent., or $500,000 a year.
If this is a tax I want to pay it. Why? Because, being a practical
man, who has had some small measure of success in his business, and
not a theoretical political economist or a demagogue from some remote
section of the United States, looking only for the vantage of some par-
ticular staple, I see that if I get my free materials and cheap labor the
demand for my boats is gone.

The original cost of a boat is but a minor item; itis the guaranty of
business after a boat is built that invites capital to investment in ship-
building. The same theory upon which I work governs the farmer
(and if my friends on the other side of this House think he does not
understand this question they are mightily fooled); if the parrot-like
repetition of *‘ the tariff'is a tax’’ makes any impression upon him at
all he is guick to see that it is to his advantage to pay that tax in or-
der to secure for himselfa sure market.

But he is too intelligent to be misgnided. He hasseen, year by year,
a reduction in the price of every article he uses and a nding
increase in the price of his products, with the exception of the past few
years, when a surplus of grain has been raised to be dumped into an
already overcrowded market. And the farmer sees plainly that the
mmedzy for this decline in price is not in sending still more products to
these ‘‘ markets of the world '’ to further bear down prices, but to en-
large his home market so as to take up this surplus of agricultural
products.

I am thankful, Mr. Chairman, that my mind has not become nar-
rowed in the study of these questions. I am thankful that I can meas-
ure the greatness and glory of this country by a higher standard than
the size of a dollar. We are not a cheap people, and no effort of the
English manufacturers, headed by their shrewdest statesman, backed
by a subservient and subsidized press in this country and the votes of
a powerful political party anxious to repay the debt of Confederate
bonds to British holders, can make us =o.

The animus of the opposition in this debate has been directed against
the manufacturers of this country.

To hear the Democratic members of this House talk one would im-
agine that the manufacturers were a band of robbers, and, instead of
the fierce competition among them which we see on every hand, that
they were united in one monster head to devour the people. Accord-
ing to the average Democratic orator the American manufacturer has
no rights worth respecting and the quicker we subdue his haughty
spirit the better. The truth is, Mr. Chairman, as everybody knows,
that the great fortunes that have been made in this country, with one
or two exceptions, have not been made through protected industries,
but through the oil trade, imports, stocks and mines, and real estate.

The vast majority of manufacturers to-day are working on borrowed
capital, paying honest wages to an army of workmen, and increasing
their plants under this American system of protection. Wipe it ont
and witness the universal destruction of our industries. Watch the
flames go out in our farnaces, the tall factory chimneys crumble and
totter; watch the army of prosperous workmen retire suddenly to the
fields to increase our production of *‘ cottonand grain at lower prices,”’
or standing idly by to be fed by the hand of charity. This picture isnot
a fancy sketch, but an illustration from the pages of history. Every
time you have tried free trade in this country yom have experienced
the like result. Can we never profit by the experience of a former
generation ? Must'a Walker be followed by a Mills in each stage of
our history ?

The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr, DockERY ] has submitted a table
in which he attempts to show that the laborer is not protected in the
same proportion as the manufacturer. He says that the average wages
paid to the laborer in 1850 was §244 and the value of his products was
$1,063; in 1860 the average wages were $288, and value of production
$1,438; in 1870 theaverage wages $377, and the value of products §2,060.
He says the rate of increase of product for one man is greater than the
increase of his wages.

Of course this is so, and any man who reasons will be quick to sce
the cause, which lies in the improved methodsand appliances of manu-
facture, the result of Yankee genius, which would never have had a
chance for development under the system of free trade advocated by the
gentleman and his party. But the difference of these figures does nof
show the profits of the manufacturer, becanse material enters very largely
into the manufacture of any product. Also, there is an expense ac-
count, insurance account, and shrinkage account; all of which com-
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bined bring down the profits of the average manufacturer to a legiti-
mate and proper basis.

But a free-trader should never have introduced those figures into his
speech; they represent too glaring a contrast between the increase in
the average wages paid between the decade of free trade from 1850 to
1860 and the period of protection from 1860 to 1870. If our wagesare
not higher than in England and the opportunities in life for working-
men not better, why is it that the tide of emigration isin this direction ?
‘Would men leave the home of their childhood, the traditions of their
fathers for a new home amongst strangers unless material benefits were
to be gained? And thissilly talkabout the American laborer not being
protected against the panper laborer.

‘When a man becomes a citizen of thiscountry does he not become an
American laborer, does he not become a consumer of American prod-
ucts, and does his toil not go to the development of our resources ?
Thedifference between protection and free trade is that under the former
policy the foreign capitalist and laborer to secure an opening in our
market are forced to come here and increase our wealth, while nnder
the latter or Democratic policy they wonld remain at home and send
their produocts to us to be paid for in *‘ cheap grain and cotton,”’ to
quote from Gladstone. Under the tariff system we are the peers of any
nation in the world; under the free-trade policy we would become the
‘“hewers of wood and the drawers of water '’ for the British manu-
facturer, and in case of war with that country we would beatiheir mercy.

The tariff is a tax upon the importer, levied to protect home manu-
facturers, much the same as a tax is levied by cities upon roving ped-
dlers for license to sell goods. They pay neither rent nor taxes to help
maintain the city, and the authorities say to them that if they want
to compete with the merchants who are residents of that city, whose
wealth is a part of the wealth of all the people, whose prosperity is for
the benefit of their neighbors, they must pay something to the city for
the privilege, which tax will reduce the burdens of the people just so
much and at the same time afford protection to the merchants against
cheap competition.

The Democratic party is wasting a great deal of sympathy in this
disenssion on the farmers of the country, as the victims of this iniqui-
tous policy of proteclion, forced on them by the Republican party. I
think the farmer understands this question better than his self-ap-
pointed champion. The farmer knows that he must look for better
times, not by groping after an opening in the crowded markets of the
world, but through the extension of his home market, and this he knows
can only be accomplished by a reduction of imports and an increasein
manufactures.

The farmer sees the henefit of a home marketin the increased value
of farming lands in counties where manufacturing has been developed
over those counties that are purely agricultural. In the former the
farmer has a market at his door, not only for his wheat, corn, and oats,
but for his butter, poultry, eggs, small fruits, and the perishable prod-
uets which form such an important part of the small farmer’s wealth,
The same rule that applies to the county applies to the country at
large, Upon the same principle that induces men in new towns to of-
fer a bonus for the establishment of factories in their midst, the Gov-
ernment guaranties protection from the ruinous competition of Euro-
pean paunper labor to the men who will establish and maintain fictories
- in this country.

‘What is protection? Call it by what name you will, tariff, subsidy,
or bounty, whether exercised on land or water, it is the same fostering
care given by the parent government to her infant industries for the
benefit of the people of the whole country in their competition with the
people of other countries.

England protected her manufacturers by tariff until they could defy
competition, and then she proceeded to protect her shipping by sub-
sidies, and has continned that policy until this day, when she controls
more than half the shipping of the world.

Our Government subsidized its railroads, and to-day owns half the
miles of railroad in the world, which we control through the wise pro-
visions of the interstate-commerce law, and by competition have forced
an equitable and uniform adjustment of freights. And I would like
to say in ing that hardly any single measure that has passed Con-
gress in the last few years has worked such advantage to the agricult-
urists of the West and the manufacturers all over the conntry as the
interstate-commerce law.

By meansof the competition of the great trunk-lines from the East to
the West through freight has been reduced to a fairly remunerative
basis, and the interstate law has stepped in to prevent the benefit of
g& competition being lost in local freight by the long and short hanl

use,

Mr. Chairman, the question has often occurred to me, if the tarift
on our imports is not paid by the foreign manufacturers, why it is
they so strongly object to the levying of such duties. If the Ameri-

can consumer pays the duty it ought to make no difference to the for--

eign manufacturer. He certainly does not object through sympathy

for us, And, Mr. Chairman, you will find that our friends across the

water are more candid among themselves when discussing our tariif

Ehau their allies in this country are when discussing a tariff bill in this
ouse.

The Democratic voters tell us that the tariff is in the interest of the
‘‘robber barons’’ and against the interests of the people. The English-
men tell each other, however, that the American tariff is in the inter-
est of the American people and against ihe interests of England. When
it was proposed to place a duty on tin-plate sufficient to enable Amer-
ican manufacturers to get a start in the production of this most im=
portant necessity, the Tories of this country immediately raised the cry
that the poor workingman's dinner-pail was to be taxed for the bene-
fit of the *robber barons.’”” The wail for the poor workingman has be-
come common in this country. Thissame cry was raised when it was
proposed to place a tariff on ealico, selling at 50 cents a yard.

The “ robber barons™ proceeded to take advantage of this tariff and
by competition among themselves reduced the price to 5 cents a yard.
The same pitiful ery went up, and the Republican party was abused
as the friend of monopoly, when it placed a tariff on steel rails manu-
factured in England and sold in this country at $80 aton. The ‘' rob-
ber barons’’ again went to work and succeeded in reducing the price
as low as $25 a ton, and made it possible to build the thousa of
miles of railroad which have played such an important part in the de-
velopment of this country.

‘We could never have stood the drain of gold necessary to purchase
these rails manufactured abroad. Toshow the difference between the
refreshing candor of our friends on the other side in discussing these
questions and the demagogy of their allies in the Democratic party, I
wish to quote the following article from the London Iron and Steel
Trades Journal of April 12:

The most important item in the proposed new schedule is that affecting tin=
plates. The duty is now 1 cent per pound and the suggested lariff is 2centsand
2,10 cents per pound. If this is carried, the occupation of three-fourths of those
engaged in the tin-plate trade will be gone, and our manufacturers and their
workmen, if they continue in the business, must employ their capital and ex-
perience on the other side of the Atlantie,

The great obstacle to tin-plate making on a large scale in the States isthe en-
tire absence of cheap female labor, so necessary in the industry and so abun-
dant in Wales, but if the enormous duty of 12s. a box is adopted pomlhl?' the
labordifficnlty may be gottenover. Until the bill is aetually passed we shall con~
tinue to believe that the people of Ameriea will refuse to impose upon the con-
sumers of tin-plates this enormous tax, Tin-plates can not ibly be madein
the States so cheaply as they can be in this country: the exmgduty is ample
proof of this, and to abolish the duty entirely would be more appropriate than
to increase it.

Our English friends and their allies, the Democratic party, insist
that we should raise more cheap wheat and cotton to be exchanged for
cheap manufactures in foreign markets. Did they ever compute how
many millions of bushels of wheat it would have taken to exchange for
the tons of steel rails laid in the United States during the last twenty

ears ¥ 2

One of the favorite arguments against protection in this country is
that through its inflnence ourshipping isparalyzed. This, Mr. Chair-
man, is pure nonsense, and I cannot help but think that gentlemen
know it to be nonsense when they advance it. :

Our shipping on the coast and on the lakes is growing at a phenom-
enal rate, We are building our own ships, sailing them between
American ports and carrying American products. In this trade we are
amply protected and if the Government would offer the same protection
to American ships in the foreign trade asshe does to the vessels in the
coast and lake trade, the Stars and Stripes wonld flash upon every sea
and our manufacturers would not need free raw material to lay their
products down in every promising market in competition with the rest
of the world. But, in strange contrast to our liberal policy in develop-
ing our internal commerce, we have pursuned a niggardly and short-
sighted policy in regard to our foreign shipping interests.

England in 1840 to subsidize her vessels owned by private
companies, to enable them to cut rates and drive the shipping of every
other nation from the sea, and in this she has nearly succeeded.

In our case we are completely at her mercy; but France and Germany,
in order to meet this rninous competition, have adopted like taetics,
and are to-day giving liberal subsidies to encourage foreign ship:

In some cases the English subsidy has amounted to a guaranty of divi-
dend, and in an official report dated July 20, 1870, I find this signifi-
cant passage:

By the terms of the contract concludded with the Peninsular and Oriental
Steam Navigation Company on the 19th of November, 1567, the subsidy to be paid
the company is set down at £400,000 (nlom.cm)a year, with a stipulation, on
the one hand, that whenever the annual income of the company from all sources
does not admit of the payment of a dividend of 8 per cent. on the capital em«

loyed the subsidy shall be increased by so much, subject to a limit of £100,000
$500,000), as is required to make up such a dividend; and on the other, &
whenever the increase is sufficient to allow a dividend exceeding 8 per cent, to
be declared the company shall pay to the Postmaster-General one-fourth of the
€XCess,

‘What American eapitalist will invest his money in even *‘ free ships’’
and run them in competition with lines so protected and insured from
loss by the English Government? Iftheshipswere given toan American
company outright under our present conditions with the difference of
taxation, labor, ete., I very much doubt if they could run in compe-
tition with these subsidized lines. .

It certainly does not speak very well for the credit of our Govern-
ment that our mails are being carried in Englishbottoms. The money
that is given to the Cunarders each year for the transportation of Amer-
ican mails had much better be increased and used to establish Amer-
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ican lines, so that in case of war we wounld have something to depend
upon, something to cope with these greyhounds of the ocean, changed
by magic at the bidding of the English Government into formidable
* cruisers for the swift transportation of armies and the munitions of war.

Mr. Chairman, there is no method of raising money for the General
Government that falls so lightly on the people as that of levying tariff
duties npon imports of articles manufactured in this country. For
gl_ne years to come it will be necessary to raise large sums of money in

is L

W:agnat adopt a more liberal policy of paying pensions. The
people promised the veterans at the close of the war that for their
deeds oF heroism and patriotic devotion to country they should never
want. The time is creeping along when many of that grand army of
veterans are experiencing very hard times. Many of them are unable
to earn a livelihood by reason of wounds or insidious disease the origin
of which they are unable to prove by the technical rules of our present
laws, The people must redeem their pledges to these men, but if the
money has to be raised by direct taxation I fear this will never be done.

The great work of cleamui' and broadening the internal water ways of
commerce has been undertaken by the Government and shonld be car-
ried out, but it will not be if the money for this purpose has to be raised
by direct taxation.

It is absolutely necessary, if we are to adopt a more liberal policy of
pensions, build navies, and improve our internal water ways, to raise
all the money provided for in this bill.

The tariff is a manifold blessing and should not, for the present at
least, be abandoned. Under this system the money necessary to run
the Government is raised with the least possible inconvenience to the

le,and besides it forms a sea wall around our coast and protects us

m the flood of foreign importations and enables us to work out our

own salvation, and through home competition to bring down the

ce of every necessity and luxury to a fairly remunerative basis.
Applause, ]

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I want to call the attention of
the House to the fact that this is more than double the present specific
tax upon this article. Thisis an increase of the specific tax of more than
dounble, and that without any explanation by the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means as to the necessity for it.

Mr, BAYNE. You are mistaken about that.

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We have had no explanation
that I have heard.

1 want to say to gentlemen who have convictions of conscience,
with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, who addressed the House a day or
two ago, that they ought to join with the Democraticside of the House
in demanding some statement of the cost of labor in whose name these
taxes are laid. I say to this House that when they take the testimony
they will not find in this book from lid to lid a single examination
where any Republican member of the Committee on Ways and Means
has sought to determine the cost of production in this country as com-

with the cost of production in other countries. They have not
thus sought to determine the duty to be fixed on the product under
our tariff laws.

The stereotyped inquiry on the part of the majority of the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means was, *“ What do you want; what will suit
you?” and in not a single instance has there been an analysis to de-
termine the duty upon the basis of the comparative cost of production,
and nobody knows that better than the gentleman who now stands up
and addresses me.

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman permit me to say that the duty
on Mushet steel—and that is what is sought to be amended by this
provision—is now $250 a ton and at 45 per cent. ad valorem. This will
reduce it over $100 per ton. Itis alarge reduction from the 45 per cent.

alorem provided for in that section.
Yourefer to what

ad v

Mr. BUECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Precisely.
is provided for in this section of the present bill. But under the pres-

ent law the rate is 3} cents a pound, and now yon propose to make it

- 7 cents a pound. There is not a rate in the present law that Mr. Mor-
RILL and the other originators of the tariff did not state was in ex
cess of the needs of and were only asked for the wants of
the Government, and not for protection.

There is no one rate in the present law except increases in 1883 or a
little earlier that was not adopted by the early Republican
with an apology and based solely upon the plea that it was needed
temporarily for the wants of Government; and yet gentlemen come
here with general statements about this tariff. Your guresant rate as
proposed by the pending amendment is more than double the specific
rate of duty upon this article under the present law, and no attempt
is made to giveastatement of the cost of production. I have thought,
sir, that we should not vote upon these proposed increases of taxes
without some statement of a practical character about them.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MCKINLEY. I offer the following amendment:

The Clerk read as follows:

the 5 " add :

315, line 14, mnm confectionery "t-ln following

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Let the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means explain.

Mr. MCKINLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR].

Mr. GEAR. That is a defectin the law. This isto prevent its com-
ing in under the classification as confectionery, ins of what it is—
commercially known as sweetened chocolate. It does not apply to the
rates at all.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr, Chairman, I rise to ask
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means how many amend-
ments are in that widow’s cruse of oil, that never seems to give out,
that he seems to havein his desk?

i Mr. MCKINLEY. If my good friend will patiently wait he will
Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am very patient, but m
friend from Ohio said to us on Saturday that that was the last amend-
ment {he committee had, and we put that in the REcorp until Mon-
day morning. And now it is Tnesday evening and the gentleman seems
to have an unlimited supply of amendments, and I would like to know

how many more there are ?

Mr. McKINLEY. That statement was quite correct at the time it
was made.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman tell me
how perfect he thinks a bill is that has so many amendments to be of-
fered by the gentleman who prepared it that he does not even acknowl-
edge thenumber? [Criesof “* Vote!?’ ‘‘Vote!’']

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Did they not do it daily with the
Mills bill? Now, let the boys have a ce.

The question was put; and the Chair announced that the ‘“ayes”
seemed to have it. The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. McKINLEY. Ioffer the following amendment.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As we can not find how many
amendments there are; and as the gentleman permits no discussion, I
move that the committee rise.

Thequestion was put;and the Chairman announced that the * noes
seemed to have it.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division! We get no satis-
faction; we ?“ no information as to how many amendments there are;
we are not allowed to ask any questions, or at least our questions are
not answered except by a ery of ** Vote!'" **Vote!'!

Mr. McKINLEY. I supposed the gentleman’s inquiry was a play-
fol one. It seemed to me so when he made it, and that is why I re-
plied as I did. I have no objection to telling the gentleman, if he
makes the inquiry in earnest, just how many amendments there are
remaining. There are five committee amendments yet to be offered.

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Why can not the committee
take a recess until half past 7 or 8and then come back here and discuss
these amendments properly and decorously ?

Mr. McKIN . I think it is better to dispose of them now while
we are all present. g

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of
Kentucky; and there were—ayes 78, noes 114,

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I demand tellers.

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. BRECKIN-
RIDGE, of Kentucky, and Mr. McKINLEY. ” .
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 51,

noes 103.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. McKINLEY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk.

The amendment was read, as follows:

Paragraph 420, line 23, add at the exnd of the line the following :

“Plain paper for photographer's use, not alb ized or si
cent. ad valolem."”

Mr. McKINLEY. I want to say to the committee that this is a re-
duction of the rate of duty on the paper used by photographers.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How does it compare with the
rate under the present law ?

Mr. MCKINLEY. I believe this article is not classitied under the
present law.

Mr. DORSEY. The dutly is 25 per cent. under the existing law.

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to
that amendment.

The amendment was read, as follows:

Tnsert after paragraph 421 the following:

“ Paintings, in oil or water colors, and statuary not otherwise provided for, 30

r cent, ad valorem. But the term ' . a8 used l_{a the laws :—ww‘r Ln
tood: 0

ree imposing duties on foreign importations, shall be
professional productions of a statuary or of a sculptor only.”

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on that
amendment that it is not germane. It relates to a different subject

and a different ph.

Mr. HOLMAN. i wish to be heard upon that, It is true that the
provision is not under the head of *‘ Art,’’ but it belongs to the same
subject-matter to which thie proposition of the committee presented b;
the chairman [Mr. McKINLEY] relates, the same general class whici
embraces books and other publications.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

d, 15 per
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The amendment of Mr. MOKIN’LEY was agreed to,
Mr. McKINLEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk.
The amendment was read, as follows:

Strike out paragraph 458 and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“*Gloves of all descriptions, composed wholly or in part of kid or other leather.
whether wholly or partly manufactared, shall pay duty at the ratesfixed in con-
nection with the following specified kinds thereof, 14 inches in extreme length,
when s ed to the full extent, being, in each case, heraby fixed as the stand-
ard, and one dozen pairs as the basis, na.melf Ladies' and children's smaschen
of said length or under, $1.75 per dozen; ladies’' and children's lamb of said
Ian‘!zlh or under, £2.25 per dozen ; ladies’ and children’s kid, of said length or

er, §3.25 per dozen ; ladies’ and children’ s suedes, of said length or under.
50 per cent. ad valorem; all other ladies' and children's leather gloves and
mon s leather sfl.oves of said length or under, 50 per cent. ad valorem ; allleather
gloves over 14 inches in length, 50 per cent. ad valorem, and in addition to the
above rates there shall be Ea!d on all men’s gloves §1 per dozen; on all lined

gloves, $1 per dozen ; on all piqué or frick seam F!oval. 50 cents perdamn on
all e.:n'bm?e loves with more than three ngle strands or cords, 50 cents
ided, That all gloves represented to be of a kind or grade

g:lr dozen pair*
ow tbe[r actual kind or grade shall pay an additional duty of §5 per dozen

Mr SPRINGER. I desire to oppose that amendment. I will ask
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] to explain what would be
the effect of this proposed change.

Mr. McKINLEY. The effect of this amendment is to reduce the
duty below the rate proposed in the bill. We have made all the rates
e;fedﬂc in this amendment. On some grades it may raise the duty a

ttle, but on others it lessens it.

Mr. SPRINGER. Will it increase the rate?

Mr, MCKINLEY. Not on the general line.

Mr, EPRINGER. Can the gentleman state what would be the
probable ad valorem increase ?

Mr, PAYNE. There will be aulxght increase on the average ad va-
lorem rate on those of 14 inches in length. The others will remain as
ab present.

r. BPRINGER. Whymthiaohmgepmpmd from the rate con-
tained in the bill as reported ?

Mr. MCKINLEY. I willsay tothe gentleman that this change is pro-
posed for the better administration of this particular section of the bill,
There has been much undervaluation in the glove trade. Very great
complaint has been made by reputable merchants, such as Marshall
Field & Co. and Arnold, Constable & Co., of the uncertainty of im-
portation, by reason of our ad valorem rates, and those reputable mer-
chants have requested us to make these duties specific, so that when
they are engaged in the business of importing these gloves honestly
they may know that there is not some disreputable consignee who is
bringing them in at an undervaluation and is therefore able to under-
gell the honest merchant.

Mr, SPRINGER. Will notthis largely increase the ad valorem rates
upon the cheaper goods while it lessens the ad valorem rateson the
higher priced goods?

r. PAYNE. No. .

Mr. MCKINLEY. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE],
who has had very much to do with this schedule, informs me that the
change will reduce the rate on the lower grades.

Mr. SPRINGER. How ecan it reduce the rate on the lower grades
when tgut a duty of so much per dozen which applies to both the

e low grades?

r. PAYN E. On gloves under 14 inches in length we put a specific
duty. The average duty acco: to the re the com-
mittee was less than 35 cent. Under the existing law it is 50 per
cent. Now we simply make the duty specific in order to avoid the
frauds that have been practiced, so that while we have had a duty of
50 per cent. we have really collected less than 35 percent.; that being
the concarrent testimony of the manufacturers, the importers, and the
merchants.

Mr. SPRINGER. Where did yon get that informahon? I do not
find it in the printed book.

Mr. PAYNE. We have had hearings for the last two or three days,
or rather nights, in reference to this, and the importers, the maufact-
urers, and the officials were all represented before the committee and
concurred in this proposition.

Mr. McMILLIN. I believe those hearings have not been before the
full committee, have they ?

Mr. PAYNE. They have been before the members of the commit-
tee who offer these amendments now.

Mr. McMILLIN. I have not heard anything of them.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr, SPRINGER. My time has been so much oucnpied by other gen-
tlemen I have had no opportunity to speak myself.

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move ‘to amend by strik-
ing out the last word. These amendments are coming in as the amend-
ments of the Committee on Ways and Means. It might aid us very
much if the gentleman from Ohio when he rises to offer an amendment

would say whether it is unanimously recommended by the committee
upon examination by the committee in a full meeting. That state-
ment might save us some time and trouble. Do we understand that
to be the case in this particular instance?

Mr. MCKINLEY., This is not the unanimous recommendation of
the committee.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentu I yield the ma‘mdu' of my
time fo the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Brnmmm]

The CHATRMAN. The quest.ion is npon the amendmant offered by
the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ihaveyielded the mmainﬁar
of my five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is aware that
the Chair, at the beginning of this debate, announced that the rule
would be enforced and that no gentlaman occupying the floor would
be permltted to yield his time to another gentleman.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then will my friend from
Tilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] ask me the question in regard to which he
desires information, and I will in turn put the question to the gentle-
man on the other side. [Laughter.]

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire tosay—

- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has yielded the
oor.
t::l':‘ BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky.
u

The{CB'A]I{M.A_‘T. The gentleman yielded the floor and can not re-
sume it.

The qumtion being taken on the amendment of Mr. MCKINLEY, it
was

Mr. MCK_INLEY I offer the amendment which I send to the desk.

Mr. COWLES, I desire to raise a point of order on the amendment
justsent up. There are several amendments already pe.ndmg—-

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman’s point of
order as soon as the amendment sent to the desk has been read.

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. MCKINLEY, as follows:

Strike out paragraph 573 and insert the following:

Fish the product of American fisheries and fresh or frozen fish caught in fresh
waters, except salmon.

Mr, SPRINGER. I desire to oppose that amendment.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
CowwLes] will state his point of order.

Mr. COWLES. My pointof order is this: There dre several amend-
ments which were introduced last evening and were considered as pend-
ing; they have not been acted on yet. I insist that no member on this
floor—not even the gentleman from Ohio, though he be the chairman
of the Committee on Ways and Means—has a right to snatch away
from members their opportunity to have their amendments acted on.

The CHAIRMAN. The conclusion of the gentleman would be cor-
rect if his premises were not wrong. The amendments to which he
refers were not considered as pending.

Mr. COWLES. They are considered as pending; the RECORD so
shows. I merely want them to come up in regular order.

The CHAIRMAN. The order of the committee last night was that
those amendments might be published in the RECORD for information.
So far as being acted upon, they occupy no better position than if they
were in the desks of members,

er:i COWLES. The RECORD says they are pending subject to points
ol order,

The CHAIRMAN. The RECORD shows that the gentleman's own
amendment was considered pending and that has been disposed of by
a vote of the Committee of the Whole.

Mr. COWLES.: That is not the amendment to which I allude; there
is another amendment——

Mr, McKINLEY. The amendments to which the gentleman refers
were only printed in the REcorD for information.

Mr, COWLES. No, sir; they were considered as pending.

llaT]m CHAIRMAN. The Chair will read from the REcorD what took
place:

Mr. McMiLLix, Iask unanimous consent that gentlemen who desire to om
moéndmenh may be permitted to present them now and have them printed in

ECORD.
Mr. S8avers, I was about to make that reques
Mr. McKixrey. I hope that will be done, mdthumml leave will be given

I have not lost my five min-

to have amendments printed in the RECORD,
The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the request of the gentieman from Ten-
~ billti? print dments in the RECORD to be offered paragraph 111 of
the
There was no ohjection.

That disposes of the question of order. The question is now u
the motion of the gen&emn from Ohio to amequd. -

Mr. McCREARY. I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKIN-
LEY] to give us some information as to why he desires the change
which this amendment pr

‘Mr, McKINLEY. I yield tothe gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING-
LEY], who is very familiar with this subject.

Mr. DINGLEY. The change in this provision, which is made by
agreement of all the fishing interests on the lakes, is simply for the pur-
pose of allowing all fish caught upon the lakesor in other fresh waters
to be admitted free of duty., The provision as reported in the bill pro-
vided simply that fish canght by Americans in the open waters of the
lakes forming the boundary between the United States and Canada
should be admitted freeof duty. But this change has been made so as
to admit all fresh-water fish free of duty except salmon,

Mr. MCADOO. Does that include Canadian fish ?
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Mr. McCREARY. Why do you exclude salmon ?

Mr. DINGLEY. Because they are the product of our own lakes and
rivers, and we can produce them ourselves.

Mr. McMILLIN. It allows fish caught by British vessels to come
in free, the same as by American vessels, then?

Mr. DINGLEY. It allows all fresh-water fish to come in free of
duty.
Myr. McMILLIN. That is what I mean; it allows fish caught and
brought here by British vessels to come in just the same as on Ameri-
can vessels?

Mr. DINGLEY. It is simply the present law under the existing
tariff, so far as the lakes are concerned. It changes nothing in that

regard.

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then why is it recommended here if it changes
nothing ?

Mr. DINGLEY.

law.

Mr. SPRINGER. Will this increase fhe trade with Canada? For, if
g0, I am in favor of it

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to strike out the last
word. I want to ask the gentleman from Ohio if he proposes to give
an opportunity to this side of the House to offer amendments after he
has offered the committee amendments; and, if so, when?

Mr. MCKINLEY. Why, gentlemen have had ample opportunity
for offering their amendments.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. When?

Mr, McMILLIN. I move to strike out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas has that motion

nding.

PeMr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will submit to the gentle-
man to make a statement * . me, and I will yield to him for a ques-
tion. IT "

Mr, McMILLIN. Iwanttoreply tothe laststatement of the gentle-
man from Ohio. He says that tgem has been ample opportunity for
those opposed to the bill to offeramendments. I undertake to say, and
every member of the House exctyt the gentleman from Ohio will bear
witness to the fact, that there has been no opportunity whatever of-
fered to amend the most of this bill. More than one hundred pages of
it remain and will remain untouched. There never has been an op-
portunity and there can not be under the rule which you have adopted
any chance to amend it. Under the leave given yesterday to print
them, scores of amendments are printed in the RECORD and doomed for
want of time. Now, what are the facts? I mean as to that portion of
the bill after page 16, for to that I am addressing myself.

After spending several daysin considering the bill under the ordinary
rules of the Hounse, and when we had reached page 16, the Committee
on Rules reported a rule and forced it through the House, taking this
bill from the Committee of the Whole and from the ordinary run of
business and putting it under the operation of a special rule which
fixed a limit when it was to be taken from the committee and voted
upon in the House, This was done Monday of last week. You limited
the time for consideration under the five-minute rule,

But, Mr. Chairman, I make the assertion that three-fourths of the
time has been taken up by the members constituting ts majority of
the Committee on Ways and Means in offering amend®™mts to their
own bill. How, then, ean the gentleman claim, with any #how of ac-
curacy, that the minority or that this side of the House have had op-
portunities of offering their amendments? The Committee of the
‘Whole did not begin to consider the amendments offered by the mem-
bers of the House until yesterday, and part of to-day is taken by the
chairman, Mr. MCKINLEY, in offering amendments. Less than ten
hours are given to strike at bounties, strike at increases, and move
amendments to hundreds of excessive rates proposed in this bill.

Therefore, never until yesterday morning did we get to consideration
of the hill with an opportunity to amend the sections after page 16.
Since that time what have we reached? The tobacco amendment, the
sugar amendment, internal-revenuelaws, and a part only of the amend-
ments proposed to thelead amendments. Butwe have nottouched the
woolen schedules, the wood and willow ware, the free-list, the linen,
the tobacco schedule, the hemp, flax, and jnteschedule; in fact, wehave
not tonched the great majority of the most important provisions of the
bill. It will be utterly impossible under the limit given by your rule
to ever touch them. [Applanse on the Democratic side,] Thatisthe
effect of this rule on the bill which it is proposed to rush through with-
out consideration or opportunity for amendment on this side.

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Tennessee forgets that Mis-
souri had a opportunity and came in quite frequently.

Mr. Mc. IN. The gentleman from Maine and other gentlemen
on that side no donbt ocecupied as much time——

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no; that is a mistake.

Mr, MCKINLEY. The only reason the gentlemen on the other side
have not had an opportunity to offer their amendments is becanse they

. have consumed the time by prolonging the discussion and by insisting
upon tellers on every vote.

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is not true.

Mr. McKINLEY. They have consumed more than half the time by

It changes the bill, that is all; not the existing

dilatory motions, by calling for tellers, by calling for divisions over and
over since we commen
Mr. McMILLIN. And there were tellers called for frequently by

that side.
And they can not hide themselves behind the

ﬁchtfr MOoKINLEY.

Mr. MOCMILLIN. Why do not you change your ruleand give usan
opporiunity for the consideration gf the bill? y -

Mr. McKINLEY. If we gave you two weeks we would have but a
repetition of what we have gone over during the last week. [Applause
on the Republican side. ]

Mr. MCMILLIN. And outof the time the gentleman and his com-
mittee have given to perfect the bill they, after it has been broughtin,
have consumed three-fourths of the time themselves.

Mr, McKINLEY. This is a Republican bill. I will say to the gen-
tlemenon the other side that the Republicans mean to pass it. [Loud
applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. McMILLIN. And it is the Republican death-knell when it is
passed. [Applause on the Democraticside.] Pass your bill; you say
it is Republican and is a Republican measure, and as such you intend
to pass it; and you are passing it by Republican methods, throttling
debate and preventing amendments, [Applanse on the Democratic

side. ]

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield
for a question at this point?

The CHAIRMAN. Debateon thisis exhausted; and the questionis
on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio.

The amendment was adopted.

Mr. McKINLEY. I offer the following amendment:

Strike out paragraph 174 and insert the following :

**On shotguns valued at not more than §12, 35 per cent. ad valorem ; valued
at more than $12, 40 per cent. ad valorem; pistols and revolving pistols, 35 per
cent, ad valorem.

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr, Chairman, as there seems to be a
general desire to hear from me before this debate closes [laughter], and
as some of my Mississippi friends are in the gallery who want to hear
me speak before leaving the city [renewed laughter], and the delega-
tion of manufacturers who telegraphed me yesterday of their comin
are now here, and as I have some words of consolation for them, I wil
submit a few remarks.

Some think that telegram I read yesterday announcing the coming of
that delegation of manufacturers was sent to me by mistake. It may
have been, as I am not the special champion of their interest; but m
explanation of it is that they feared I might speak before they arriv
and they would lose the opportunity of hearing me. [Laughter.] .

I do not purpose, in the short time allowed me, to go very much into
the details of the biglfresentad by the majority of the Waysand Means
Committee or to d very much in statistics in which the debate
abounds. I will have something to say of thegeneral scope of the bill
and the record of the Republican party on the subject of the tariff.

Two years ago, when the Mills bill was under discussion, the Re-
publicans answered our demand for tariff reform by admitting that the
tariff needed reforming, but they said it should be reformed by its
friends, the I::Enblicam, and not by us. In the I then made,
which attracted so much attention thronghount the country [langhter],
I said in answer to that suggestion that I would as soon think of send-
ing to the jail to get a jury to try the criminal docket as to trust the
Repuahlican party to reform the tariff as it should be reformed, and the
sequel has demonstrated the wisdom of what I thensaid. [Laughter.]

We are treated in this bill to aspecimen of tariff reform by itsfriends.
I really believe it to be a very bad bill, the worst, in my judgment,
ever presented for the consideration of any Congress. It is truly *‘pro-
tection gone mad.”’ The reformation the people wanted and demanded
was a reformation in their interests, one lowering the tariff and re-
lieving them from the burdens of unnecessary and unjust taxation.
What have yougiventhem? A bill ‘“highering’’ the tariff [laughter]
and increasing their burdens. ‘‘They asked for bread and you have
given-them a stone.’”” They wanted the tariif revised downward, but
¥-u'ave revised it upward.

The acknowledged theory of your bill is to make the tariff prohib-
itory, thereby increasing duties, but diminishing the revenue, which
simply means less money to the Government and more to the rich cap-
italists who have their money invested in protected industries. The
people wanted less money in the Treasury, but they wanted it left in
the pockets of the people to whom it belonged, not taken from them
by operation of law and given to those who already have too much,
If the effect of this bill is really to reduce the revenue to the Govern-
ment, which I do not believe it is, there is no dispute about the fact
that it increases to an alarming extent the protective duties.

Mr. Chairman, I had supposed, as did many others, that if there was
a man in the United States who thoroughly understood the tariff ques-
tion I was that man. [Laughter and applause.] I had discussed it
not only here, but I had discussed it from the hurricane-deck of a
canal-boat, named the Thomas Jefferson, all the way down the Erie
Canal from Syracuse to Albany and then up to Whitehall, with the
result as already known. [Laughter and applause. ]
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When I returned from that trip a day or two after the election I went
up to the White House and had ai ik with our tarift-reform leader,
Mr. Cleveland, the then President of the United States. Neither of us
was in the best of spirits. [Laughter.] But we were agreed that the
agrienltural people of the North and West, in whose interest we had
made the great fight, had not seemed to appreciate our efforts in their
behalf. [Laughter and applause.] However, we both then expressed
the hope and belief that, with a little more time and education such as
we were capable of giving and willing to give, they would come to see
this question in its true light and to realize that the Democratic party,
with its tariff-reform ideas, was their only salvation, and, sir, we are
still instructing them, and I am proud to say the wisdom of my pre-
dictions is again being vindicated. [Laughter.]

The people are geiting around right, and youn will hear from them
next fall. I desire now to say a few words for the benefit of our North-
ern and Western farmers. Our Southern farmers areall right. I know
the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. LonGE] complained yesterday
of so much talk about the farmers, and he reminded us that there were
other people in this country besidesfarmers. That is true; but he ought
to permit us to talk for the farmers, for talk is all the farmer gets.
[Laughter and applause.] The other fellows get ‘ the provisions in
the bill."”

The question as to whether the agricnltural people are depressed or
prosperous has been much discussed in thisdebate. Several gentlemen
on tﬁ:rﬁepuhlim side, and some of them from agricultural districts,
have strenunously insisted that the farmers of the country are prosper-
ous, and some of them have gone so far as to contend that farm mort-
gages are only emblems of prosperity among the farmers.

This is a fair specimen of Republican logic. I had supposed that
the fact that there is general agricultural depression throughout the
whole country was admitted and would not be controverted in this de-
bate, but two years ago when we were trying to get the farmers to help
us pull them out of the ditch you succeeded in persuading them that
they were prosperous, and I suppose some of you think you can do it
again. I think you will find it hard to do this time. Things were
bad enough two years ago, but they are worse now. The committee
that reported this bill say in their report, in speaking of agriculture—
I’i‘;lll’?;dthem is a widespread depression in this industry to-day can not be
ao .

We have now a member of the Cabinet, the Secretary of Agriculture,
whose business it is to look after and promote as much as possible the
interests of agriculture. 'We have given him a most elegant building,
located in the most beautiful grounds in this beautiful city. He has
plenty of assistants and employés to enable him to keep well posted
as to the condition of his special charge. It is true heis surrounded
at all seasons of the year by the rarest and most beautiful flowers and
the most delicious fruits, but amid all this luxury he has discovered
that agriculture is greatly depressed. I read from a recent letter of
his on the subject of agricultural depression and its canses:

For months past from all parts of the muntr{ there have reached me com-
munieations, many of them from large bodies of men, all of them from persons
deserving consideration, and all of them deeply in earnest respecting the pres-
ent condition of agricultural depression.

It would be a work of supererogation at this time to undertake to prove the
existence of severe agricultural depression. Thisis universally admitted. Rep-
resentative farmers and farmers’ associations are constantly calling my atten-
tion to their condition, urging the necessity for some measure of relief. The
situation warrants all the attention which our wisest minds can devote to it.

Nor. Mr. Chairman, does he seem to regard farm mortgages as so
much of an unmixed blessing as some of the gentlemen of the majority?
I now read from the same letter a part of what he has to say on that
subject: i

FARM MORTGAGES,

The burden of mortgages upon farms, homes, and lands s nn?auaMiomhly dis-
couraging in the extreme, and while in some cases no doubt thisload may have
been too y assumed, still, in the majority of cases, the mortgage has been
theresultof necessity. Iexcept,of such rigages as represent balances
of purchase money, which are rather evidences of the farmer’s ambition and en-
terprise than of h verty.

On the other hand, those mortgages with which land has been encumbered
from the nécessities of its owner, drawing high rates of interest, often taxed in
addition wilh a heavy commission, have to-day, in the face of cortnued de-
pression in the prices of sis‘:;le products, become very irksome and 1 many
cases threaten the farmer with loss of home and land. [t is a question‘of {rave
difficulty to all those who seek to temad’{ the ills from which our farmers are
suffering. At present fbriocs the farmer finds that it takes more of his products
to get a dollar wherewith to pay back the dollar he borrowed than it did when
he borrowed it, The interest accumulates, while payment of the principal

utterly hopeless, and the very depression which we are discussing makes
the renewal of the mortgage most difficalt.

The Secretary and I do not differ as to the situation, but we are very
wide apart as to the remedy. I have not been able, in the face of so
much testimony, to understand why gentleman insist that this depres-
sion does not exist. I have thonght, when the committee admitted it
in their report, they supposed they could fool the farmers this year by
increasing the dufy on corn, wheat, meats, ete.; but that is entirely
too thin to fool anybody with, so that they have concluded to go back
and try to persnade them they are prosperous, You have fooled the
{armers so much, no wonder you think you can put off any sort of
spurious or specious logic on them.

Just thiqk of it, the idea of raising the duty on corn and wheat,
when we did not import any at the present duty and would not im-
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port any if there was no duty’at all. You had as well talk of puttinga
duty on raw cotton. I think the farmers should resent this bald-faced
effort to make them thinik they are getting some of the benefits of pro-
tection. Their programmeis that when they go back to their agricultu-
ral constituents and are called to account for raising the dutyon almost
every thing the farmer has to buy, they will say to him, “Well, well;
now did not weincrease the duty to 15 centsa bushel on corn?’’ and they
hope toget him to swallow that.

But as to whether or not there is agricultural depression I will not
discuss that question further. 'We will submit that issue to the peozie
next November and let them decide it; let them say whether o1 Aot
they are as prosperous as they ought to be; and if they think they are,
if they think they are getting a fair divide of the immense wealth of
this country, according to their deserts; if they agree with you that
they are, then let them vote for the party that inaugurated and has
maintained the system that made present conditions possible, If they
do they should never be heard to complain again, and I will certainly
have to withdraw much of my sympathy.

If; on the other hand, they do not think they are being fairly dealt
with and are not getting fair compensation for their toil, that they are
not getting a fair share of the prosperity that other interests and in-
dustries enjoy, then come and vote with us, the only party that is in
earnest in demanding that the Government take its hands outof their
pockets and give them a fair chance in the race of life, that it cease
to make exactions of agriculture to bestow bounties on those who do
not need them.

The Western farmers have had more leisure this winter than nsual.
They have not had to shell their corn. You see thev.burned it on the
cob. [Laughter.] They have had a de i 7, ¢ & for reflection,
and some of them have reducéd their thoug' ..u'%oéuy. I repeated
some here in my last speech. I will give+  some more:

THE WESTERN FARMERS ANu “IE TARIFF.

'Tis true we haven't Sunday clothes nor very much to eat,
And corn is good for nothing now except for making heat;
‘We haven't laid a dollar by for all our toil and sweat,

But still we're very thankful t! .. we have the tariff yet.

We'd like to buy some farm machines, but everything’s so steep
Qur crops would never pay for them, for all we sell is cheap.
But politicians tell us that we peedn’t ever fret ;

They say we're very lucky, since we have Lhe tariff yet,

We put a mortgage on the farm that’s pretty nearly due;
‘We never can remove it,and the future’s awful blue;

And now and then in thoughtless spells we very near forget
How thankful we should be to know we have the tariff yet.

And when election day’s at hand we’ll eome from far and near
And vole the same old ticket we have voted yvear by year.

We realize we all are getting deeper into debt,

But still we love the G, 0. P.: it gives us tariff’ yet.

[Laughter. ]

‘When the farmers of the North and West go to determine the issue
thus made up between the Republican and Democratic parties as to
whether the farmer is prospering as he deserves to under the beneficent
Republican idea of protection I want them to contrast their condition
and surroundings with those of the real beneficiaries of Republican
legislation.

On the » - hand yon have the millionaires with individual fortunes
ranging -, into hundreds of millions, with castles in the mountains
and cottages by the sea, with steam pleasure-yachts, silver-mounted
coaches, liveried servants, homes on both sides of the sea, living amid
luxury and splendor that I have no power to describe, with plenty of
surplus money with which to purchase political preferment if their
tastes or interests shounld inecline them that way, and, if not, to pur-
chase it for others who will be serviceable to them.

Just here I will incorporate into my speech a liberal extract from the
great speech of Senator VooRHEES, in which he gives a description of
a feast given in this city not long since by Mr. Andrew Carnegie, a
man who is said to have accumulated $25,000,000 under a protective
tariff engaged in a protected industry; and strange to say he is still a
protectionist wit!; an income, they say, of over $5,000 aday. Here is
a striking page from Senator VOORHEES'S speech.

Who is it, then, if not the working people, that protection has pampered into
more than oriental magnificence in the iron and steel works of Pennsylvania?
Three or four weeks ago there wasa banguet spread in this city, n deseription
of which the next morning was the joy and the glory of the newspapers and the
sensation of the whole country. Accounts were head-lined as follows: ** -]
L llus of old—Gorg dinner that rivaled an ancient Roman feast—Mr, Car-
uegie's entertainment—0Over two thousand tulips and erocuses and thonsands
of roses used—A menu which almost the whole world furnished—Delight{ul
musical pro me."

We are informed that this banquet was given to the President of the United
States and his Cabinet, and also tothe delegates and officers of the International
Conference, and the brilliant reporter proceeds to say that—

“All that money could provide and taste suggest to combine beauty of sur-
roundings with the enjoyments of an epicurean repast had been brought into
requisition to secure the desired end, and the result was a success far beyond
that anticipated, but none the less tifying. * * * Undoubtedly it was the
most elegant affair ever given in thiseity, if not inthe United States. Theroom
resembled a conservatory supplied with plants and blossoms. The side halls
were almost completely hid from view gtaques of palmetto leaves, inter-
twined with Southern smilax, deep green and glossy, and which m:u wild in
the Carolinas, whence this had been brought, The north hall, of where
President Harrison and Mr. Carnegiesat, was a gem from the florist's hands."
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Then, after a vast deal more of the same sort about *maiden hair-ferns,"
palm 16 feel.‘higb " * mammoth four-lenfclover * “mounds of Ull'luh Bruner,
Gabrielle Luizeti, and Magna Charta roses,” the reporter told a gaping world
what the modern Luculius, sired by s protective taritf, gave his guests to eat.
Among other things, the farmers and wage-workers of the country were in-
formed thatthe fish, being a ‘*sole, was secured from England, the mutton from
Scotland, and the rpﬂnfh chickens from Louisians., The oe!ery. olives, and an-
chovies were served in the finest cut glass, and the salted almondsand radishes
in dishes o: solid silver. The forks and table-ware used throughout the dinner
were also of solid silver, while the plates and service comprised Haviland china,
with the exception of the fish course, which was served on plates of royal Wor-

cester.'” It is also stated that the silver alone on the table cost §3,000,

To the farmer now in trouble, with a mortgage on his homestead, the inter-
est unpaid, foreclosare approaching, no demand for what he has to sell, and no
money in the house—to him I commend this picture of the Carnegie banquet
as the best explanation of a high protective tariff ever before known in Ameri-
can history, At one end of the tariff question the manufacturer, the protected
monaopolist, spreads an imperial banquet-board, loaded with epicurean dainties
from every clime, and flowing with wines costlier than nectar, while at the
other end of the question farm Iaborers, wage-workers, and all who live by the
sweal of their faces are in deep apprehension, in sighs, in distress, and often in
tears. When I reflect on the bitter triala which the farmers are undergoing at
this time, and the depression and suffering attendant upon other workinx
c.luscs&:here is but one other occasion of the kind which can parallel, to my
mind, the impious mockery of Carnegie's entertainment.

“ Belshazzar, the king, made a great feast toa thousand of his lords, and drank
wlna before the thousand,

“They drank wine, and praised the gods of gold, and of silver, of brass, of

iron, of wood, and of stone.

““Tn the same hour came forth fingers of & man’s hand, and wrote over against
the eandlestick upon the plaster of the wall of the kmg s palace; and the king
saw the of the hand that wrote.”

Then the sacred historian says the king was filled with terror, his kneessmote

ther, and he cried aloud, and for a time in vain, foran mt.orpreter of the

writing on the wall, An interpreter came into his presence at last, and aflter

{.nxiru; idim with the use of the sacred vessels taken from the Temple of Jerusa-

eE‘A:i thou hast praised the gods of silver, and gold, of brass, iron, wood, and
stone, which see not, nor hear, nor know; and the God in wnose hand thy
breath is, and whose are all thy ways, hast thou not glorified.”

How swiftly your minds anticipate the remainder of the old and sublime
story! ‘' Mene, Mene, Tekel, Upharsin' signified the downfall of a kingdom up-
he]?by injustice, impiety, and erime.

Now turn from this picture and look at the great mass of the laboring
people, the real producers of the wealth of this country, living in hum-
ble homes, many of them mortgaged, oppressed, harassed and discour-

by debt; living hard, toiling hard, with little 10 show for it;
strikes in the factories and evictions from the farms. These, gentle-
men, are the fruits of your boasted systems.

I do not deny that the conntry is growingin wealth, but it isthe un-
just and improper distribntion of that wealth to which I object and
that I regard as the greatest danger that now confronts us as a free
people.

1t is now estimated that there are about 65,000,000 people in this
country, and it is also estimated that 20,000 people own half the wealth
of this entire conntry; that is, they own as much as the other 64,580, 000.
This is an alarming condition of things, yet the Republican party pro-

to aggravate it, to make it worse.

Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the committee toa
little piece of hwtor_y. Two years ago on this floor I heard the distin-
guished gentleman who isnow the Speaker of this House [Mr. REED],
the most conspicnous Republican in the country to-day, unless it be
Senator QUAY, and I will not allnde to him lest I incur the wrath of
the Republican committee of Pennsylvania. [Laughter.] Mr. REED,
in his great speech closing the general debate for the Republicans on
the Mills bill two years ago, in replying to the contention that the tariff
lawsrobbed the.Western farmer, gave an account of his visit to the West
and what he saw there, and said:

After some days [ became sulky. I said, “Gentlemen, of course we have
robbed you; your Con, an would not lie about trifles like that; butwhat
disgusts me is that we did not do it more thoroughly.”

Mr, Chairman, this was the comment of the leader of the Republican

y in the House two years ago on the condition of the Western
grm His only regret seemed to be that they have not been more
thomuzhl_v robbed. Now you see that leader is the idol of his party
and they do not intend to have any condition existing that excites his
disgust. So they go to work and elect him Speaker of the House and
he appoints the Ways and Means Committee, who give us this McKin-
ley hill that makes the robbery more complete, to suit the taste of the

Speaker. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ]

. I wonder how those Western farmers feel if they know that by their
votes they have helped to place at the head of their party the gentle-
man who only felt disgnsted that they had not been more thoroughly
robbed, and have placed him in the position to finish the job, which
he seems to be doing with distinguished ability. It was in that same

speech that he, in nd:cnlmg the idea of trusts being injurious or dan-
gerous, said:

‘What unreasonable talk this is. A dozen men fix the price for sixty million
freemen? They can never do it. There is no power on earth that can raise the
price of any necessity of life above a just price and keep it there.

I mention these things because coming from the source they do shows
they are genunine Republican sentiments, for the gentleman who uttered
them has been indorsed and promoted above his fellows.

I do not know how much consolation it will be to the people of this
country to know that trusts can not fix the prices of necessities of life.
I should think they would feel something like the man talking to his
lawyer through the bars of the jail. en he stated his case to the

lawyer, the lawyer said, ** Why, they can’t put you in jail for that;’?
but the man replied, *‘ They have done it, and I am in here all the
same.””  So may tell the people, as the Speaker did, that trusts
and combinations can not fix prices, but we all know they do it all
the same.

I have noticed through this whole debate the representatives of the

‘¢ jute-bagging trust,’’ that hasbeen preying on our cotton-planters for
a few years back, sitting in the galleries watching the Me ey bill,
in which they have so much interest and which is to be passed with-
out our having an opportunity to vote an amendment to put jute bag-
ging on the free-list. Our cotton-planters ought to feel very gratetful
to the Republican party for increasing the duty or tax on cotton-ties
from 35 per cent. to 115 per cent. This certainly ought to earn for
the Republican party the everlasting gratitude of the colored Repub-
licans of the South. This is one of the greatest outrages of this outra-
geous measure,

1 had hoped that T might have an opportunity before the final vote
was taken to offer as an amendment to this bill a bill I have prepared
providing for an income and succession tax. I wanted to make some
of these great fortunnes pay some ot the taxes, bear some of the burdens
of the Government. I made application to the chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole several days ago to get recognition for the purpose
of offering such an amendment. I did want a vote on it so as to let the
people see where the members of this House stand. But itisvery evi-
dent the Ways and Means Committee do not mean to let us vote on
that, or but very few other amendments. Never mind, gentlemen,
the income tax will come.

I have been struck with many things in this debate. I have heard
it here half a dozen times when questions were put to the membersof the
Waysand Means Committee as to why duties were fixed as they were
in certain schedules, and the reply would come that the people who ap-
peared before the committee engaged in thatindustry agreed that they
t(:gt:lld afford that or that they must have that or were willing to take

at

Now, is not this a fine business for the American Congress to be en-
gaged in—fixing their revenue bills with special reference to what in-
dividnal interests say they are willing to take—using the taxing power
of this great Government for such a purpose?

The farmers are here now knocking at doors of your committee with
something they think will be for their special benefit, with their sub-
treasary bill. - Yon know you have no notion of giving it to them, but
they are as much entitled to it and more deserving of it than many of
the things you are doing, and it is the things you have been doing for
otherinterests that you should never have done that have put the farmer
to making his demands; and if you are going to pursue that system, do
nol make it one of favoritism; take the farmer in and give him some-
thing substantial; do not try to delude him with a tarift on corn and
wheat.

Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on
Waysand Meansa question. He said that the longer this bill is debated
the stronger it got. Why is he so anxions to close debate if that is true ?
Or is he afraid it will be like my landlady’s butter, get so strong
nobody ean stand it.

Mr. McKINLEY. The debate has demonstrated the fact, as I have
said, that it was stronger every day we have debated it.

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Stronger like rancid butter ?

Mr. McKINLEY. Stronger in the affections of the people.

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Yes, sir; it is the *‘ ransomest’’ bill
that the American people have had to swallow.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I must close; but beforedoing so I had prom-
ised to give some word of consolation to the representatives of the
combinations, trusts, and strugling infant industries, who are watching
this debate with so much interest from the galleries, and as I have dis-
cussed this bill in poetry and prose I will now close the discussion in
song, which is really my strong suit. This is for the struggling infants,

Several MEMBERS. Sing, sing!

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. [tis—— (Singing.) .

Rock-a-bye, babeis, you are on top,

When the fat fries the eradle will roek;

‘When the fat stops the eradle will fall,

And down will come Republicans nml babies and all

Rock-a-bye, rock-a-bye; nothing to fe ear,
Rock-a-bye, rock-a-bye, the G, O, P. is here.

[Great langhter. ]

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Ohio, chairman of the Committee on Ways and
Means.

The CHATRMAN proceeded to put the question,

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman, I think I am en-
titled to be heard. [Applause on the Democratic side. ]

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will stateto the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts that there seem to be a couple of hundred gentlemen who
desire to be recognized.

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Then let them be heard. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side. ]
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Mr. MCKINLEY. WMr. Chairman, I ask that the committee permit
the gentleman to be heard on the amendment.

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I decline to be heard upon any
man’s permission. [Applause onthe Democratic side.] Ihad the floor
before that vote was taken, and I will be heard on my rights or not at
all. [Applause on the Demoeratic side. ]

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen are constantly demanding recogni-
tion from the Chair, and if the Chair started to search out every gen-
tleman and ask for what purpose he rises, we should be here till dooms-

day.

{{ r. WALKER, of Massachusetts. That may be.

The CHAIRMAN, If the Chair had known that the gentleman
wanted to be heard he would have certainly been recognized.

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Then I will proceed. [Criesof
‘ Regular order!’’]

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa ques-
tion of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There hasbeen so much con-
fusion for the last fifteen minutes that it has been impossible for us to
hear what is going on, and it renders it impossible for the Chair to
Tecognize gentlemen who ask to be heard or ask for recognition, before
the Chair puts a question for a vote upon an amendment in the con-
fusion.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairhopes gentlemen will fake their places
and give attention to business, and we will get along very much better.

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, I want to ask
whether I have the floor.

TheCHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from Massachusettsis recognized.

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Now, I want to say tothis House,
Mr. Chairman, that the Committee on Ways and Means have come to
the point where the ways divide. [Applause on the Democratic side. ]
Instead of protecting American industries they have come to the point
where they are siriking them down by this amendment which they
now offer. Itisa fact that the manufactures of this country of revolv-
ing ﬁre-arms, which are an American mvenhon, which are now largely
made in the duplicate system, which is also an invention of this coun-
try, while breech-loading fowling pieces are an invention of Enrope—it
has come to that pass that to-day not a single factory in this country
can live at the duty that is fixed by this committee, in the amendment
they propose or by the existing duty. Within four or five years the
machinery of a number of factories in this country has been taken to
Europe, where the wages are not more than one-third of what they are
here. In the Senate, when they made their bill two years ago, they
fixed certain rates after sober and ecareful investigation, which rates
are absolutely necessary for the continuance of the industry in this
country, which are the rates as they now stand in the McKinley bill,
and if the amendment offered by the chairman of the Committee on
Ways and Means is adopted there will not, in five years, be a single
one of these industries carried on in this country.

I have personal knowledge of this industry, which is earried on in
the city where I live and in the district which I have the honor to
represent upon this floor, but in which I have not a particle of pecun-
jary interest. If we are to pursne the protective system, I beg this
House to votedown this amendment and leave the bill precisely as re-
ported originally by the committee.

I wish to say furthermore that I have begged the chairman of the
Committee on Ways and Means to strike out entirely all duties on
guns costing less than $6, if he thinks it is not desirable that they
should be made in this country, and let them come in free, rather than
offer this amendment.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow
me & sugrestion?

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetis. I have only five minutes, and I
shall probably be shut down at the end of that time. [Laughter. ]

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman nnderstands
these questions better than many of us do. 'Will he be kind enough to
explain the exact difference between the duty as proposed in thisamend-
ment and the duty as proposed in the original bill ?

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Theamendment proposed by the
gentleman from Ohio makes the duty 35 per cent. The present duty,
except on a certain class of guns, he puts at 40 per cent. It is unnec-
essary to explain the matter in detail. The material that enters into
revolvers and shooting guns and rifles does not average to cost 10 per
cent. of the cost of the completed article. Ninety per cent. of the cost
or over is labor, and the labor that enters into this class of work costs
in Europe not more than one-third what it costs here.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the proposcd reduc-
tion?

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. The proposed reduction is to
take off the speclﬁc duty of $2 and of $4, respectively, proposed in
the bill in addition to the 35 per cent. ad valorem now imposed. I
did not know that this amendment was to be offered until a few min-
utes ago, and since then I have begged the committee to takethe duty
entirely off the cheaper classes of guns that are imported and sold here
at a profit of from 100 to 200 or even 300 per cent. I have asked them,

if they would not do that, to take off $1 andleave the specific duty
$1 less; but no, for the sake of conceding to asentiment entirely ere-
ated by gundealers, they propose to strike down this industry and leave
it practically entirely out of the protectivesystem. Let mesay to this
committee that up to 1873, when the Vienna Exposition was held, and
up to 1876, when we had an exposition in this country, Europe scarcely
knew what we were doing in the gun business, and we have been los-
ing onr control of our own market every day from that time to this.

There is not one gun in five that is nsed in this country now that is
made here. We made and exported of rifles in 1871, $13,463,916; of
$5,259,813 in 1875; and of $1,720,655 in 1885,and only $820,933 in 1889;
but if this amendment passes there will never beany more arms of any
kind made in this conntry for any European country. Iwould like to
have time to go into particalars, but I can not have it, and I use my
five minutes to the best advantage I can. What I say upon this sub-
ject I say of my own personal knowledge of the business, as well as from
most careful personal investigation.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thegentleman probably does not know that
the amendment has already been adopted.

Mr. WALKER, of Massacliusetts, Then I have been a fool to talk
here. [Laughter].

A MeumBER. Move to reconsider.

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetta. I had the
right to the floor,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the committee——

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts, I rise to a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN, There is no point of order that can intervene to
cut ﬂha Chairoff from making a statement thatis partly made. [Laugh-
ter.

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I begthe Chair’s pardon; I did
nof know that he was making a statement.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the committee that the
vote upon this amendment was taken hurriedly, the Chair supposing
that it was merely a formal matter; and now, with the consent of the
committee, the Chair will treat the vote as not having been taken and
will submit the question again.

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope that will be done, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. MANSUR. I move to strike out the last word. I desire fo
speak to this subject of guns and pistols. I saw in an editorial on Sat-
urday last a statement that articles of variouns kinds, including guns
and pistols, were sold to be exported at much lower prices than they
were sold to our people at home, and that a list of them was published
in a certain docnment. I tried to get that document. Iapplied atour
library for it, but failed; I tried at Brentano’s, but failed; I sent to New
York and got the export edition of the Mining and Engineering Journal
of May 3, and in it I find fourteen pages containing a list of articles of
various kinds, knives, forks, scissors, buggies, agricultural implements,
blacksmith tools, guns and pistols, and many other articles at reduced
priees **for export only. "

Here is the Marlin rifle, said to be the best in the market, embodying

all the latest improvements; *‘ for export only,’’ discount 25, 10, and
10 per cent., making 45 per cent. discount. Then here are Colt’s pis-
tols; discount *‘for export only,’’ 10 per cent. off from American prices.
Here on fourteen pages of this periodical are abount a thousand articles
that I have marked showing similar reductions ‘‘ for export only."’
- The doctrine of American protection as proclaimed on the other side
has been that it diversified manufacturing industries and gave profit-
able employment to a large number of laborers; and in return for the
taxes imposed to bring about those desirable things we have been told
continuously Americans were to be benefited by lower prices. Letmy
friend from Missouri on the Republican side and other gentlemen from
the West go home and face this doctrine as illustrated in this paper,
for I shall have this with mein the West and will show the people tha
these various articles in common use are invariably offered to foreigners
at lower prices than to us.

Mr. FRANK. Does the gentleman really believe that those articles
are sold abroad at 10 per cent. less than the American prices?

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir; that is plainly proclaimed by these ad-
vertisements in large letters.

Mr. BOUTELLE. What firm is the gentleman advertunng"

Mr. MANSUR. The publication to which I have referred is the En-
gineeringand Mining Journal, the *‘ export edition.’” AsI havestated,
when I applied to our Congressional Library for this edition they had
only the American edition; when I applied to Brentano's only the
American edition could be had there. This “‘export edition’’ is not
for circulation among Americans at all; it exposes too much; itlets the
cat out of the bag. [Laughter and applause, ]

Mr, Chairman, as explaining this matter better than I can do I will
publish with my remarks the editorial to which I have referred. Itis
from the St. Lonis Republie, May 5, 1880:

The eurrent number of the ** export edition" of the Engineering and Minin,
.‘I’o'urual, intended for foreign c:roulu.ion, contains numerous advertisements

‘ protected " American goods, with ** discounts for ox?ort only.” Thu! Tom-
mins & Adams advertise that they whig sell apoona ks 60

I decline to do so.

to !'onign:rs than their advert me-market T,iasuau( »
3, 890]; ﬁshea s, 33 per cent.; scissora, * 60 an 10 cent. ;"' butchers’
knives, 25 nnd 0 percent, ;" table knives, ** 25 percent.” discount to foreigners,
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and so on. 8. L. Allen & Co.,dealers in hardware and agricultural implements
advertise on page 515 of thesame edition *' discounts for eXPorc only " of 30 per
cent. on the Planet seed drill, 30 per cent. onthe ** Fire Fly " cultivator, 30 per
cent. on hay forks, manure }orks. lhoes, plows, and ?otntu diggers, 70 and 5

r cent.” on garden rakes, and 40 and 10 per cent.”’ on scythes,

Colt'srifles are offered to foreigners at 10 per cent. less than American market-
list prices; Smith & Wesson revolvers at ' 25, 10, and 10 per cent.” less.g Ryder's
hatchets at 50 per cent. under home-list maiket prices, and so on through pnge
after page of advertisements, showing how greatly foreigners are benefited by
the Republican policy, when our facturers identally have goods on
hand Lgn they can not sell at home without selling them cheaper than monop-
oly rates, and so “* breaking the home market.”

%ha managers of Tarifl' Heform have been attempling through correspondence
with manufacturers to reach exact figuresof the difference in the home marlket
and foreign prices of the samme American goods, and they give the following as
a fair sample of the written statements received from the leanding manufact-
urers and exporters of agricultural machinery throughout the country from
Maine to Illinois:

“Qur prices to the domestic trade average about 10 per cent. more than to the
export trade. We box anddeliver in New York all our export goods ; domestic
goods are quoted on cars here."

There is no fixed standard or discounts below list prices for the home market,
as a favored buyer may larger di 1s; but as a result of its investiga-
tion Tariff Reform has collected sufficient data to give a comparsion of home
market and " to foreignera” prices on numerous articles.

Thus on cultivators, protected by duty of 45 per cent., it gives these differences:

In home| To for-

market, | eigners.
‘Wheel-hoe cultivator, rake and plow.....cccine vau $§11.00 $8. 40
All-steel horse-hoe cultivator with wheel........... 8,00 6.75
All-stzel plain cultivator with wheel 7.20 4.50
The above prices to the exporters as well as for sale here are for single ar-

ticles, For export the cultivators are delivered free on board ship at New York.
On plows, protected by high-tarift duty of 45 per cent., these differences are
own : ‘

Inhome | To for-

market. { eigners,
Plows, two-horse chilled, 9-inch cut 25,60 £5.04
Same, all steel............ §.40 7.56
Two-horse chilled, 10-inch cut 6.30 5.67
R T T B R R S R R S S e RN 10.50 9,45
Two or three-horse chilled, all stee], Br......ooeiiiiinisicsissssens 14,00 12,60

On hammers the home-marlket price for No. 7 is $1.18 per dozen; the price
to foreigners, §3.82). On first-quality brazed axes (protective fax 45 per cent.)
the home-market price is §7.76; the price to foreigners, £6.75 a dozen. On
sad irons (protective tax 1} cents a pound) the price to Americans is §16.20; to
foreigners, §13.50 per dozen sels for nickel-g]nted. ** For hollow-ware—such as

ts, cake-dishes, ete., listed at §10—the home dealer pays $5.40, butthe buyer
for the fomtgn market pays 0111¥ $4.61 for the same articles. On knives, forks,
and spoons and other flat-ware listed at §10 the price to the dealer in the home
market is $1 36, but a buyer for export, regardless of the quantity he may take,
pays only $3.73 for the same articles, " :

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I move pro
Jorma to strike out the last two words. As I understand from the
-chairman of the Commiltee on Ways and Means that we are likely to

adjourn after we get through with his amendments, I wish to call at-
tention to an amendment I wounld be glad to offer. It is not a large
matter, but it serves very well as a specimen of the character of this
bill, - I refer to buttons. In paragraph 429 the bill of the Committee
on Ways and Means provides a duty of ‘‘1 cent per line, button
measure,”’ on what are known as hard buttons, and 25 per cent. ad
valorem. What is called a ‘‘line’’ is a dimension in width of one-
fortieth of an inch, and the measure is used to determine the diameter
of buttons.

Mr. Chairman, the committee has before them some evidence on this
subject, which will be found on page 708 of the hearings. One of the
manufacturers to whom this protection is given presented the commit-
tee with a specimen of his buttons. He stated that the wages he paid
on the buttons he showed the committee was from 20 to 25 cents a
gross. The specific tax given him to cover the difference between the
cost of labor here (the total of whizh is 20 or 25 cents a gross) and the
cost of labor abroad is 30 cents a gross. The committee gives him a
protection of 30 cents a gross in specific tax and 25 per cent. ad valorem.

Now, when the chairman of the committee gets through with his
amendments I wonld be glad to offer an amendment to this part of the
bill. I want to reduce this bill to the rates now provided bylaw. On
this point I desire the attention of gentlemen on the other side of the
House who have said that they would not vote for any increase that
could not be shown to be necessary to cover the difference between the
amount paid for labor in this country and that paid abroad. Ican goto
the committee-room and bring here the specimen of that button (and it
will be recognized by every member of the committee), on which there is
given aspecific dutiyaomathing like 50 per cent. in excess of all the wages
paid on this side of the water and 25 per cent. in addition. Thismakes
about twice the amount of the wages the manufacturers confessed they
pay their men. I would like to get a vote on that proposition and see
whether the gentleman {from Iowa [ Mr. HENDERSON ], whom I now see
in hisseat, and other gentlemen on that side who have expressed similar
sentiments, will vote for such an increase in face of that confession on
the part of the manufacturer himself,

Mr, SMYSER. Mr. Chairman, I happen to have here a newspaper
article commenting upon what has been referred to by the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. MANsSUR], ‘*discounts for export only.”” The
Cleveland Plain Dealer of the 13th of this month took up this subject
of **discounts for export only’’ and published the following:

In a late issue of the Engineering and Mining Journal are thirty-nine closely
printed columns of advertisements of articles upon which our manufacturers
offer ** discounts for export only.” On the average the foreigner gets them
about 50 per cent. off the wholesale prices to Americans. Here are some dis-
counts to foreigners which the farmer will be interested in, as the figures repre-
sent the excess paid to the manufacturers by the dealers, who charge the farmer
a profit and a percent on thedifference also: Foreigners buy rakesat 70 per
cent. discount from wholesale prices ¢l Americans, drills, 80 per cent,;
scythes, 40; hatchets, 50; table-knives, 25; shears, 60; feed-cutters, 30; grinding
mills, 25; barn-door hangers, 50; sheaves, 50; wrenches, 53 ; vises, 50; washtubs,
25; lawn-mowers, 60; scroll-saws, 25; water-motors, 40; nails snd tacks, 60 and
70; post-hole-diggers, 40; oil stoves, 30; common farm pumps, 70; wood screws,
50; screw-drivers, 70; hammers, picks, and adzes, 60; planes, 40; whiffletrees,
45; wind-mills, 40. McKixrLey's plan is to make the difference still greater.,

Now, in reply to that article the Cleveland Leader of May 14 states
what is the fact and what the gentleman from Missouri will find to be
the truth when he investigates this matter more thoroughly.

A more false and contemptible attack on American manufactures was never

E't.:hlished. 1t is absolutely atrocious in its abominable perversion of the truth,

e only possible apology for such misstatementsa that can be offered isto plead

?i dex:::te of ignorance that absolutely unfits the author for discussing any pub-
e matters,

The Engineering and Mining Journal of May 3 did contain nineteen columns
of matter, not adverti ts, descriptive of fi ed articles suitable for
export, with the list of prices thereof and the ** discounts for export only.” It
was a little scheme of the Journal to promote foreign trade, and manufacturers
were invited to make use of the Journal's columns for that purpose free of

charge.

On the basis of the statement that the discounts are * for export only,” the
Plain Dealer recklessly and wickedly—for ignorance is no justification where
the facts were so easily ascertainable—asserts that it i3 proposed to sell these
goods to foreigners at prices 25 to 70 per cent, less than they are sold to Ameri-
cans; in other words, that American farmers, and other home consumers, are
charged this difference above what foreigners are asked to pay with the re-
tailers’ profitsand gomentagwa on the excess added. 1t is amazing thatany one
should believe such a thing possible, much more so to publish it without care-
ful investigation. How plain a tale shall put that free-trade falsehood down,
our readers may now see.

A representative of the Leader yesterday called upon one of the most promi-
ment hardware and agricultural-implement dealers in the city and showin
him the article in the Journal asked him to state what discounts were allow
to him by the manufacturers of the identical articles described. This merchant
is a Demoerat and a * tariff reformer,” and the Plain Dealer can have his name,
but not for publication, if it desires to investigate the nccuracy of the state-
ments to follow., The figures to be given may also be verified by calling on
any lncal dealers in the articles mentioned. The list of articles compared was
very large, but we shall confine the comparisons here made mainly to those
named in the Plain Dealer.

In the Journal a manufacturer of steel and malleable-iron garden rakes offers
them at a discount of 70 per cent. * for export only.” The same manufacturer
sells them to the Cleveland dealer at a discount of 70 and 5, equivalent to 71}

cr cent. off. He offers scythes ' for rt only " at **40 and- 10 off,” equiva~
ent to adiscount of 45 per cent,, and to the Cleveland dealer the same sat
“50 and 5 off,” equal to a discount of 52} per cent. The same manufacturer
offers the ** Chieftain** horse-rake No. 1 at 40 off ** for rt only,” while to the
Cleveland merchant he allows *' 50, 10, and 2 off,”’ a discount of 561 per cent.
from the list price. The discount on hatchets * for exportonly " is 50 per cent.
and to the American dealer *' 50, 10, and 5,” equal to 57} per cent.

On table knives and shears the discounts offered are the same ' for export
only" and to the home merchant. A manufacturer of feed-cutters offers his
*No. 1,"" with two 6}-inch knives, at $18, 30 per cent. off * for export only,"” and
the Cleveland merchant buys the same cutter for §10 net. The manufacturer of
grinding-mills allows the home dealer 10 per cent, more discount than the for-
eign dealer. Barn-door sheaves and hangers are offered 50 off " for export
only,” and 60 off to the home trade, The di nts on wrenches and vises are
the same in both cases, and on lawn-mowers also. ** For export only,” scroll-
saws are offered at 20 to 25 off, while the Cleveland merchant is allowed 25 to 30,
The discount on nails and tacks is 10 cont. more to the home that to the for-
eign dealer, But there is no need of further extending the isons, In
not a Binﬁle case in the whole list is & larger discount oftered * for export only ”
than to the American dealer, and in most cases the latter isallowed a l.nrgengi'a-
count than the foreigners,

[Mr. WILLCOX withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ]

Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard for a moment or
two-on this question. When the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
ALLEN] got the floor a few moments ago, and I knew he would get it
the very moment that we struck shotguns in the bill, for that is one of
the articles that they want to have cheap and handy in his district and
ready at any moment [langhter]—but when he got the floor and began
his oration and what he was saying in reference to this bill, I was re-
minded very much of a story that was once told me about the way
they took a man’s measure down in Mississippi for a suit of clothes.

The questions are asked about in this way: ‘* Hip pockets?’'’ *Yes.”
““How many?” *‘Two.” ‘‘Four or six shooter?’” *8ix.’? “In-
side coat pocket?’ ‘‘Yes.”” * Pint or quart?” “ Quart.” And

in that way they get the dimensions of a suit of clothes. [Laughter.]

But, Mr, Chairman, that was not the main object I had in taking
the floor. The gentleman promised us that he would sing, and I de-
sired to hear him sing. I was never so hungry in my life for a song.
I thonght he meant what he said. I have had my Heart broken on
several occasions before. [Great langhter.] I have gone to bed hun-
gry, but I never was so shocked, never was so disappointed in my life
as when he promised to sing and then made that noise. [Laughter
and spglause.]

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, if I could only take
that song in a graphophone and distribute it over this country amongst
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the 65,000,000 of people living in this great land and convince them
that it was the voice of Democracy from Mississippi we would carry
every district in the United States at the next election. [Laughter
and applause. ]

One word more as to the prophecy of our distingnished Speaker,
whom he calls the great leader of the Republican party; and we are

lad that he does him that honor. He speaks of the prophecy the

peaker made, but we did not hear just what it was, when he was
speaking of the prosperity of Western farmers and said he was sorry
that they did not get more of that prosperity for themselves, and he
turned the prophecy in the manner that he did. I was reminded of
another prophecy that our Speaker made, to the effect that when the
Mills bill the procession would then move on, and you gentle-
men on that side would be in the minority. That prophecy of the
Speaker has proven true, and if the gentleman will permit me to re-
spond in the same meter of his own——[Cries of ‘‘Don’t sing!"’] I
will promise not to sing. [Laughter.] Those who have heard me
agree that I can not sing, [Laughter.] Butyou remember the gentle
verse he recited some time ago about Wannie running the Sunday-
school and somebody else the bar. In the line of the prophecy of the
Speaker of the House of Representatives I will, in the same meter, only
gay to him that—

John Bull bossed your White House,
Your whole party runs the bar;
Lord Sackville-West his letter wrole,
And, damn it, there you are!

[Great laughter and applanse. ]

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last word.

Mr. McKINLEY. Ihope the gentleman will yield and allow us to
have a vote on this amendment first.

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I shall not detain the committee
but a moment. We have had considerable merriment in this debate,
in which I have not been able to join because of my strong feeling for
my constituents. It is all well enough to be amused in the proper
time and place, but when I remember that six hundred men have been
waiting two years for this amendment to the law with reference to
putting suitable duties on foreign goods that they might have employ-
ment and remember when you vote on this amendment you vote to
compel them soon to leave the industry they are engaged in and have
been all their lives and seek some other, I beg and plead with this
House that they vote upon the amendment in a spirit of consideration,
and make it a question of their own homes, their own firesides, and
their own wives and children. [Applause.]

Mr. POST. Mr. Chairman, I wish to present to the House two let-
ters, bearing direcily upon the pending amendment, from a reliable
hardware firm of Peoria, I1l., familiar with the subject. The letters
have no uncertain ring and speak for themselves:

ProRrrIa, ILL., April 16, 1890,

DEAR Siz: We are in receipt of a circular from the cutlery and gun importa-
tion houses of New York, urging us to write to you to use your inﬂlua;nm
against the increase in the duty on cutlery, guns, ete. Instead, Eowevar. of ob-
jecting we are decidedly in favor of the measure for the reason that we in this
couniry can and do produce beiter goods in most grades of cutlery, and the
German and English ds sold here are either the very cheap and inferior
grades of goods or the g:&ergradea whose value is made up largely of the labor
in making, which is so much cheaper in Europe than America.

I have been in the importing cutlery business for iwenty years and my ex-
E.’rienee has been that twenty yvears ago our sales were mostly of foreign cut-

ry, but as the American began to be established they crowded out the
fore goods, the quality has improved, and just about in proportion asthe
amount of the American output increased the price has decreased. So that,
notwithstanding the high tariff on cutlery, we have bettered the guality and
reduced the price.

1t is my firm conviction that if the schedules proposed by the McKinley bill
become a law it will add hrs:aly to the number of men amplo¥ed in making
cutlery in this try, soon ¥ the price, and drive out of the market a
ot of worthless goods that no well posted dealer would buy for his own use,

Yours, respectfully,
CHAS, D, CLARK.
P. 8. Post, M. C., Washington, D, C,

PeorIa, ILL., April 17, 15890,
DeARr Smm: Inclosed find a circalar which is being sent out generally by the
Importers of New York and other citles, We are not with these people in their
protest. The goods they sell in the cutlery line, with the exception of razors,
while costing about one-half what American goods would cost, are practically
worthless, To prove ourstatement we send you by this mail a jack-knife which
is bought by ihe retail trade for 82 and sold by them to the consumer for 25
cents. American manufacturers could not groduoe such a knife, because the
labor on it would cost as much as they could get for it. We claim no one is
benefited by a tariff that will allow them té buy goods that are worthless, and
for this reason, if no other, we are ready to see the tariff made so much that
they can not get them into this country.
Yours truly,
OLARK, QUIEN & MORSE,
£ Per C. E. Ropixsox, Manager,
Hon. P. 8. Posr, Capitol, Washingion, D. C,

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
HaATcH] is here, or was a moment ago. I am not going to take time
to read a letter and inclosure, but I want to say to the House that I
have here a letter written to me by the Oliver Chilled Plow Company,
and I am not acquainted with any one who is connected with that firm.
In that letter they request me to call attention of the House to the state-
ment therein tonching the statement of the gentleman from Missouri

[Mr. HatcH] a few days ago that the Oliver chilled plow was sold for
considerably less money or less money in Canada than in the United
States, and they deny in tofo and altogether the correctness of the state-
ment, and I will place the letter with the inclosure in the RECORD.
It is respectful in form, and I will not take up further time.

The letter and inclosure are as follows:

SovrH BExD, IND., May 17, 1800,

Dear 8ir: In the CoxereEssIONAL REcoORD of date Tuesday, May 13, appear
certain references to ourselves and the good facture, which were we
to pass without notice would Earlake of culpable neglect on our part. We refer
to the statements of Hon, W. B. Hatcm, wherein that gentleman adheres Lo the
charges made by him in 1888, that ** Oliver chilled plows were exported to Can-
ada and there sold at retail to Canadian farmers at an average of §4 less than
the same plows could be bought by thé American farmer,”! Mr, HaToH con-
tinues to use as authority Mr. Williamn de H. Washington, lale commercial agent
at London, Ontario,and cites certain evidence furnished by him and now on
file in the State Department.

We care not what evidence may be offered in support of the charges made by
Mr. Hared and reaflirm our statement that there is no truth inthem. Wedo
not export plows to Canada, directly or indirectly. We do not sell or furnish to
any agent or other person plows to be exported to Canada. We do not sell or
furnish to any person, persons, companies, or corporations at prices that would
permit the plows to be taken to Canada, pay the Canadian duty,and allow them
to be sold at prices less than the retail prices in the United States. We do not
sell to any foreign trade at any less price than charged the American dealer,
and the man does not live that can produce truthful evidence to the contrary.

We have reason to believe that our plows are imitated in Canada (we know
they are in Great Britain),and possibly Mr. Washington and his informants
were not willing to discriminate Eg:;een the genuine and the imitation goods.
We should be glad to sell our plows to Canadian buyers, but the Canadian tariff
acts as an effectual bar to our so doing,and we are absolutely shut out from
that market. We beg to inclose clipping from the South Bend DnLlly Tribune
of October 13,1838, in which is Erlnted our letter of October 11, 1888, to Mr. HaToH,
denying the charges made by hini, and we now reaflirm every stat t therei
made by us.

Jur suggestion to Mr. HaTcH that he again riseto a 3ueal.iun of privilege and
place our communieation before the House as fully an i;:cubl‘i'::hf as he had sub-
mitted his side of the case was probably negatived by him,as we have seen no
record of his so doing. We beg that you will favor us by having this letter, ns
well ns the one to Mr. HatcH, read in the House at the proper time, assuring
you that our only object is to finally and forever set at rest the false statements
mado regarding our ms of doing b

If we have not kept within strict parliamentary lines in our communications,
we must plead in excuse that we are only plow manufacturers and have not
had the opportunities for acquiring lﬁrliamanl«ry knowledge that have fallen
to the lot of the gentleman from Missouri. Our constituency is large and
growing, and we hope to continue to please it, notwithstanding the efforts of
Mr. HaTcH to prejudice the farmers of this country against us. -

Soliciting your good offices in this matter and begging pardon for the liberty
taken, we remain,

pectiully yours,

OLIVER CHILLED PLOW WORKS.
NICAR.
Hon. JoserH G, Caxxox,M.C.,
Washington, D. C.

A CAMPAIGN AGAINST PLOWS—DEMOCEATIC REVENUE REFORMERS TREYING TO
WIN FARMERS' VOTES BY MISREPRESENTATION.

The Democratic s kersand newspapers for several weeks have been trying
to win the votes and support of the farmers of the United States falsely as-
serting that agricultu implements made in this eountry are sold for a less
price in foreign countries than they are in this and that it is because of a pro-
tective tariff. In every case where they have made the charge it has been

roven false. Not a single case hias been found where any kind of agricultural
fmplement was sold for more in this country than in a foreign country. Onthe
contrary, it has been proven in every instance that the farmer of the United *
States got the Uni States implement cheaper than the farmer in the old
country.

So far have these attempts of the re reformers gone that the matter in
one instance at least has got into Congress. On the 28th of Ag last the
Hon. W. B. Hatcl, member of Congress from Missouri and chairman of the
Commitiee on Agriculture, made a speech at Kirksville, Mo., wherein he stated
that “ Oliver chilled plows made at South Bend, Ind,, were exported to Canada
and there sold at retail to Canadian farmers at an average of $4 less than the
same plows could be bought by the American farmer.” Mr. H. F. Millan, of
Kirksville, wrote to the Oliver Chilled Plow Works, giving the substance of
Mr, HaTcn's statement, and asked if it were true. To this, under date of Au-
gust 31, the Oliver Chilled Plow Works replied, denying the statement and ex-
pressing surprise that Mr, HaTca should make it.

The letter of denial was published in the Kirksville Journal and other Re-
publican papers in Northern Missouri, and recently was broughtto the attention
of Mr, HaTcd. Onthe 8th instant that gentleman rose toa question of privil
in the House and reafirmed his statement, notwithstanding the denial made
the Oliver Chilled Plow Works, Onthesame day he wrote to the Oliver Chilles
Plow Works, not only adhering to the statement made by him at Kirksville, but
ﬁivimtu hisauthority one William de H. Washington, commercial agent at Lon-

on, Ontario, submitting at the same time oo;;liea of correspondence furnished
by the Department of between Mr, Washington and Mr. Rives, Assistant
Secretary of State. The reply of the Oliver Chilled Plow Works, dated October
11, will be found below, and effectually disposes of the statement made by Mr,
HATcH and his coadjutor, Mr. Washington :

OFFICE OF THE OLIVER CHILLED PrLow Wo

South Bend, Ind., October 11,
DEear S1r: We acknowledge receipt of your favor, Sth instant, with accom-
panying * campaign documents,” and have given the same our careful perusal
and attention. Perhaps it would have been more courteous to us had you
written and received our reply before rising to a question of privilege as re-
ported in the House proceedings of the Sth instant, but, waiving that feature,
we will mplg to your letter with such counrtesy as its statements and tone
merit. You discredit our denial that we export our plows to Canada and there
gell them for a less Er{oa to the Canadian farmer than they are sold to the
American farmer, and submit certain so-called evidence to sustain you, With
all due r t for the position you occupy and for yourself personally, we re-
affirm our denial and say positively that there is not one word of truth in
the statement that our plows are exported to Canada or any other country
and there sold to the user at a less than the American farmer pays for
them. You may be honest in yous belief and statements and we are inclined
to think you are, but they are founded on information which we ean show to

be false, and, if diuposed to be at all tari;-a}mu will heed what we say to you.
The only evidence you submit in p harge is the st tof

of your

"

’




5030

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE,

May 20,

Washington, commercial agent at London, Ontario, who says: “I find that
lows of American manufactore are the most promi t of the imports
n this line. * * * ] have before me on my desk an offer from an Ontario

dealer in the Oliver plows to sell same free on board ab his ity in Canada,
for $10 each in quantities. The retail price here is §i2 and numerous transac-
tions take place at that figure. The same plows, 1 understand, are sold in quan-
tities at the factory (not for export) at $14 each and costthe American farmer at
retail $16."" Were it not that the name Washington is historically connected
with the greatest respect for truth and veracity, we should think the com-
mercial agent of that name had sadly degenerated in the attributes for which
his distinguished namesake received such prominence, but we are charitable
in his ease also, and will siu;giy #ay Lthat he, too, has been misinformed.

The so-called QOliver chilled plows referred to by him, were not made by us,
were not exported by us, and we are in no sense responsible for them. No
Canddian dealer buys Oliver chilled plows of us directly or indireetly, and il
he did he would pay nus the same price that American dealers do, which, with
freight and 35 per cent. duty added, would make it impossible for him to sell
the plows at §10. Let us say right bere that we have no chilled-glow trade in
Canada, and under the present Canadian tarifl’ make no effort forany. What
goods we do sellin Canada consist of extras and repairs for plows sold there be-
fore the present tariff took effect, Our books show that our entire Canadian
sales for the past twelve months will not amount to $200, and if you or any com-
mitlee you may select care to examine them, we shall be very glad togive you
full facilities fur so doing.

Again, 1the records of the various custom-houses on the Canadian border will
show whether or not we are telling the truth, and certainly you can have ac-
cess to them. DMr., Washington says: “I understand the same plows are sold
in quantities at the factory (not for exporl) at $14 ench and cost the American
farmer §16.”" If you had taken the pains to inguire in your own State and dis-
trict, you would bave found that the largest chilled plow we make retails there
for §11, and when a wheel and jointer are added (which is a rare case} the full
retail price does not exceed $14,

We rmve shown Mr. Washington's information to be untrue in the features
upon which he bases his conclusions, and his deductions and eampaign asser-
tions therefore fall to theground. Wearep: toshow that in every foreign
country where plows of our manufacture are sold they retail for a higher price
than American farmers pay for them. Let ussay right here that every genuine
Oliver chilled plow mesde is made here in Soutli Bend at our factory, and we
neither manufacture in any foreign country nor have any interests, direct or in-
direct, in any foreign factory or manufacture.

In your letter to us you say: “ Youadmit that you have some trade with Can-
ads, gul. are careful to omit that country from the list of those enumerated to
which you export your plows.” We omit Canada simply b weexport
no plows to that country, and you can not fornish truthful evidence that we do.
The evidence you do furnish, whether official or not, is based on wrong infor-
mation and wrong assumptions, and is entitled to no consideration whatever.
Our letter to Mr. H. F. Millan, of Kirksville, Mo., was written in answer to his
inguiry if the statements made by you at that place, Angust 23, were true, We
have nolthing to take back in our letter, and we repeat what we therein said
that ** We are somewhat au;ﬁrined that a gentleman of Mr. HaToR'S national
remplitr‘tlliou should make such statements without satisfyving himself of their

th

You are familiar enough with law to know the value attached to an ex parte
statement and in simple justice should have heard both sides before making the
broad statement you did. We speak forourselves alone and leave other manu-
facturers to fight their own battles. We are willing that the farmers of this
country should decide as between you and ourselves, for years of intimate as-
sociation with them and the confidence they have given us forbid. the assump-
tion that we wou!d be guilty of what you cha against us. 'Will it not be the
proper thing for you to again rise to *'a guestion of privilege' and our
communieation belore the House as fully and publicly as you submitted your
S O eapectruil i

u
iy OLIVER CHILLED PLOW WORKS,
Houn, W, ;}. HaT

ember g?‘(bngru!, Washington, D. C.

Mr. HATCH., Mr. Chairman, of course I have not heard this letter
read. I am glad that the gentleman presents it and has it put in the
Recorp, and I may have something to say about it after baving had
an opportunity to read it. But I will state to the gentleman, as I
stated before upon the floor of the Hounse, that I read or had read from
the Clerk’s desk every word of the letter that the Oliver Chilled Plow

Company sent me in regard to the statement made by Mr. Washington,,

the consul at London, in denial of his statement. I then sent a copy
of that letter to Mr. Washington, and he sent to the State Department
the affidavits substantiating the statements made by him in his origi-
nal communication. When I have an opportunity of reading that let-
ter I may have something further to say to the House.

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman may read it.

Mr. HATCH, I just want to say that in this whole matter I have
treated every one with the courtesy I always extend to any gentleman
who may raisea question with me. I have read to this House every
single statement they have made in regard to the original transaction.
I had their letter, and also a letterfrom the Walter A. Wood Company,
read in the Fiftieth Congress.

Mr. HEARD. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on
‘Ways and Means a question relative to the amendment now pending.
As I understand the remarks made by the gentleman from Massachun-
setts [Mr. WALKER |—for I am not familiar with the amendment, nor
with the text of the bill, and therefore do not know how it will aftect
the bill—but as I understand from the remarks made by the gentleman
from Massachusetts the effect of the amendment now offered is to lower
the rate proposed in the McKinley bill, the bill under consideration.
Now, Idesire to ask the gentleman from Ohio, How will the rate fixed
by the bill amended as now proposed compare with what is now the
existing law ?

Mr. MCKINLEY. I would say to the gentleman that it is exactly
the same rate of duty up to $12, and above $12 an advance of 5 per
cent,

Mr. HEARD. Then I shall vote for this amendment, since it pro-
}:mes to lessen the duty, as against the original proposition that was of-

ered when the bill was originally submitted to the House.

Protests have come to me from all over my district against the in-
crease proposed in that bill originally presented to the House.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I shonld be false to my duty if I did
not stand up here and say that I hope this amendment offered by the
committee will not be adopted. I desire to say that I indorse cvery
word my colleague [ Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts] hassaid. I have
in my district a prominent citizen, a loyal and patriotic man, who ren-
dered service for his country at the front, now manufacturing fire-arms,
who employs over six hundred men. He tells me that the duty origi-
nally proposed in this bill is imperative and absolutely necessary for
the protection of his business.

I protest in the most earrest manner against this amendment offered
by the Committee on Ways and Means at this eleventh hour. My
constituency would desire to see the reqnirements of that business
met, and they believe that this bill, with that exception, would be the
best that this Republican House could pass; and I trust that the
amendment will not be adopted.

Tt;‘e CHAIRMAN. 7he question is on the adoption of the amend-
men

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the ayes
seemed to have it.

Mr. GREENHALGE. Division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes111, noes 21.

So the amendment was agreed to. ’

Mr. McKINLEY. I offer the following amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 92, Schedule N, ius«;rt. as a separate paragraph the following :

** Bristles, 10 cents a pound.”
On page 105 strike out line 21, which reads as follows: ‘* Bristles raw."

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to oppose this amendment.

The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. MCKINLEY] stated a few minutes ago
that this bill was getting stronger with the country the more it is
discussed. I have an article in my hand, published in the Rockford
Gazette, a Republican paper, published in the Republican city of Rock-
ford, I1l. That paper states that a petition was circulated in that city
among the merchants of that city protesting against the passage of this
bill and that every one to whom it was presented signed that protest
without one single exception. The article is as follows:

AN JLLINOIS PROTEST,

According to the Rockford Gazelte, a relinble and influential Republican -
journal, the business men of that city are opposed to the MeKinley a ina-
tion. The Gazette says that a protest * bearing th?‘:ioinnum of nearly all the
leading dry-goods and clothing merchants™ of ford was forwarded to
Washington. * Only one hant,” the Gazette says, " to whom the petilion
was presented—Joseph Burns—refused to sign.”

Among other things, the Rockford merchants in their tion say;

** We, the undersigned merchants of Rockford, IlL, desire to enter our protest
against the g:mge of bill H. R. No. %16, known as the ‘ MeKinley tariff bill,'
because we believe the nt tariff on imports is excessive and should, in our
opinion, be reduced er than increased.

“The bill advances the present rate from 25 to 100 per cent. on goods that are
not and, in our judgment, never ean be made successfully in this country. We
refer particnlarly to manufactured linens, which are advanced from 35 per cent.
(the present rate) to 70 and 100 per cent.; linen l&eaaﬂ_tmm 80 to 60 per cent.;
colton laces, lnce window-curtains and embroideri om 40 to 60 per cent.

“On manufactured wholly orin part of wool we believe the pres-
ent rate, averaging over 70 per cent., is high enough to give American manu-
facturers sufficient g)rntecﬁon. and the same i t of the try will not
approve of the great advance proposed by said bill.

*On the same ground we protest against the great increase on manufactures
of silk goods, especially the enormous increase of rates of duty on plushes and
velvets, On cotton hosiery and underwear the proposed rates on leading lines
are almost prohibitory.

“We believe that higher ad valorem ratesof duty would lead to further under-
valuations by dishonest importers and would &till further enconrage the adul-
teration of American manufactured goods, We are in favor of reasonable pro-
tection to the industries of this country, but earnestly protest against prohibitory
rates on articles and fabrics not made here.”

'

The Bloomington Leader, a Rep paper, com g upon the above
protest, aarz:
“There is, in fact, a g 1 protest inst the of the McKinley bill

from merchants, business men, and farmers throughout the United States. The
i:ll;::r' ‘supporbers of the are its 1 ficiaries, the millionaire monopo-

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that, representin
a constituency very largely agricultural, I shall vote for this bill. %
shall vote for it because it does more and will do vastly more for
the farming classes of this country, as I believe, than any tariff meas-
ure that has ever become a law in the United States.

Like every member, I presume, upon this floor, there are different
articles and different schedules I should be glad to have changed in
the interests of my constituents; butwith all the varied interests of
this country, with all its diversified indunstries to be snbserved, I
should feel myself recreant to the trust reposed in me not to supoort
this measure. I support it because of its many provisions in favor of
the farmer and his interests.

I shall vote for it becanse I believe it will place multiplied thou-
sands of sheep upon our Western prairies, from whose wool will be
manufactured, and manufactured in the towns and cities of these
prairies, around about which these flocks feed and thrive, $60,000,000
worth of woolen fabrics, now yearly imported into this conntry.

Mr. HAYES. Will they not freeze to death in the winter?

Mr. McADOO. They will be * protected” so that they ean not
freeze. [Laughter.] )
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Mr, PICKLER. The genfleman from Iowa has no ground to talk
to South Dakota of cold weather. Y

1 shall vote for it for the 1eason that every wool-grower, every
herdsman, every employé that shall be eng: in these great indus-
tries that will spring into existence by this protection upon wool
will eliminate just 8o many competitors in the raising of wheat in
our great Northwest. And not only eliminate them, Mr. Chairman,
as producers, but place them in the class of consnmers, and consum-
ers, too, that under this great Republican system will receive wages
that will enable them to purchase of the food-producers in such
quantities as will insure their wives and children against the pangs
of hunger and provide them with such comfortal ) pleasant, and
Iﬁappy homes as the poorly paid laborers of the Old World can never

now.

I am in favor of this bill because it furnishes such protection to
the mannfacturers of flax fiber as will enable its manufacture in this
country, so that the farmer who now raises flax for seed alone will
secure & donble return for his labor without additional expense. I
am in favor of it becanse it protects hemp and will canse the nearly
$£2,000,000 worth last year imported into this country to be prodnced
by American farmers.

And so, Mr. Chairman, the protection afforded by this bill to the
manufacture of flax and hemp fibers will develop this industry to one
of national importance, will encourage the farmers to larger acreage
of these products, until every article susceptible of manufacture from
these fibers will be produced by American manufacturers, by Amer-
ican labor, from American-grown products.

I am in favor of this bill because it redunces the duty on binder-
twine from 24 to 13 cents per pound, which saves to the farmers of
the great West and Northwest one and a quarter million dollars per
annum.

1 favor this bill becanse it increases the tariff on barley from 10 to
30 cents per bushel and on flaxseed from 20 to 30 conts, which will
stimulate onr own farmers to themselves raise the 15,000,000 bushels
of the former and the 3,000,000 bushels of the latter which were
last year imported into this conntry.

1 fa{vor this bill because it increases the duty on potatoes from 15
to 25 cents per bushel, and thus our own farmers hereafter will raise
the nearly 9,000,000 bushels of this product imported last year into
the United States,

1 favor it because if increases the duties on farm and animal prod-
ucts, which were, under the present duties, in the gate, during
the past year imported to the amount of about §200,000,000, because
1 believe onr own farmers will raise these products, and it will in so
much lessen the competition in the produoction of wheat.

I favor the bill because it destroys the sugar trusts, puts sugar on
the free-list, and thus places this necessity at the lowest Hosaibls rate
upon every poor man's table in the land, and, Mr. Chairman, be-
cause it offers a bounty of 2 cents per pound for every pound pro-
duced in this country, thereby insuring the development of another

at industry by the farmers of the United States, and which I be-
ieve will be especially advantageons to the farmers of my own State.

I hope, Mr. Chairman, before this bill becomes a law it may place
a duty upon hides; and although it does much for the consumers of
binder-twine I shonld be glad to see it on the free-list.

This Congress will do well to furnish the farming interests of this
country the A}mtect.ion afforded by this bill.

And 1o addition the farmers of this country demand more money
as a circulating medium, demand money sufficient to do the business
of the country. They demand, Mr. Chairman, and in snch tones that
it can not much longer unheeded, that the Government shall,
through their subtreasury bill or some other measure, furnish the peo-
ple divect with money to do the business of the country at a nominal
rate ofinterest. Such relief they demand, and such relief they are en-
titled to. Never have the producing classes been more in earnest
upon any question than npon this one for more monen{l and cheaper
money. It is a necessity, and a necessity Congress should provide
for, and provide for without delay. No higher duty devolves upon
this Congress, in my opinion, than to pass some measare of relief.
Neither shonld it be a make-shift or a mere temporary expedient, but
some measure that will afford permanent and abiding resalts.

The committees of both Senate and House huve accorded several

hearings to the legislative committee of the National Farmers’ Al-.

liance and Industrial Union and other friends of the measure pro-
posed, and I trust, Mr. Chairman, we may have prompt action by
‘that ecommittee and by this House. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to im-
press upon the Committee of the Whole Huuse now having under
consideration the tariff bill the careful consideration of its provisions
concerning the tin industry.

TIN.

‘We desire protection for this industry of tin-plate manufacturing,
which has before it such great possibilities in this country, and
there should have likewise been a duty on block tin.

In the development of the tin mines of my State and the manu-
facture of the product is involved the employment of a vast amount
of labor, and when developed will secure to the people of this coun-
try an article—a necessity of life—at a cheaper price than it will be
otherwise obtainable if this industry remains undeveloped, and ren-
der it possible to retain at home tﬂa many millions of dollars now

annually paid foreign conntries for the vast quantity of tin product
consumed in the United States.

William H. Cronemeyer, representing the American Tinned-Plate
Association, appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means, and
1 quote from his evidence:

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commitiea: T come here to represent the
American Tinned-Plate Association, the object of which is to try to fuster the tin-
plate industry, a thing which does not exist at the present time. The industry
was killed right from its start by a decision made by Secretary Fessenden in 1561,
At that time the laws imposed npon tin, or iron coated with tin, a duty of 2 cents
apound. It was decided by Secretary Fessenden that that did not mean iron
plates coated with tin, but that tin-plates should be classified with tin in sheets
and pay an ad valorem duty at that time of 15 per eent. An attem?l)l. wis made
several times to manufacture tin-plates, bnt very nunsuceessfully. The manufact-
urers who went into the businesaat that time were very much misled by the high
prices we had to pay cat for the English tin-plates, and they could figure itout at
nvery zmdélrnil & #t these prices. Now, the firm with which 1 am conneoted is
the United States Tin-Plate Company, in Pittsburgh. There were Lwo enrpora.
tions there that went into the business of manufacturing tin-plates and were very
sucoessful for a year or two.

The CRAIRMAN, What year was this?

Mr. CROSEMKYER. 187§, 1874, and 1875. We were making a good profit.

Mr. GEAR. There was a premium on gold then ?

Mr. CrRONEMEYER. Yes, sir, there was some premium on gold. At that time
we were making some money out of the bosiness, and when we had hardly got
started the price came down till the price fill to $4.50 for some classes of goois,
and that of course knocked us out of the market altogether, and we had to give

up.

Mr, BAYNE. Will yon state what the tin-plates sold for

Mr. CroxeMEYER. They sold for $12 and they came down to $4.50. Desides our
mill there were two other mills started simultaneously.

Mr. McMinLiy. Tn what year was this selling for $127

Mr. CroxEMEYER. In 1873. We gave up the businsss in 1876. We were forced
out of it; and we then engaged in the mannfacture of sheet-iron of various kinds.
In 1879, when we were supp: to be entirely ont, the price of tin went up to$8
or $10. We immediately started again, and we had only scarcely started in than
the price went right down. Of course we investigated how that was shortly after
we had , and we fonnd ont the importers, when they learned we wero makln%
tin-plates, would put down their prices 8o as to kill us off, and when they though
they had us dead they would put all the prices up again. It was always justthis
way.

As to the extent of the industry he states:

Mr. Barxe. Will you furnish that to the stenographer, if yon can!

Mr. CROXEMEYER. Yes, sir. Will you allow me tostate whatan enormons induns-
try this tin-plate would be if we ever have it at home? I think I bave mentioned
that there was during the last fiscal year some 360,000 tons of tin-plate manufaet-
ured. This means about 500,000 tona of pig metal, about 500,000 tons of limestone,
about 1,000,000 tons of coke, abont 86,000,000 pounds of lead, and perhaps 1,000,000
pounds of tin. So if thia mine in ota or some other mine is developed we find
the home material right here.

Mr. GEAR. How many men does it take to make this plate!

Mr. CroNEMEYER, I can describe it in this way: In a mill like ours—we have
only working four milla, in which we can produce about 4,000 tons in & year of
these light p ; with 360,000 tons consumed it would take ninety mills. Inonr
mill we employ about 225 men, which would show that it weuld take only in the
tin-mills about 23,000 people. Again we come to the extra labor required in man-
ufacturing pi%malnl, getting the coal, getting the lead, tin, and Inmber for he:l.n{
and the sulpburic acid, and the amount of capital involved would be abou
$30,000.000, Of all these men about 50,000 will support fam! 8,
and 200,000 will ﬂapgl money to other trades, the tailor, the shoemaker,
the butcher, and 8o on; an iyfall these peuple were together you wouald bavea
city nearly as big as New York Uity.

Samuel Untermyer, of New York, stated before the committee as to
the tin produoction of the world and labor employed as follows:

Tin production of the world.

ilies, say, 200,000 peo;

1885. 1886. | 1887. 1589,

Tons. | Tona. | Tons. | Tons.
Cornwall .......... 9,000 | 9,000 | 9,000 9, 300
Straits.... 17,820 1 19,674 | 23,977 | 28,356
Australia .| 8,496 | 7, 7025 6,125
PN T SRS . 4,200 | 4,379 | 4,984 4,877
BIlton. o i e e wee e .| 8,760 | 4,128 | 4,978 4, Te0
POV e i tis e canaporess s G e b e e Bl
Pakny e L v---| 42,776 | 44,687 | 49,364 | 54,357
Of this total supply of the world, in each of the years named, about 60 t.

was prodaced by Einom and Malay labor, as fo!]nv};a g o Ly

Produeed by Chinese and Malay labor.

Tons. Tons.
ABBS, iessssnasncraecsunnnanityinn 2S00 | ABBT. ciicereeununenannennnnessasng 23,339
ARBB s st e v s e Sea e os T T e e L O s 37, 339

While the production of the English mines has fairly held its own, and that of
Australia has diminished, the production of the Straits tin fields, worked by Chi-
nese and Malays, has steadily angmented eachyear. Theincrease of the world's
productions was only 7§ per cent.

The amonnt of bar-tin annnally imported into the United States is about 14,000
tons, of which 11,951 tons was received at the port of New Yorkalone. This was

chiefly Straits tin. The Straits tin is the kind chiefly in use in coating tin-plates,
because of its superior qnn.l]?’.

The population of the Straits Settlements, where the Straits tin is produced, in
1889 waa 387,234, nearly all of whom were engaged in tin mining, ete. This popu-
lation is composed

of—

g

Sothuhnathnngﬂﬂknwd&mthhmy of nearly 400,000

ies and
others, the cheapest world, whose product enters the United Statos
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f duty, so hile the immigration of Chinese laborers into the United
gs?t.?s Imtsugeen 1}:».:1: Jml, Am;:iunl:n‘({:hor will, in the absence of the dn:x now

We met, also, and are still contending against the opposition of those who handle
the fi tin in this eountry, and we were encountered by a flerce attack from

asked for, be compelied to compete with a class of laborer little betier than

The Parliamentary Blue-Book on mines and min published in 1888 (at
page 204) gives the number of persons employed in English tin mines as follows :
Employed under ground. c.eeeecneaa- 6,120
A BOYE EIORNA . e oo ndn s henn s omtanns ihrdeaiRub s st anhns axmee 5, 507

a Laomndon fi il jper a3 to the value of our properties. It re-
quired over two yvears of active labor and d ration to ov the suspi-
cions thus created, and to convince the people from whom we desired to borrow
money to aid ne in our enterprise that these wers the t tin mines yet dis-
covered on the and we have su ed in that demonstration,

Total ...... xabe= T P LT L5 M Q= - AP S e -5
Griffith's Guoide, pnblished in the Iron and Stesl Jonrnal of London for Janu-
ary 25, 1890 (at page 125), states the names of the registered tin-plate milla in the
United Kingdom on January 1, 1800, showing—
The number of mills to be......... ey a s SO D e 480
The number of Famnu directly and indirecily employed in the tin-

rlst.n industry in England is estimated af... .c..oeeee e oo B0V, 000
The annual product in tons for the English tin-plate indnstry is esti-

mated at. ... ..... SR i e e e L 50, 000

It is confidently e ted {hat the development of the tin industry in this
country will, if pmp:"r!l);cfmtemd and protected in its infancy, in time enable us
to manufacture tin-plate out of our own product so as to supply our country.

If the 836,602 tons of tin-plate annually imported into the United States were
made here employment wonld be given to at least 800,000 hands who would be
needed to produce that amount and coat it with ihe 10.000 tons of pig-tin required
for the purpose. Moreover, as 97 per cent. of these tin-plates is iron or steel, our
domestic iron would be used for its manufacture instead of foreign iron.

The number of tona of tin-plate imported into the United States for the past

three years and the values thereof are stated in the rt of Sir Michael Hicks-
Beach, dated December, 1889, and the statement will be found at page 84, as fol-

lows:

‘Tin-plate. 1887, 1888, 1889,
DM e e S e e P bt m RSN b el 5 268, 355 292, G20 336, 602
Va‘ll:a..... ----- sessassernmasanaannniaana| B3, 503, 972 | £4,001,147 | 24,674,455

Equivalent to an average of about $23,000,000,

In addition to the tin fonnd in the State of North Carolina, we have in the State
of South Dakota, in the Black Hills country, tin sufficient to supply the world.

In connection with the moelt!nn I desire to quote from the report of the
British consul at Chicago, @ year 1687, to his Government. Ie says:

“The discovery of tin in the Black Hills must be regarded as of the highest im-
portance, and there is now little doubt that the mines are of enormous extent and
valne. The district known as the Black Hilla is an isolated group of mountains
lying prineipally in Dakota and partly in Wyoming, between the two main forks
of the Cheyenne river., The group is of nearly oval form, about %0 by 69 miles,
rising from an arid plain. It is thickly wooded and covered with verdure, and has
rieh, deep soil in well watered valleys. Of the two known tin districts, the south-
ern section, 4 miles wide, lies around the north and west sides of, and 'Embahly
runs all around, the central mass of granite called Harney's Peak; and the other,
or northern gection, is about 20 miles west of Deadwood.

“Tin was first discovered here in 1883, but the miners were only in search of

the precious metal and little attention was paid to it.

* Some of the mines are now commenutugl":fnlnr perations, sinking shalts and
enoting mac! , and before long there will probably be a regular supply of
meta

“The quantity of ore np?tem to be unlimited, and as it lies near and crops out
from the surface and on lofty wooded hills the cost of working and transport will
not be great. Little has, however, yet been done, except the production of spec-
jmen bars and the examination of localities which appear tobe most lika![y to yield
aying qnantities of ore, though there are considerable quantities exi ed ready
or concentration,
“ Chieago, as well as other citics West, is a large consumer of tin, which has
hitherto been wholtuammrlad. and great interest is taken in the development
of the discovery of this metal.”

Mr. Untermyer continues before the committee as follows:

We herewith submit also a leading editorial from the London Mining Journal
of February 15, 1890, hraded, ** The tin-plate ontlook and restricted production,”
and call attention especially to the following statement in that article :

“TWithin the last thirty years the English exports of tin-plates have risen frim
rather under 1,000,000 hundredweight to nearly 0,000,000 hundredweight. The
exact fignre of shipments for 1839 was 8,612,460 hundredweight, of which total
sum 756 per cent, was d?urc‘hmd by the United States. The atlempts which have
lately come to a head in Ameriea to utilize the tin, iron, and steel resources of
that country in the mannfacture of its own tin-plates wounld receive an enormous
impulse, and there wounld be considerable danger of the 20,000 to 30,000 tons
bought monthly by that market declining toa very small total.”

Ever since the report of the British consul at Chicago to his Government of the
extent and richness of the tin mines in the Black Hills, the English tin-miners
have been alive to the danger of their industry that will result from a develop-
ment of these mines, and the snbject has received tant and promi t atten-
tion in the English press. Such leading journals as the London HlninlsJaumal,
the Statist, the Muney Market Review, the Economist, and the Sunday News
have devoted pages of Lheir paper to the discussion of these mines, and have un-
dertaken to demonstrate to the British public that America will shortly be able
to supply its own needs in this direction from the tin mines in the Black Hills,

1 beg feave to submit, on this argument, some of the articles that have appeared
in the English press upon this subjeet.

1t would not be demonstration of the commercial value of these properties to
gay that we have raised capital for the purpose of working; but it is an im-
portant circumstance tending to show that we have demonstrated to the people
who have put money into the enterprise that we have the ability to produce tin
in paying quantities. We have recently put into our treasury $1,500,000 for devel-
opment, Prior to that time we had spent in the erection of mills, hoisting and
drilling apparatus, dwellings for employés, boarding-houses for men, stables, ete.,
about $200,000, besides which this company has acquired and controls certainly
upwards of five hundred mining claims, npon which it has done and is doing the
assessment work required by law, and the following is a brief statement of the
development work dope upon some of the mines:

WORK DONE.
Shafts and winzes snnk on Februoary 1.....ccevuneenescnns cansnssafoob.. 1, 864
Tunnels, levels, adits, drifts, ete., run February 1......cooeee o.o. do.. 5,225
Expended in erection of hoisting and drilling apparatus, dwellings
for employés, boarding-houses for miners, stables, ete., about ._...._. §200, 000
Wehave a&mt vast snms of money in purchasing claims. We went to England
to secure additional money with which to continue thedev ment of these mines,

and there we met with the opposition of the vast interests of the Cornwall mines.

of the earth,
The paper which made the attack was compelled to withdraw it. The history
of that transaction is very fsirg eet forth in the Money Market Review of Decem-
ber 8, 1888, and we beg herewith to submit that article.

The certificates of these men sel to take charge of the mill-erushing of the
ore the Hills,iwhich took place in London, demonstrated effectually the 1
wealth of these mines and their commereial value to this country. Never
pmperti been submitted to so crucial a test as that to which these propertiea
were subjected for the purpose of overcoming the attacks upon it.

Since those criticisms were answered in the conclusive way shown upon the re-
sults of the mill-erushing of the ore, we have increased our holdings of properties,
many otherlocations bave beon discovered in the Black Hills owned by other per-
sons and corporations, and we have now five hundred men at work upon the ?mp-
erties, which is a very amall proportion of the number of men whom we shall em-
ploy when the mines are fairly opened and the work of ern<hing the ores ia begnn.

Uur pay-rolls for the past six months have amounted to $120,000, and during that
time we have done assessment work npon six hundred and ninety minlnﬁ claims,
besides development work., Although the great bulk of the tin used in this coun.
try comes, » 8 has heretofore been atated, from Straits, and is the product of Chinese
and Malay labor, still we do get a part of our supply from the Cornwall mines, and
the comparative statement of the wages which we pay our laborers and those paid
in the Corn wall mines may be instructive as showing the present need for the pro-
tection of this industry. ] ;g‘ $3 and £3.50 per day for labor, and we pay men
for light work above ground !".I:‘ a day, and to firemen $4 per day.

In Cornwall theyr ¥ 20a., or §5 per week, or 83 cents per day, as against our £3
ot $3.50 per day. e men in Cornwall who do light work above ground are paid
from 2s. (30 cents) to 2s. 6d. (62} cents). The girls who do the selecting of the ores
are paid from 1. (25 cents) to ls. 6d. (37} cents), and the women for c{ieudng and
the lighter work are paid 2s. shillings (50 cents) per day.

A8 TO THE RICHNESS OF THE PRODUCT.

Messrs. Johnson, Matthey & Co. and Mr. Frederick Claudet are the assayers
to the Bank of England. The mill-erushing for the great qnantities of ore taken
from the mines by the special commissions sent out ngland was done un-
der their direction. The shipment of this ore was made under the direction and
control of a special commission sent out from Engllud to examine ihe mines and
to ascertain the reliability of the statement that had been made with regard to the
property. We submit herewith the certificates of these renowned assayers show-
ing that there were in all fourteen lots, and that the ore consis in many in-
stances, of solid blocks weighing from 100 pounds up to 8,000 pounds. The mill
crnshing resnlted in demonstrating that the ore contained 837 pounds to the ton
of pure tin oxide, being 78.67 per cent. of metallic tin. Combining the two series
of tests made, the ore appeared to be worth between 80 pounds of black tin to the
ton, which is a phenomenal showing of richer and far exceeding the averages ob-
tained in the Cornwall mine.

Then again, the ore is more friable, and therefore more readily treated than is

ihe case with tin produced from other so and being fonnd gnite near to the
surface, its handl tF is lesa expensive; all of which facls demonstrate the great
commercial value of the industry.

We have had some experience in

the early u’mﬁu of this particular ration
, energy, and ability which those interests are ¥y to de-
vote to our destruction. Two years of the life of this company has been spent in
refuting the slanders which those interests have boldly circulated against the tin
interesis of the Black Hills. Those slanders were hurled at us by the money in
England, the money market of the world, where we were endea £ to secure
the aid of capital with which to develop our rurtﬁy; and the contest which was
there is one which will be memorable in the financial interestsof thatcoun-
faint

45 to the time, mon

The clippings from the London Press herewith submitted will convey some
idea of the history of that controversy.

Some of the members of this committee seem to be of the im on that this
company is dominated by English interests, and it is but fair to the gentlemen con-
atituting its board of directors that this impression should be corrected. This com-
pany has a ahmg:ﬂ:ul of $15,000,000, and less than one-fifth of ita shares are
owned abroad, the ce being all owned in this country by citizens of the United
smteai and over two-thirds of the ashares being owned by its present board of trust-
ees, all of whom are residents of the city of New York.

We believe the time will soon come when we, with our improved machinery, our
superior class of labor, and our inventive tendencies, will be able not only to sup-
ply our own country with this product, for which millions are now annually paid
abroad, bat will be able to sell our product in foreign markets, notwithstanding
the great disparagement in the cost of labor. Bat, in order to do that, we must
be enabled to grow strong, which we can not do without protection in the infuncy
of our industry. ~ 3

The Hon. JouX F, LAckY, member of this House, in a letter to the chairman of
the Ways and Means Committee, under date January B, 1890, speaking of tin-ore
in Bouth Dakota, says :

“1 will not ﬁ into details unless youshould so request, but as the result of my

nal examination of a large number of mines and prospect shafts I became
B]llykoﬁrlnﬁinud that tin exists in very great abundance in both regions of the

ac 8.

**Stream-tin abounds in the creeks and ore deposits arc plainly exposed and
traceable upon the surface.

“* A want of adequate eapital and lack of knowledge of the best methods of ex-
tracting the ore have prevented the successful of the mines heretofore,
but money is now being freely invested in the ¥ Peak region, and an exten-
sive ontput of cassiterite may soon be expected

idering the i my jn%sgnent.. the committee will be safe in
of Bonth Dakota will be able to m?}g

”

In q in
doing so ug:n the theory that the mines
onr wants in the near future, and, in time contend with Malacoa and Cornwa
the markets of the world.

I conclude, Mr, Chairman, by quoting from the able speech of Hon.
RoBERT M. La ForrrrrE, of Wiscongin, upon this bill, delivered
May 10, 1890, in this House.

Mr. LA FOoLLETTE, speaking of this industry in the United States,
used the following language:

‘What is the tin.plate history of the United Statea?! It is instructive. In the
last five years we have sent out of this country $100,000,000 to buy the tin-plate
consumed here. Why! Becanse the duty upon it is so far below the proteciive
point that evers attempt to manufacture it here is met with a reduction in price
of the foreign article, low em:n;ﬁh and long enoungh continued to & American

roduction, 1t was shown by the testimony taken before your committes that in

873 tin-plate was selling at $12 per box of 108 pounds. The manufacturers began
makinﬁ some headway in Lhis country, but forei rodocers were unwilling to
yield this market and forced the prices to five and a glifmdsix dollars, when the

3
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m facture was abandoned here in 1679. When the field wasagain clear for the
British syndicate, they put the prices up and up notil in 1870 tin-plate waa nine to
ten dollars per box. Again American manufacturers began to turn out tin-plate,
and again the English tin-plate association drove them to the wall. American
tin-plate of the better grade can be made with the present prices of material at
$6.50 per box. And though the foreign price of like grade is higher than that, our
makers know from a dear experience Lrat. under existing dutiea any attempt to
mannfacture will bring a reduction in prices, which will elose them up with all
the loss attendant upon such procedure, and therefore keep ont of the business
for the present, thouﬁhuta foreign association maintains the priceabove profitable
production here. This again illustrates the glorions advantage of the American
o‘:ena%:ler iI:mti'ng dependent upon a foreign association under a tariff below the pro-
thbp:vﬁl a protective duty on tin-plate accomplish! It will enable us to
make irom twenty to twenty-five million dollars’ worth of tin-plate in thia coun-
annually, What does that mean! 1t means that to produce the 1,000,000 tons
of additional iron ore, the 2,000,000 tons of additional coke and coal, the 450,000
tons of additional pig-iron, the gnarrying of 700,000 tons of additional limestone,
the 15,000 tons of Dakota block tin, the 3,000 tons of additional lead, the 6500
tons of additional tallow and oil, the 20,000 tous of additional sulphuric acid, the
30,000,000 feet of additional box lumber, to turn the pig-iron into sheet-iron, to
make the machinery and keep it in repair, ana to freight the materials will give
constant and remunerative employment to 40,000 men, with their families, making
a ulation of 200,000 directly dependent on this great industry, which will
bu‘ﬁ? ap q[uiqklj' in this conntry under this bill. To these added wage-workera
will be paid anoually 21,000,000 in wages, to be in large part expended among the
farmers and merchants of this country.

That is what this increased duty will do. Tt will do more; it will give ua very
soon tin-plate at a cheaper rate than we Ilm_v to-day, give us a steady and reliable
market which will respond to the gradual cheapening cost of production and the
controlling laws of domestic competition.

Mr. LIND. Before the gentleman from South Dakota sits down, 1
want to ask him a question. Isheaware that this bill increases the
protection—not the duty, but the protection—upon binding-twiue
700 per cent.?

Mr. PICKLER. Thebill providesexactlytothe contrary. Idonot
know to what the gentleman allundes. It providesinsomany words
for a reduction of the duty.

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I made the statement that this bill
as first reported increased, not the tariff duty, but the protection on
binding-twine, 700 per cent., and I knew what I was saying. There is
not a member of the committee who will undertake to dispute the cor-
rectness of my proposition on the basis of I have sat here
during the consideration of this bill patiently watching for an oppor-
tunity to get recognized to move a reduction, a just and legitimate re-
duction, of the duty upon binding-twine, but I have begun to despair.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, rose.

Mr. LIND. I beg the gentleman to desist. Iam not talking for
home consumption. I want to point out some facts and bring them
before this committee, so that if herealter in the course of time I should
be recognized for five minutes to offer an amendment the committee
may be prepared to vote upon it intelligently. Under the present law
the raw material of which binding-twine is manufactured pays a duty
of 20 per cent. and the manunfactured article 2} cents per pound, which
is equivalent to an ad valorem rate of 21.84 per cent.

Hence the differential duty which constitutes the protection on the
manufacture of binding-twine is 1.84 per cent. The committee have
put the raw material on the free-list very properly, and I thank them
for it; but, instead of allowing less than 2 cent, to the manufact-
urers, as heretofore, they have run it up to lf::nta a pound, equivalent
to about 12 per cent. ad valorem. I maintain that that is too much,
and if I can be conceded ten minutes to demonstrate that proposition
I will do it to the satisfaction of every Republican protectionist on this
floor, and I am one of them. I know whatIam talking about. There
was a gentleman before the Committee on Ways and Means who was
examined in my presence.

I heard every question put to him, and I noted his statement well,
becanse, Mr. Chairman, the State which I have the honorin part to rep-
resent is wrapped up in the question of wheat. It is our great depend-
ence,ourall. We can raise wheat enough in my State to feed this entire
nation.

Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama. And foreign conuntries, too.

Mr. LIND. I say I noted the answers that were made by that gen-
tleman. I noticed that the president of the Associated Textile Indus-
tries—I believe that is his title—was present. I do not know that that
is the exact name, but we know that the trnst exists and we know the
president of it was before the committee. He stated that at the pres-
ent time and for the ensuing season they proposed to sell manufactured
twine at a figure from 3 to 4 cents per pound in excess of the present
cost of raw material plus the cost of manufacture. That was his state-
ment. Nota member of the committee can dispute this,

Now, I say that when a man has the cheek to come before the
American Congress, or before any commitiee of Congress, and state
that he proposes to exact blood-money to this extent from the working-
}:eOpIa. from the farming classes, the hardesi-worked people in the

and, he is not entitled to the preference, consideration that this gen-

tleman received at the hands of that committee, He stated, further-
more, that the whole cost of manufacturing binding-twine was 14 cents
per pound. He stated, in addition to that, that it cost from one-half
to three-quarters of a cent per pound to place it with the retailer. So
that the entire expense of manufacturing, paying commissions, and
plnc;mz the article in the hands of the retailer does not exceed from 2}
to 2§ cents

In answer to the question asked by the gentleman from California
[Mr. McKENNA] as to the difference in the labor-cost of production
here and abroad, he said the difference was 40 per cent., that is the
foreign labor employed in this industry was 40 per cent. cheaper than
ours, Hence what it costs $1 to produce abroad it would cost $1.40
to produce here, and when you have a differential duty, which is much
in excess of that, it is too large.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr, HOPKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from
%\[innemta. [Mr. LiND] be permitted to proceed for five minutes

onger.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would rather the gentleman wounld
get in his amendment, so that we may have a vote on it.

Mr, LIND. That is what I want. I do not want to talk.

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Minne-
sota [Mr. LiND] whether that manufacture is not in a trust.

Mr. LIND. Certainly it is; I have so stated.

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Itseemstome thatthegentle-
man from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. Linp], and other gentlemen on that side should have some op-
portunity to offer amendments, not the ““ample opportunity ’ which
has been spoken of which cuts out everybody, but insufficient oppor-
tunity that gives a chance to members to get in,

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ifit had not been for the incessant
discussion on the other side we would have had numbers of votes on
amendments. You talked and talked until you forced this rule upon
the House.

Mr. GEISSENHAINER obtained unanimous consent to have printed
in the RECORD the following:

Hon. J. A. GEISSENHAINER,
House of Represenlatives, Washington, D, C.:

Dear S1R: We desire to eall your attention to the proposed new tariff bill in-
creasing the duty on breech-loading guns from 35 per cent,, as al present, to 80
to 100 per cent. There isno excuse or reason for any such advance. It will not
aflect the buyer who is able to purchase a hlﬁ:fmde gun, as this class is almost
exclusively American make; but it will fall vily on the poorer man whocan
not afford to pay $30 or more for a gun, and it will prevent thousands of our
farmers and farm laborers from buying a gun at all. It will be a severe blow
1o my business, cutting off at least one-half of it, doing no good to any one.
There are no guns e in this country to take the place of cheap imported
ones; they are reliable, safe, and effective, and by what law of justice or coms
mon sense shall the poor man be compelled to pay £ to §12 of his hard-earned
money to benefit no one ?

‘We consider the advance uncalled for and injurious, and appeal to you {o use
all your influence to &rf;ent this piece of unjust legisiation. .

L

Yours, respee
P. W. ELMER,
Clarksbuergh, Monmowlh County, New Jersey,
The undersigned, interested in the sale or use of breech-loading guns, cor-
dially indorse the above protest, and earnestly request your aid in defeating
the uncalled-for advance in duty.

Mr. HAYES obtained nunanimous consent to have published in the
RecorD the following: :

CHicAGo, May 4, 1890,

DeAr Sir: We believe in protecting Ameriean industries, and regret that the
proposed tariff bill will, if g 1, impose ive duties upon articles which
require vo protection, and unnecessary taxation upon the poorer classes of con-
sumers for the sole benefit of the United States Treasury.

In this list of articles you will find cheap guns. They are not and ean not
be manufactured in America. The cheapest double-barreled breech-loading
gunnow produced in this country nets the manufacturer about §19. The chea;
est imported double-barreled breech-loading gun costs the importer about $5.50,
after paying the 35 per cent. duty now imposed.

The at bulk of imported guns cost {present duty included) less than §12
each. You will readily see that ndd[nia, §4, or 86 ¢ duty to the present
85 per cent. ad valorem will not put them within the reach of the American
mannfacturer, but will compel the farmers and their boys to either pay a large
advance or forego the purchase of a double-barreled gun.

If manufacturers of $30to $200 guns, such as are used by sportsmen, require
further protection, we have no protest to offer, but we do not believe that a pro«
hibitory tariff should be p upon the cheaper grades.

The manufacturers who earnestly advocate the proposed change are two or
three makers of little single-barreled guns, who hope to prohibit the importa~
tion of double-barrels, and thus create a d i for their good
mWe Imz you to examine in detail this section of the bill before considering it

vorably,

Respectfully,

HIBBARD, SPENCER, BARTLETT & CO,
A, C. BARTLETT, Secrelary.
Hon. WaLTER I. HAVES,

Member of Congress, Washingion, D, C.

Cuicaco, May 7, 1880,
DeAr Sir: In a letter of recent date we said the American E:‘.l: is §19,
The writer overlooked an article that is sold by manufacturers at §15, is not

up to the standard of a §12 imported gun.

Respectfully,
HIBBARD, SPENCER, BARTLETT & CO.
A. C. BARTLETT, Secretary.

Hon., WALTER I. HAYES,
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C.

Mr. SWENEY. I desire to offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Does it relate to the pending amendment?

Mr. SWENEY. Itisan amendment pertaining to bristles.

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MCKINLEY, it
was agreed to.
d efkl.‘ McKINLEY. I now offer the amendment which I send to the
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The Clerk proceeded to read the following amendment:

Strike out section 32, on page 143, and substitute the fﬂ!lowinﬁ:
“Sgc, 82, That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall assign one or
more internal-revenne store-keepers and gaugers to every vinegar factory
employing the vaporizing process and lawfully established under this act, to
have charge of such factory under the direction of the collector of the district,
and may transfer such officer or officers from any such vinegar factory or bonded
or distillery warehouse to another, And there shall be levied and collected on

to be used any material for the purpose of making mash, wort, or beer, or for
the production of spirits or low wines, or removes any spirits or low wines, shall
forfeit and pay a tax of 90 cents ‘per %roof gallon on t{m spirits so produced, dis-
tilled, or removed, and in addition thereto be liable to a penalty of §$1,000,

** 80, 88, That every manufacturer of vinegar shall keep a book in the form
prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in which he shall enter
daily the kind and guantity of all materials purchased by him and brought
upon th: premises to be used in the manufacture of vinegar, and from whom

eacli proof gallon, or fraction thereof, of distilled spirits or low wines produced
in soch a vinegar factory. to be paid \)_v the proprietor of such factory, a tax of
B cents, which tax shall be assessed monthly by the Commissioner of Internal
Revenue, and shall be a first lien on the spirits produced, the factory, the stills,
vessels, fixtures. and tools therein, and the lot or tract of land on which the
t‘a.ctor,r iz situated, from the time the spirits are in existence until the said tax

is paic

'P‘:tmc. 33, That seotion 3252 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as
amended by section 5 of the act of March 1, 1879, be amended by striking out all
after said number and inserting the following: . !

“‘No mas",wort,or wash, fit for distillation or for the production of spirits or
alcohol, shall be made or fermented in any building or on any premises other
than a distillery duly authorized according to law; and no mash, wort, or wash
80 made and fermented shall be sold or removed from any distillery before be-
ing distilled; and no person other than an authorized distiller shall by distil-
lation, or by any other process, separate the alecoholiespirits from any fermented
mash,wort, or wash; and no personshall use spiritsoraleohol * * * in man-
ufacturing vinegar or any other article, orin any process of manufacture what-
ever, unless the spirits or alcohol so used shall have been produced in an au-
thorized distiliery and the tax thereon paid. Every person who violates any
provision of this section shall be fined for each offense not less than §500 nor
more than §5,000, and be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than
two years; Provided, That nothing in this section shall be construed to apply
to fermented liquors or to fermented liquids used for the manufacture of vine-
gar exclusively. * * * Bat it shall be lawful for manufacturers of vinegar to
separate, by a vaporizing process, the alecoholie property from the mash pro-
duced by them, and condense the same by introducing it into the water or other
lkp:id used in making vinegar.

** But no worm, goose-neck, pipe, conductor, or contrivance of any descrip-
tion whatsoever whereby vapor might in any mannerbe conveyed away or
converted into distilled spirits of high proof shall be used or emgloyed or be
fasten~d to or connected with any vaporizing apparatus used for the manufact-
ure of vinegar: norshall any worm be permitted on or near the premises where
such vaporizing process is carried on,

“*Nor shall any vinegar factory, for the manufacture of vinegar as aforesaid,
bapermil.ted within 600 feet of any distillery or rectifying house.

“* The manufacturer shall erect inaroom or building to be provided and used
for that purpose one or more receiving cisterns of sufficient capacity to hold all
the low wines or distilled spirits produced during the day of twenty-four hours,
into which shall be conveyed the entire product of each day, the cistern and

-room to be constructed in the manner to be prescribed bci the Commis-
sioner of Internal Revenue. Such cisterns and the room in which they are con-
tained shall be In charge and under lock and seal of the storekeeperand gauger;
and all locks and seals requisite for thut purpose shall be provided by the Com-
missioner of Internal Revenue at the expense of the Uniled States,

**On or before the third day after the spirits or low wines are conveyed into
such cisterns they shall be drawn off under the supervision of the storekeeper
and gauger; bul before the same are drawn off, or any part thereof, they shall
be gauged and proved by the storekeeper and gauger, who shall ascertain and
report to the collector of the distriet, in such manner as shall be prescribed by
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, the quantity of such spirits or low wines
in wine and proof gallons.

“' It shall be uniawful to manufacture any distilled spirits or low winesin any
vinegar factory of a greater strength than 80 per cent. of proof spirits; and
any spirits or low wines of a greater strength prod d ina vinegar factory
shall be forfeited Lo the United States, her with all the stills, tools, ma-
nh‘i:;'agantensiln malerials, spirits, or low wines and vinegar on the premises of
Bsu ory.

*** No per-on shall remove, or cause to be removed, from any vin factory
or place where vinegar is made any vinegar or other fluid or ma contain-
ing n greater proportion than 2 per cent. of proof spirits. Any violation of
this provision shall incur a forfeiture of the vinegar, fluid, or material contain-
ing such proof spirits, and shall subject the person or persons guilty of remov-
lng the same to the punishment provided for any violation of this section.

**And all the provisionsof section 8276, 3277, and 3278 of the Revised Statutes
of the United S are b by ex
whereon vinegar is manufactured, to all manufacturers of vinegar and
workmen or other persons employed by them.’

“‘8gc, 3. That every manufacturer of vinegar shall register his vaporizing

ratus with the collector of the district in the same manner as is now re-
quired concerning stills set up, and be subject to all the penalties provided in
section 3258 of the Revised Statutes of the United States for having in possession
such an apparatus set up and not so registered.

“8rc. 35, That every manufacturer of \'lnazzm'. before commencing or con-
tinuing business, shall give duplieate notice in writing, subseribed by him, to
the collector of the distriet in which the business is to be carried on, staling his
name and residence, and, if a firm, eompany, or corporation, the name and the
residence of each member thereof; the precise place where such business is to
be carried on ; -aparticalar description o‘?tlm premises to be pied, and of the
masgh-tubs and fermenting-tubs, and of the vaporizing and condensing apparatus
to be used by him ; also whether the factory was established and operated ns a
vinegar faglory prior to March 1, 1579, or not; the distance of said factory ina
direct line from the nearest distillery or rectifving house; the day when the

facturer will to operate, and all such additional particnlars as
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may from time to time prescribe; and
every person failing to give such notice or giving a false or fraudulent notice
shall be liable to the penalties provided in section 3239 of the Revised Statutes
of the United States,

“8Eec, 35. That every manufacturer of vinegar shall, before commencing or
continuing the business, and on the 1st day of May on each succeeding year,
give a bond in the form })rmihod by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue,
conditioned that he shall faithfully comply with all provisions of law concerning
the manufacture of vinegar by the use of alcoholic vapor,

“ Said bond shall be, with at least two sareties, approved by the collector of
the district, and for a penal sum of £5,000. A new bond may be required inany
contingency affecting the validity or impairing the efficiency of the previous
bond, atthe discretion of the collector or the Commissioner of Internal Revenue.
Any manufacturer of vin as defined in this act who shall commenece orcon-
tinue the business after the passage of this act without xiv'ln’g such bond, or
who fails or refuses to renew the same, or who gives any ialse, o:}od. or fraudu-
lent bond shall forfeit his flﬂl)l‘ﬂ:ud apparatus, and shall be fined notless than
$500 nor more than $5,000, and imprisoned not less than six months nor more

than two years,
“8ec. 37. Every manufi of vinegar by the vaporizing process or person
factory who, in the absence of the storekeeper and ganugeror

employed in su
person to act as storekeeper and gauger, uses or causes or permits

led and made applicable to all premis:s
their

purch 1, the kind and quantity used each day, the quantity and strength of
the vinegar manufactored, aud the guantity sold or removed from the factory,
m:_d any other particulars that may from Lime tolime be prescribed by the Com-
missioner of Interna! Revenue. Said book shall be kept at the factory, shall be
rresen'ed for two years aflter the last entry is made therein, and shall constantly
»e open to the inspection of any revenue officer; and whenever any manufact-
urer of vinegar shall omit or refise to provide said book, or to make the entries
required to be made therein, or shnlf) make any false and franduolent entry
therein, or shall fail to preserve said book for the period required, or shall not
R:lodum said book for Lthe inspection of any revenue officer, with intent to de-
ud, the factory, apparatus, the vinegar manufactured or in process of manu-
facture, and all personal property on said premises used in the business there
carried on shall be forfeited to the United States,

‘*Src, 39, That storekeepers assigned Lo vinegar factories shall keepinn book
to be provided for that purpose, and in the manner prescribed by the Commis-
sioner of Internal Revenue, a daily account of Lhe kind and quantity of material
brought upon the prem and used in the manufacture of vinegar, the quan-
ity and strength of the vinegar made, and the quantiiy sold or removed from
the factory, and shall enter in said book all other particulars, and keep such
other records and make such reports of the operation of the factory as the Com-
missioner of Internal Revenue may require.

**Sec, 40. That every package, cask,or barrel containing vinegar manufactured
by the alcoholie vupormug- process shall have plainly marked thereon when it
leaves the factory and shall be so kept plainly marked while it coniains such
vinegar the words ‘Spirit vinegar.'! Any person or persons manufacturing,
selling, or baving in possession for the purposes of sale any such vinegar con-
tained in any package,cask,or barrel not so marked shall upon conviction thereof
pay a fine of g[or each and every such package, cask, or barrel, and in addition
thereto shall pay the costs of prosecution,

“8ec.4l. That the Commissioner of Tuternal Revenue, with the approval of
the Secretary of the Treasury, may make all such regulati not i t
with the provisions of this act, as may be necessary to give full effect thereto,”

Mr. HOLMAN (before the reading of the amendment was concluded).
The reading of this paper furnishes no information; it is impossible to
follow the reading, as there is so much confusion. I suggest that the
whole paper be printed in the RECORD of to-morrow morning so that
we may see exactly what it means. We certainly can not vote upon
such an amendment as this without some opportunity of understand-
ing it.

Mr. GEAR. This isthe last amendment of the committee. Other
gentlemen wish to offer amendments and to discuss them. Ihope that
the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana will not be to.

Mr. BAKER. Iunderstand it is the purpose to sit here to-nightun-
til the amendment now pending and any others that members desire
to offer shall be submitted and considered. If that is so, let us under-
stand it and go to work. We have been kept here in suspense for
some time. Now we want to know what chance there is to be to offer
amendments,

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. Letusfinish up the committee amend-
ments and then di of some more besides.

Mr. FLOWER. I hope the same privilege will be accorded to a gen-
tleman on this side that is accorded on the other. I have amendments
I desire to offer.

Mr. McCREARY. I move that the committee rise. I make this
motion becanse we have now been in continuous session for nine hours.
1If the motion should be agreed to, I propose to move that the House
take a recess until to-morrow morning at 10 o’clock., I insist on my
motion. '

The CHATRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY]
moves that the committee now rise.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Before that motion prevails the substitute
which the honorable gentleman from New York [Mr, SAwyER] de-
sires to offer for the amendment now pending ought to be submitted,
to be printed in the RECORD if the other is printed.

Mr. FLOWER. I donot understand why & gentleman from New
York on the other side should have an opportunity to offer an amend-
ment any more than a gentleman on this side, and one who is a mem-
ber of the committee.

Mr. McCREARY. I insist on my motion.

Mr. FLOWER. My constituents are just as dear to me as those of
the gentleman on the other side are to him. “There are industries of
my constituents which are to be ruined if this bill passes in its present
form, and I desire a chance to offer amendments.

The CHAIRMAN. No gentleman from New York has been recog-
nized to offer any amendment or substitute.

Mr, FLOWER. I would like to know why I have not the same
right as a gentleman on the other side.

The CHAIRMAN. No gentleman from New York on the other side
has been recognized. There is where the gentleman is entirely mis-
taken.

Mr. FLOWER. Then I am sorry for the gentleman on the other
side; I sympathize with him. 4

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I make the point of order that the reading
of the amendment which has been sent to the desk by the gentleman
from Ohio can not be interrupted by a motion that the committee rise.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order.

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. I desire to introduce an amendment
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which has been printed in the Recorp and which it was understood
we should have an opportunity to offer and have acted on,

Mr. MCCREARY. Nothing is in order except a motion to rise.

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment
printed in the REcorD, and I want that side to stand up and say

|'whether they are going to let us have an opportunity of having a vote
' upon it or not, or if they will deny me the right to submit it to the
action of this committee.

Mr. FLOWER. We will meet gentlemen on the other side on this
question herealter.

Mr. BAYNE. I demand the regular order.

Mr. HILL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HILL. Whether it will be in order now to move that the
amendments offered and printed in the RECORD be considered as formal
amendments for the action of the committee ?

The CHAIRMAN. It will not be.

Mr. BAYNE. 1 rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BAYNE. Was the amendment proposed by the committee read
through by the Clerk ?

The CHAIRMAN.

not read.

Mr. BAYNE. Then I make the poing of order that the motion to
rise is not in order and that the reading can not be interrupted.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had already ruled upon that, and is
of opinion that the committee can rise at any point of their labors and

into the Honse and re

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Right in the midst of a division orat
any time, then?

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the committee will not rise.

The guestion was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 43, noes

Mr. McCREARY. I ask for tellers.

Mr. BAYNE. Iask the gentlem.an to let us get through with this
one amendment.

Mr. McCREARY. They insist on this side that tellers be ordered.

Tellers were ordered.

Mr. McCrEARY and Mr. McKINLEY were appointed tellers.

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 30,
noes 66.

Mr. CALDWELL. Noquorum.

The CHAIRMAN. A quornm is not necessary to rise. The Clerk
will conclude the reading of the amendment.

The Chairis informed that a few lines of it were

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the amendment as [

above.

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I will state for the information of the
committee—

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This is a very important
matter, and I would like to ask order on the floor.

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I will detain the committee but a very
few moments.

Mr. BAWYER. I desire to offer an amendment as a substitute.

Mr. GEAR. I want to state for the information of the committee
that this is a earefully prepared amendment to what is known on the
statute-books as the vaporizing act, by which white-wine vinegar is
manufactured from vaporized aleohol. This law has been npon the
statute-books since March, 1879,

Under it these people are permitted to manunfacture the low wines in
a certain manner. There bas not been nunder any provision of the law
any proper surveillance of these people who are engaged in its mann-
facture, so as to prevent frauds. The Internal Revenue Department
have considered this matter and recommend the passage of this propo-
gition. The amendment has been draughted, as I said, carefully by
the Internal Revenue Department, and provides, first, that these par-
ties manufactoring these spirits and vinegar shall be under the strict
surveillance of the department.

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Let me ask the gentleman if this amend-
ment was before the Committee on Ways and Means for consideration.

Mr. GEAR. Yes, sir; and was reported favorably by the commit-
= o6,

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. What effect will it have upon this man-
ufacture ol vinegar from cider?

Mr. GEAR. I will tell you directly.

Mr. HAYES., Have you examined this amendment sufficiently to
be able to say that it protects the interests of the ten vinegar factories
in Towa, considering the fact that we are not allowed nnder the pro-
hibitory law to have a distillery ?

Mr. GEAR I have not examined it in that light, I will say to my
friend, becanse I am nota lawyer; but theamendment has been drawn
carefully by the law officers of the department of the Government.

Mr. BAKER. Have yon any opinion as to whether or not this is in
the interest of the whisky distillers?

Mr. GEAR. I will tell you all of that if you do not interrupt me.
hNow, the amendment provides certain penalties for violation of the

W.

;i(;)ifrt.eﬁ[;lNDERS{)N, of North Carolina. Where has the law been
a

Mr. GEAR. Well, within thirty days, by the seizure of several hun-
dred gallons of alcohol in Chicago, for instance.

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow a question ?

Mr. GEAR. 1If the gentleman will be patient and not interrupt, I
will'see that he has time for himself.

Mr. McMILLIN. Iwillnot depend upon any gentleman except the
Chairman for recognition on this floor,

Mr. GEAR. Notat all; and yet you may be at some time depend-
ent upon others.

Mr. McMILLIN. I wished to ask the gentleman a question which
is very pertinent to what he was saying, and in rather an impertinenf
way, as I think, he replied.

Mr. GEAR. Not at all; I am perfectly willing to answer the ques-
tion at the proper time, but I want to be allowed to proceed to make
my statement first.

Now, it provides for certain penalties for violation of the law, and
then it provides in addition that the vinegar shall be branded so that
it shall sell for exactly what it is. Therefore it will not interfere with
the parties who manufactare spirit vinegar, and the penalty for violat-
ing this provision is $5 a barrel.

Mr. BAKER. I wonld like to know whether this amendment is not
d_ié'ectly antagonistic to the men who make honest vinegar out of honast
cider.

Mr. GEAR. No, sir; we have heard from the fruit associations of
this conntry and a large proportion of the men representing those who
:;?ka white-wine vinegar, and they all agree on this bill among them-

yves.

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. Where were they from?

Mr. GEAR. They were from New York, Chicago, and all over the
country.

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I desire to know what conclusion the
committee arrived at upon the subject of cider vinegar being sufficient
for the requirements of the market?

Mr. GEAR. Ido nob know what would be the necessary supply.
That is like #y 2 in algebra. Thatisa mathematic problem. The pro-
duction of spirit vinegar is 627,000 barrels.

Mr. BAYNE. There is a provision in this bill, I understand, which
prohibits the coloring of this vinegar so as to make it an imitation of
the cider vin

Mr. GEAR.
hibits selling white-wine vinegar as cider vinegar.
the question of the gentleman from Tennessee,

Mr. McMILLIN. I knew that no one would be less inclined to be
disrespectful than the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. GEAR. 1 did not mean to be in any way disrespectful, but I
did not wish to be interrupted.

Mr. McMILLIN. What I was going to say was this: It is asserted
that it is a committee amendment. I suppose it is understood by that
that it was prepared by the majority.

Mr. GEAR. That is correct.

Mr, McMILLIN. 8o faras I was concerned I never heard of if, and
while it may be a very proper amendment, and may contain
provision, and may be altogether in the direction of correct le@sfatlon.
not having seen it or having heard of it before it was presented I did
not want it to go forth that it was recommended by the entire com-
mittee.

Mr. GEAR. We did not wish to burden the minority of the com-
mittee with any responsibility in regard to it. Asa member of the
majority, I, with them, assume all the responsibility for the amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Towa permit the Chair
to inform him that the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER] has
been trying to ask him a guestion for a long time ?

Mr. GEAR. Then I will hear the question of the gentleman from
New York.

Mr. FLOWER. I ask the gentleman from Iowa if this is the store-
keepers’ bill or what is known as the Sawyer bill?

Mr., BUTTERWORTH. 1t is the storekeepers’ bill.

Mr. GEAR. It is not the Sawyer bill.

I want to say in conclusion that this ammgement is in harmony
with the general understanding made by the men who manufacture
spirit vinegar and those who make cider vinegar.

Mr. BAKER. I understand the gentleman from Iowa this amend-
ment has been submitted and is approved by the manufacturers of vin-
egar made from cider?

Mr. GEAR, Preclsely.

Mr. BAKER. And it meets with their appronl?

Mr. GEAR. It meets with their approval.

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. Was it prepared at their
direction ?

Mr. ADAMS. 1t was.

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I would liketo know whether
the effect of this amendment will be to stop the ordinary manufacture

of vinegar from cider.

Yes, sir; there is also a provision in the bill which pro-
Now I will answer
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Mr. GEAR. Not at all. [Cries of *“‘Vote.” ] The bill provides
that ‘‘spirit’’ vinegar should be branded as such and that the “spirit’’
vinegar manufacturers are prohibited from branding and selling their
goods as “‘cider’’ vinegar. This provision is in the interests of the
apple-growers of this country. '

Mr, SAWYER. I desire to offer an amendment as a substitute for
the amendment proposed by the committee, and upon that I desire to

be heard.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will request gentlemen to be seated,
as this is a long bill which will require half an hour to read.

Mr, McKINLEY. I desire to ask unanimous consent that the
amendment which the committee offered, together with the substitute
offered by the gentleman from New York, shall be putinto the RECORD,
and that the further consideration of this subject be postponed until
the session of to-morrow morning. [Cries of ‘‘All right !”’] I make
this request, and couple with it the farther request that debate upon
the two propositions be limited to-morrow morning to twenty minutes;
ten minutes on a side, i

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wonld like to have five minutes.

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I would like to have five minuates.

Mr. CHIPMAN. I would like to have five minutes.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. I suggest that we take a recess until
10 o’clock to-morrow. [Cries of ** That is all right I'’]

Mr. BAKER. I have an amendment I desire to offer.

Mr. FLOWER. I sympathize with the gentleman from New York.

Mr. BAKER. I do not want your sympathy.

Mr. FLOWER. You have got it, however.

Mr. BAKER. I have got the friendship of the chairman of the com-
mittee.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to say to my colleague, the chair-
man of the committee— .

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend until the commit-
tee comes to order. .

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The twenty minutes suggested by my col-
league will be too short to consider the provisions of this long amend-
ment. It makes very radical changes in two or three industries, and
I apprehend gentlemen will want to know what those changes are, so
that I snggest we have an adjonrnment for an hour earlier or give a
longer time for consideration of these two propositions. They are both
reported on favorably by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue as
equally satisfactory to him and as meeting the public reguirements,
but there is a difference on them between gentlemen,

Mr. MCKINLEY. I make this suggestion and I think it will meet
the views of my colleague and the gentleman from New York [Mr.
SAwyER]. Now, the proposition that was last offered is a very long
one, and in order that it may be understood I suggest that they both
be printed in the RECORD to-morrow morning and that we spend an
hour to-night debating them, explaining the points of one and the
other, and then to-morrow have twenty minutes in which to conclude
the debate.

Mr. McMILLIN, Thereoughttobe a free discussion of the amend-
ments that are here to be considered.

Mr. McKINLEY. An hour and a half can be used for their con-
sideration.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have five or six amendments that I de-
sire to offer, and there has not been a snitable opportunity to do it.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is becanse you have
not been here.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am awareof that, and am not discussing
that. I desire to have them voted upon. We are trying to consider
this proposition that is reported by the committee and the proposition
offered by the gentleman from New York, and I do not know how we
shall dispose of anything else. I would have been very glad to have
an opportunity to offer these six or seven amendments that I now hold
in my hand, but fear I will not have the opportunity to do so.

But as this proposition is now pending I do not know how we shall
be able to dispose of much else. I am frank to say that I would have
been glad of an opportunity to offer six or seven amendments to the
bill and have them considered, and I know that several other gentle-
men are in a like situation.

Mr. BAKER. I'have one amendment which I desire to offer.

Mr. McKINLEY. Why not go on with the discussion to-night?

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. As to discussing the matter to-might, I
have only to say that those who are to vote upon it are not here now.

A MeEMBER. They will come back.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to ask the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTH] how it has happened that he hasbeen
unable to offer his amendments under the ample facilities which his
colleagune from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] states have been given for
amending this bill. [Lauoghter.]

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Isu t to my colleague [Mr, McKINLEY]
that my friend from New York [Mr. SAWYER] state the substance of
his proposition, and then it can be published in the RECORD, where
members cansee it, and probably thirty minutes’ debate to-morrow will
enable us to of it.

Mr. BAKER. My colleague from New York [Mr. BAWYER] has a

substitute, and I understand that both the original and the snbstitute
are accepiable to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes. :

Mr. BAKER. I should like to have them explained.

Mr, McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent that discussion be had
upon these two itions for the next three-quarters of an hour,

Mr. DUNNELL. That is too long; thirty minutes is enongh.
~ Mr. McKINLEY. Well, then, forthe next thirty minutes, and that
in the morning ten minutes on each side be allowed for the discussion
of the respective propositions,

Mr. BAKER. When do you propose to have a vote?

Mr. MCKINLEY. We propose at 12 o’clock to-morrow to have a
vote upon the bill and such amendments as shall have been reported to
the House from the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union.
I ask unanimous consent, Mr, Chairman, that the arrangement be as I
have snggested.

Mr. HEARD. Thirty minutes is not enough. Several gentlemen
have announced their desire to speak on this subject.

Mr. McKINLEY. Will you dceept forty-five minutes ?

Mr. HEARD. The original proposition was an hour,

Mr. McKINLEY. Isitan hour you want?

Mr. HEARD. Give us forty-five mihutes after the reading of the
amendment.

Mr. REILLY. Tobject. The troublehas been that the session of to-
day and the greater part of the session of yesterday have been devoted
to a few special subjects to the exclusion of others. :

Mr. BURROWS. How much time does the gentleman want?

Mr. REILLY. I want only five minutes. I do not wantto talk on
this subject at all.

Mr. McKINLEY. Well, you can talk on another subject.

Mr. REILLY. BautI shall not get the chance. You propose that
the committee shall rise after the debate on the pending amendment
is concluded.

Mr. McKINLEY and other members. Oh, no.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, .'The understanding is that
we are to have an hour’s debate to-night and at the end of that time
adjourn until what hour to-morrow ?

Mr. McKINLEY. When the committee rise to-night and the House
adjourns, it will he to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow.

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Why not say 10 o’clock ?

Mr. McKINLEY. We do not want to say 10 o’clock. We have
been sitting here for a long time and everybody is very tired.

Mr. BAKER. I had the promise not only of the chairman of the
Committee of the Whole, but also of my friend from Ohio [Mr. Mc-
KiNLEY] that I should have an opportunity to offer an amendment.

Mr. MCKINLEY. I have not the slightest objection to the gentle-
man offering any amendment he desires at any time when he can get
recognized for that purpose..

Has there been unanimous consent given to my request?

Beveral MeMBERS. No. /

Mr. McKINLEY. My request isthis, that we devote forty-five min-
utes to-night to the discussion of these two propositions and twenty
minutes to-morrow and then vote upon them.

Mr. McRAE. I object, unless an opportunity can be given to amend
ihe item in relation to jute bagging, and also to move to strike out the
section giving a bounty on silkk and cocoons. I am not going to con-
sent that vinegar shall be considered while those two important sub-
Jjects are 1{§I§md

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
ment to restore tin to the free-list.

[Mr. GEISSENHAINER addressed the committee. See Appendix, ]

Mr. DORSEY. Mr, Chairman, I give notice that I had important
amendments to the bill pending, and I will object to any arrangement
which wounld prevent them from being considered.

Mr. MCKINLEY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask that the debate shall
go on in the regular order.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let the substitute be read.

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. i , was the reading of the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio ¢oncluded ?

The CHAIRMAN. It was. The Chair will call the attention of the
gentleman from New York [Mr. SAWYER] to the fact that a paper
called a bill for a certain purpose has been forwarded by him to the
Clerk’s desk without any suggestions that it is an amendment or any
suggestion as to the place where it is intended to come in.

Mr. SAWYER. I desire to substitute that as an amendment for the
proposition of the committee. Let the Clerk strike out the formal
parts of it, and then I will offer it as a substitute for the protection of
the Committee on Ways and Means..

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, it is very
evident that we can not understand the effect of that amendment from
the reading of it, so I ask unanimous consent that it be considered as
read and that the gentleman from New York have an opportunity to
make a brief explanation of its purport.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.
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The amendment of Mr. SAWYER is as follows:

No mash, wort, or wash fit for distillation, or for the production of spirits or
aleohol, shall be made or fermented in any building or on any premises other
than distillery duly authorized according to law; and no mash, wort, or wash
so made and fermented shall be sold or removed from any distillery before be-
ing distilled; and no person other than an authorized distiller shail, by distil-
lation or by any other process, separate the aleoholic spirits from any fermented
mash, wort, or wash: and no persons shall use spirits or alechol or any vapor
of aleoholic spirits in manafacturing vinegar or any other article, or in process
of manu ac'ure whatever, unless the spirits or alcohol so used shall have been
produced in an authorized distillery and the tax thereon paid. Every person
who viclates any provision sha 1 be fined for each offense not leas than $500 nor
more than §5,000 and be imprisoned notless than six months nor more than two
years: Provided, That nothing in this section shall be construed to apply to fer-
meunted liquors: Provided further, That no vinegar factory shall be permitted
within 600 feet of any distillery or rectifying house,

SEc, —. That distilled spirits upon which all taxes have been paid may here-
after be used in the manufacture of vinegar, with the privilege of drawback
when received on the manufacturer’s premises in the distiller's original casks
or packages, and where the product of such manufacture contains not more
than 2 per cent. of proof spirits, The drawback allowed shall be computed on
the quantity of spirits actually used in the manufacture of such vinegar, and at
the same rate per proof-gullon, as shown by the tax-paid stamp aflixed to the
cask or package containing the spirits. The evidence that the tax has been
paid, and that the spirits have been so used, shall be furnished to the satisfac-
tion of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue by the manufacturer elaiming
the allowance of drawback, and under such rules and regulations as the Com-
missioner, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may from time
to time prescribe. Any sums found Lo be due under the provisions of this act
shall be paid by a warrant of the Secretary of the Treasury on the Treasurer of
the United States, out of any money arising from internal duties not otherwise
appropriated ; bul no claim for a fractional part of the contents of any cask or

used in the manufacture of such vinegar shall be entertained oral-
owed, nor where the amount claimed is less than $20; nor shall any such claim
be entertained or allowed unless filed with the Commissioner of Internal Rev-
enue within thirty days from the expiration of the month in which spirits were
removed from the distiller’s original cask or Package for the purpose aforesaid.
8ec. —. That every p ged in the i of manufacturing vinegar
from distilled spirits, before being entitled to the drawback provided for in the
preceding section, shall file with the collector of the district in which such busi-
ness ia to be earried on anotice, in duplicate, under oath, setting forth his name
and residence, and ifa euompu.ng or firm, the name and residence of every mem-
ber thereof; the name and residence of the owner or owners of the premises on
which the business is to be carried on; the name and residencs of every per-
son interested or to be interested in the business; the precise place where the
business is to ba carried on; the process by which the applicant intends to manu-
facture vinegar from distilled spirits; the estimated quantity of vinegar, in gal-
lons, &t a given strength, which can be produced at his factory or establishment
every bwenty-four hours, and the estimated quantity of distilled spirits, in proof-
gallons, required for the manufacture thereof; one copy of which notice to be
retained by the collector and one copy to be forward to the Commissioner
of Internal Revenue. In ease of any change in the location, form, capacity,
ownership, ng , superintend ¥, O P interested in the business so
carried on, or in case of any change in the process of manufacture, notice thereot
shall be given tothe said collector within twenty-four hours after such change;
and upon the receipt of any distilled spirits on the manufacturer’'s premises an
entry thereof, in duplicate, shall be made by the manufacturer and filed with
the collector, one copy of which entry shall be forwarded to the Commissioner
of Internal Hevenue; and the notice and entry required by this section shall be
in such form and shall contain such particulars as the Commissioner of Inter-
nal Revenue may from time to time preseribe.

8ec, —. That every manufacturer of vinegar shall, on filing his notice of inten-
tion to carry on such business, and on the lst day of May of each succeeding
year, ¢xecute a bond in dugiim-e, and in such form as may be p the
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, conditioned that the princi shall faith-
fully comply with all the provisions of law and regulations relating to the busi-
ness to be carried on by him, and shall pay all taxes, penalties, or fines incurred
by or imposed on him for a violation of any of said provisions; and the said
bond shall be signed by at least two good and sufficientsureties, to be approved
by the collector of the district, and for a penal sum of not less than double the
amount of tax on the spirits which can be manufactured into vi r during a
geriodofﬁl‘taendmfn.tobawmpuudfwmtho i ¥ capacity asshown

v sald notice; but in no cnse shall the penal sum of said bond be less than
$€500; the original of such bond to be retained by the collector of the district
and the duplicate thereof £o be forwarded to the Commissioner of Internal Rev-
enue. And in case of death, insolvency, or removal of either of the sureties to
said bond or in any other contingency in the discretion of the collector or the
Commissioner of Internel Revenue, a new bond shall be required.

Sec. —. That every manufacturer of vine who has given the notice and
bond prescribed in the preceding section shall provide a k, to be prepared
and kept insuch form asthe Commissioner of Internal Revenue may prescribe,
and shall enter therein the transactions of each day; and such entries shall
show the quantity of spirits and other materials received on the premises each
day to be used in the manufacture of vinegar,the name of the person from
whom such spirits or materials were purchased and received, and, in case of dis-
tilled spirits, the name of the distiller by whom and the district in which such
epirits were produced, th wntainin?

o5 il

d, the serial number of each cask or pack
such spirits, and the actual contents of such easks or packages, in wine and proo
gallons, when so received. He shall also enter in said book the day on which
and the purpose for which the spirits so received were removed from each of
said casks or pac! ,and the quantity of such spiritsand the guantity of all
other materi in the manufacture of vinegar; the qnant?ty of vinegar,
in gallons, and the strength thereof, manufactured during each period of twenty-
four hours; the quantity of vinegar removed from the premises each day,and
the names and resid of the p or consignees to whom each lot so
removed was sold or consigned. And the said manufacturer shall, on or before
the tenth day of each month, make a full and complete transeript, in duplicate,
of all entries made in such book during the preceding month, and shall, after
verifying the same by oath, forward the same to the oonﬁeelor of the district,
one copy of which shall be forwarded to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue,
The book herein prescribed shall be kept on the manufacturer's premises and
shall at all times be open for the inspection of any revenue officer, who =hall
also at all times have access to the premises for the purpose of inspecting said
premises, orany stock, vessel, utensil, apparatus, or appliances found thereon;
and the said manufacturers shall, on the déemand of such officer, furnish all need-
ful assistance and applinnces to enable the said officer to make such examination
and inspection ; and when the book herein prescribed has been filed it shall be
preserved by said manufacturer for a period not less than two years, and during
such time it shall be produced by him to evcrﬁe:evenu.e officer demanding it.

(e Sollactae o oo disteiok, Meslers abBuy VIRaChr Tty i ST S
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and gauger, who shall perform the duties prescribed by the Commissioner, in-
cluding the weighing, gauging, testing, and inspecting all distilled spirits and

other materials received on the premises or in the process of manufacture, and
all vinegar and other article or substance which may be manufactured on the

remises or removed therefrom, and the said officer shall, at the time of gaug-

ng any distilled spirits received on the premises, remove all tax-paid stamps
found ufon the pack: containing the spirits, and shail dispose of such stamps
and shall perform smthet duties and make such returns asthe Commissioner
of Internal Revenue by regulations may prescribe. And the said Commis-
gioner may, in his discretion, prescribe and have affixed to any cask or vessel
on the manufacturer's premises suitable manufacturing stamps and brands,
the stamps to be engraved and labels provided and furnished by the several col-
lectors as in the case of other stamps and labels and to be ulmrn{ed to them and
accounted for in the same manner; and for the expense attending and affixing
such labels and stamps 10 cents for each stamp or label aflixed shall be paid to
the coll by the facturer; and all such stamps and labels so affixed
shall be canceled and removed, or otherwise disposed of, at such time and in
such manner as the Commissioner of Internal Hevenue may preseribe. Itshall
not be lawful for any person to remove any spirits from any cask or package
inspected and gnug'ec{ under the provisions of this act except for the purpose
herein named, or to remove from the manufacturer's prem any cask or ves-
sel containing such spirits; and all spirits and all casks or vessels removed in
violation of this section, together with Lhe spirits or other substances contained
therein, shall be forfeited to the United States.

Sgc, —, That any person who shall violate any provision of this act, or who

shall make or render any false or fraudulent notice, entry, bond, or acecount
under this act, or under any regulation i 1in p nee th f, shall be
fined not less than and not more than £5,000, and be imprisoned not less
than six months nor more than three years; and every person who shall, under
the provisions of this act, fraudulently claim or seek to obtain any allowance or
drawback, or shall fraudulently claim any ter allowanece or drawback than
the tax actuall dpnid on the spirits used as aforesaid, in the manufacture of vine-
gar,shall, in ition to the fines and penalties herein imposed, forfeit triple the
amount wrongfully or fraudulently c.mmed or sought to be obtained; and the
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the
Treasury, may, from time to time, prescribe such rules and regulations respect-
ing the reeeiving, using, and accounting of distilled spirits at vinegar l'autnrieﬁ
and the marking, stamping, and branding of packages containing vinegar, an
the allowance of drawback on spirits so used as will protect the Treasury of the
United States against fraud.

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Chairman, as has been stated here we have
what is called the vaporizing for making white-wine vinegar.
Under the provisions of the law the manufacturers of white-wine vin-
egar carry on the process of distilling from corn, rye, and malt the al-
cohol which they use in the manufacture of their vinegar. It is con-
ceded, as I nunderstand, that to a greater or less extent frands have
been committed, and the alcohol which has been distilled in partial dis-
tilleries has been sold, to theprejudice of the rights of the common dis-
tillers, an undue advantage being thus gained, as is claimed, over
the manufacturers of cider vinegar. The amendment proposed by
the Committee on Ways and Means gives to the manufacturers of
white-wine vinegar the power to continne their process of distilling
their own aleohol.

It is true the provisions of that proposition have been guarded under
the advice of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, but the point is
here: Under the amendment of the committee the manufacturers of
white-wine vinegar,distill their own aleohol free of any tax to the Gov-
ernment, and they not only get the alcohol which they distill for the
manufacture of their vinegar, but they also get the additional advantage
of having the refuse to use in the manufacture of compressed yeast.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. What does your substitnte propose?

Mr. SAWYER. The substitute I have offered takes away from the
manufacturers of white-wine vinegar all right to distill aleohol, but it
allows them on the alechol which they buy a rebate for the tax.
other words, under this provision the manufacturers of white-wine
vinegar get a privilege that no other manufacturing industry has: the
privilege of getting all the alcohol they want to use free of any Goy-
ernment tax.

Mr. DALZELL. Is it not a fact that under your amendment the
men who have invested capital in the purchase of machinery, the erec-
tion of a plant, ete., for the manufacture of vinegar under the exist-
ing law will lose all that they have thus invested?

Mr. SAWYER. I will answer that question in a very few words.
according to the testimony of the leading representatives of the white-
wine-vinegar industry, it is claimed that with their machinery they
can make just as strong alcohol and as much per bushel as the
distillers, and that if they can put a worm—1I think that is the word;
I do not know whatitis [langhter]—if they can put a worm in their
present plant, they havearegular full-fledged distillery. Now, iftheydo
not want to purchase their alcohol, let them put in the worm as
of their plant and let them go on and run their establishments as
regular distilleries,

If a druggist engaged in compounding medicine wants to use alcohol
hie isnot permitted todistill it; he must buy it and pay the tax, Now,
what the cider-vinegar men want is this: That the white-wine vinegar
men shall be content with the privilege of getting their alcohol free of
any Government tax at all; that is all the advantage they ought to

claim.

Mr. LANSING. Is there not a charge that the manufacturers of this
whit?-wine vinegar do make alcohol, putting the worm in surrepti-
tiously ?

Mr.ySAWYER. Yes. Only a few weeks ago in the city of New York
one of theleading men engaged in this white-wine-vinegar business was
arrested; and if he had not happened to be put in jail on the ground
that he belonged to the Tammany organization he wonld have been
convicted before this time. [Laughter.] In Chicago, within a few
weeks, another man was arrested on a similar
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Mr. LIND. Will yon let me ask you a question? You are advo-
cating an amendment to compel the manufacturers of white-wine vin-
egar to buy aleohol.

Mr, BAWYER. That is one thing we want.

Mr. LIND. Now, do you think it is just to compel the vinegar
manufacturers in my district to go down into Kentucky or Illinois to
buy aleohol from the whisky trust, instead of getting the necessary
cereals from the farmers in the sarrounding country ?

A Meymper. Do you make any aleohol in your State?

Mr. LIND. No, sir.

A MEMBER. You make vinegar?

Mr, LIND. We do. .

Mr. SAWYER. There are two competing methods of manufactur-
ing vinegar, one from apples, the other from corn, rye, and malt.
Now, the materials nsed in the manufacture of white-wine vinegar can
be used for numerous other purposes, but the materials used in the
manufacture of cider vinegar must be used for that purpose only or they
are entirely valueless,

Now, the cider-vinegar men say that if the white-wine men alone of
all the varied industries of the country are permitted to get alcohol free
of duty they ought not to be permitted to manufactureand sell alcohol
and come in competition not only with the cider-vinegar men, but with
the lar distilling industries of the country.

Mr, HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, we have witnessed some very re-
markablespectacles since this debate began. This Committee of the
Whole decided to-day to give a bounty of 2 cents a pound on sugar
produced in the United States. Otherfarmers are fo be taxed to pay
this bounty, but theig get no bounty themselves. The average farmer
nowadays is lueky if at the end of the year he has money enough left
to buy his wife a calicodress: yet this committee hasalso decided to
tax himadollar forevery ponnd of silk that may be raised in this coun-

He is to be taxed to choa?en silk that can never be worn by
the wives of the poor. After all this, the gentleman from Vermont
[Mr. STEWART] offered an amendment to put on a bounty on maple
auf.ar—a prodnet of his State—of 2 cents a pound. This the House
refnsed. Although the voters in the State of Vermont have voted
for a high tarifl until they have absolutely impoverished them-

Voi—

Mr. BOUTELLE. What?

Mr. HERBERT (continuing). I have never seen such a manifesta-
tion of ingratitude on thisfloor as the refusal of the Republican party
here to zive to the people in the State of Vermont just simply 2 cents
a pourd npon their maple sugar.

Another spectacle was witnessed yesterday that is just about as
singulai. It was a fight between two interests here, the advoeates
of lead ore on the one hand and of the smelters on the other. The
smelters contended that the twenty-four establishments which had
grown up nnder tho ruling of the former Secretaries of the Treasury,
which let in certain lead ores free from Mexico, would be absolutely
ruined if Congress should put the proposed duty of 3 cents a pound
upon these ores. The question was whether the smelters of lead
ores were to go or the diggers of lead ores.

Onr Repnbfican friends on that issue, Mr. Chairman, decided that
the smelters must go ; there were more voters who were digging ore
than there were smelters who wera engaged in smelting ore. And
the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. PERKINS |, who was one of the most
zealous advocates of this doty of 3 cents on these ores and of the high
tariff, went on to say ihat in white lead, one of the products of lead
and one used all over the country, there was a trust, and nobody de-
nied it. :

Under this trust he said the price of white lead, which had been
$5.83 per 100 Eoundn in 1887, had risen in the next year to §6.25 per
100 ponnds, the next year to §7 per 100 pounds, and this year to §7.25
per 100 pounds.

But the duty this committee have decided must stand even though
the trost stands. The people foot the bills and the Republican party
seems to be content.

Mr. Chairman, the farmers of this country, most of whom are not
and can not be protected by any tariff laws the Government conld
pass, becanse the price of their products is regnlated by foreign
markets, are in a distressing condition. All over the country their
homesteads are covered with mortgages. They have slaved and
toiled. Heaven has blessed many otg them with abundant erops, but
the money is all gone to swell the coffers of those who are rolling in
wealth, A war tariff for fwenty-five years has hedged us about to
keep away the chealz‘ﬁloods that the French and the Germans and
the English would ns, Af the time this war tariff was passed
the chairman of the committee that reported it, Mr. MORRILL, prom-
ised that when peace shounld come it wonld be reduced. It wasonly
to be excused then, he said, by the necessity of raising momney to
carry on the war. Buot when tge soldiers had all gone home and the
revenues were no longer needed the manufacturers determined that
this tariff wall which shut ont foreign competition shonld not be
Jowered, and by their influence with the Republican party they
have kept up war-tariff rates.

Now they have grown bolder than ever and this ‘* bill of abomina-
tions” before us is the result of their dictation. There is being an-
nually collected $100,000,000 more than is necessary for the expend-
itures of the Government. We ought to have before us a bill to

reduce taxation. We passed such a bill throngh the last Democratio
House ; but the Senate was Republican and defeated it, We went
to the country on that issue. Through bribery and eorruption and
‘? np%aals to sectional prejudice the Republicans elected their Pres-
ident by a narrow margin, and by the same means they carried this
House. And now we have here, not a bill ¢‘to redues taxarion,” bnt
a bill which, by its official title, is “ to redunce the revenune,” ete.
How this is to be done the committee in their report explaim—

We seek by the increased duties recommended not only to maintain, but to
enlarge our own manufacturing plants and check those supplies from abroad
which can be profitably produced at home.

Here is a broad admission that in the opinion of the Republican
majority of the committee onr consumers are, even now, getting the
necessaries of life too cheaply.

The agricnlturists of the conntry have grown poorin guying prices
that are 30, 40, 50, and often 100 per cent. higher than they need pay
in foreign markets, and the monopolists demand that they shall pay
higher prices still. . ‘The increased duties recommended,” say the
committee, ““ are to check those supplies from abroad,” that is to
say, supplies of cheap clothing, table-ware, cutlery, household goods,
ete., wanted by the farmers and other consnmers, and ** whieh,” the
mBort. goes on to say, ‘“can be profitably produced at home.”
“Profitably produced ” by whom ? Why, by the manufacturer, of
course. He is the beneficiary of this bi And there is no promise,
in the bill or in the report or in the facts of either the present or the
East. that this tariff is ever to be any less. If twenty-eight years of

igh tariff in the past brin%s an increase of rates now, let me ask here,
Mr. Chairman, what will be the ontcome of the future ?

REPUBLICAN REPUDIATION OF HENRY CLAY'S DOCTRIXES.

The reasonable doctrine of protection as held by Heury Clay was
that infant industries were to be protected in order that in the end
they might be able to compete with foreign markets.

June 2, 1864, Senator MORRILL, then chairman of the Ways and
Means Committee of this House, said: ‘‘ Protection was never de-
fended on any other ground than that; in the end the consumer ob-
tained his supplies more cheaply.” Buf now the doctrines of Henry
Clay have been thrown to the winds; now the theories held by Re-
publican leaders twenty years ago have been abandoned, for the Re-
publican party bas marched up and taken the position that Congress
maust *“ prohibit the Introduction of foreign goods” in order to give to
each American industry ‘‘ control of the American market"”—in the
words of the report, revise the laws so as to ** check supplies from
abroad.” To give any industry * control of the American market,”
which is to put duties so high as to take away all danger of foreign
competition, is to place the consumer at the mercy, not of the workers,
the laborers in that indnstry, but in the power of the capitalists, who
control its products,

If this control be given to one man or one corporation a monopoly
is at once established. If there be several corporations enga in
the manufacture they have all the benefits of a monopoly if only, as
the law invites them to do, they will combine and form a trust. The
public is at their mercy, for they can raise prices at will, as the bag-

1 Fiug trust has done. The laborer is at their merey, for they can
1

mit production and furn their hands out of employment, all the
time increasing their own profits. This is what the American Steel
Association, the ﬁrent exemplar of trusts, did away back some six-
teen years agoe. It paid the Vunlcan Works of 8t. Louis at the rate of
£70,000 per annum to shut down and turn its hands out of employ-
ment.

This is what the sugar trust did two years ago. If shnt down its
worksat Boston and turned outits operatives. Noonemanin America
can tell the extent of these combinations among capitalists, becanse
most of them are kept secret. A friend of mine, himself a tariff re-
former, told me not long since that he was interested in four differ-
ent sorts of manufactures. In one of these he had no fear of com-
petition, but in each of the other three there was an agreement as
to prices with other manufacturers of the product. It can not be
otherwise. Can gentlemen give to manunfacturers absolute control
of our market and then exﬁft them not to control prices? And how
can they control prices without combinations? Do yon take them to
be weak enough to deprive themselves by competition of all benefit
of the market you have handed over to them?

Sometimes they are. When profits are so great that ¢ fortunes are
to be made in a year,” then competition is often for a time very sharp ;
then comes overproduction, then bankruptey, then operatives ﬁo
tramping over the country, for our high tariff is the parent of the
trust and the tramp. Everybody condemns trusts, which are com-
binations to raise prices, almost always, too, on the necessaries of
life—conspiracies of a fow rich men to rob the poor. Everybody
knows, too, that these combinations, facilitated by railroads and tel-
egraphs, are becoming more common day by day.

Look at that infamous combination, the bagging trust, that raised
prices two years ago from about 3 to 13 cents a yard. Thank God
the farmers who have come fogether in self defense now have the
strong hand of the Alliance on its throat and have already brought
it to its knees. I hope they will strangle it to death.

Mr. Chairman, no reasonable man objects to the establishment of
home manunfactures. All would be glad to see them prosper. No
one obg:s:ta to seeing them enjoy the benefit that would accrne to
them from any fair and reasonable adjustment of tariff duties;
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but the existing tariff is an injustice that cries out to Heaven, and
the bill we are discussing is a monstrosity that ought to, and I be-
lieve will, raisea storm of indignation among the farmers ui‘: the North
and Northwest, who have so long submitted to the merciless exac-
tions of heartless monopolies. e

It can not be explained to the people too often that the tariff is a
tax and a burdensome tax, Let me read from my speech here of
QOctober, 1833, for I can not express myself more plainly: .

A tariff is simply a tax imposed upon goods at the custom-house when they are
imported into the United States. hoever buys and imports a hat.l&)aymg for it
at $1, and pays a tax upon it at the custom-house of 50 cents, lma?u for the arti-
cle £1.50. The importer, when he sells this article, must bave his profit equaily
upon the money he paid for the article abroad and the money he paid for the right
to introdnes it. Sappose that the profits made by a whlesale dealer wko has im-

ted and paid duty on this hat amount to 10 per cent. The hat has cost bim
1.50 ; his 10 per cent. profi. is 15 cents. Adding these two together, the pricathe
retail merchant pays for thohat is$1,65. Now, if the retail merchant makes, as ho
must, a profit of at least 20 per cent., his profit on the $1.65 he paid amounts to 33
eonts. Adding this profit to what the hat cost him, which was$1.65, and the price
of the hat to the consumer, the man who-buys the hat of the retail dealer, is £1.08,

THE BUGAR BOUKNTY.

There is practically but one concession to the consumer in this
bill, the free sugar I spoke of, The bill makes imported sugar free
and gives to the home produncer 2 cents per pound as a bounty.

This is a confession by the Republicans of what many of them
have heretofore denied, that the tariff is a tax. The majority report
says, page 14:

Tn 1880 the duties collected on imported sugar and molasses amounted to
35&975.810. Add to this the increase of price of domestic sngar arising from the

uty, and it is clear Lhat the dety on & and molasses made the cost of the
sugar aud molasses consumed by the ‘pmq e of this country at least $64,000,000, or
abont $1 for aach man, woman, and child in the United States mwore than it would
have been if no soch duties had been levied and the domestic product had re-
mained the same, "

In other words, thisreport means that the consumers of the United
States are paying now in round numbers §8,000,000 to the American
producers of sugar and §56,000,000 of duty on imported sugar, which
duty goes to the Government as revenue. That is to say, the Gov-
ernment gets seven-eighths ofall the increased price which the tariff
compels the American people to pay for their sugar. This seven-
eighths which now goes to the Government the bill proposes to re-
lease, and then it gives the American prodnocer a direct bounty of 2
cents per pound, so that his sugar will net the producer nearly as
much as it does now. This bonnty the Government is fo pay out of

- taxes collected from the pw})la at large.

The exact productin 1888 of American sugar was 375,304,197 pounds.
At 2 cents the bounty on this would amounnt to §7,506,083.94. This
sum, if the production shonld remain as at present, the Government
is to pay each year, for filteen years—in all, over £112,000,000, But
the theory on which it is sought to defend the bounty is that this
contribution from the other industries to the sugar prodncing will
enconrage the making of sugar, so that at some time in the future—
fifteen years seems to be the period fixed by the bill—we will make
in the United States all the sugar we then consume. Our population
in 1838 we may estimate at 62,000,000, Fifteen years hence we shall
have probably 90,000,000 of people. The estimate of the Ways and
Means Committee is that we consume 53 pounds to the inhabitant.
If at the end of that fifteen years we shonld make our own supply
and each inhabitant be then paying 2 cents per pound bounty, §1.06
on what he consumes, it will be a tax ofoverSQOITDOO,OOO per annuim.
Now, calculating that the 11]::rt.'n'lm.st.itm of sugar should have increased
by regular gradations each year till we come to make our own sup-
ply at the end of the period, and we will have paid an average each
year of not less tlian 245,000,000, and in the fifteen years will have

aid £675,000,000 as bounty to the sugar producers—all put upon us
Ey this proposed tax and not §1 of it going to the support of the
Government. ’

Now, Mr. Chairman, we are only beginning to discover by this
mode of reasoning how the tariff takes from the people their hard
earnings. The Republican leaders admit by this bill and by their
report, as I have shown, that the tariff is a tax, for they claim that
by taking off the tariff’ on sugar they relieve the people of a tax to
the extent of about $1 per inhabitant. But if a tariff on sugarisa
tax on the consumer, so is the tariff on every other article; and if
this tax on 'imported sugar raises the price of the home-made sugar,
8o does the tariff on imported woolens raise the price of home-made
woolens; so does the tariff on imported cutlery and crockery-ware
and blankets and hats raise the price of heme-manufactured cutlery
and crockery-ware and blankets and hats,

Now let ns take an article like woolen goods, of which we import
only one-fifth. That duty-paying fifth regulates the price of the
other four-fifths manufactured in this conntry. The manufactarer,
where he makes an article equal to the imported article, charges yon
the price at which the imported article sells with the duty added.
He will sell no lower than the price of the competing article compels
him tosell. And on what you buy from the home manufacturer the
Government gets nothing ; so.that whenever the American consnmer
buys of any particalar line of goods four times as much from the
hoine manufacturer as he does from the importer, then he is paying
out $4 to the manufacturer and $1 to the Government. In other
words, in that case the Government taxes the consnmer $5 to get §1
into the Treasury. What our Republican friends really mean b
these increased duties is that we sga.ll not even pay that one-ﬁi‘tK

into the Treasury. Theyintend {o divert that also into thc;gookats

of the manufacturers by “‘checking those supplies from abroad which
can be proﬂtabli produced at home.”

Let me take the fizures as to woolen goods importedas shown by
the Governmentreports, and the figures as to domestic manunfactures

of woolen goods according to the best estimates that can be made:

Year 1888, woolen goods imported ........... $52,681,482, 56
Sixty-seven per cent. duties collected .. . 85,373,697,05

Making invoice price to purchasers...... cccceesrasssmnnnasens 83,055,100,61

The estimated amount of similar goods manufactured in the United
States during the same year was $450,000,000. Now, if tomakeup this
price of $400,000,000 the manufacturers have charged in the increased
price the 67 per cent. increase allowed by the tariff, then, divested
of this increase, the goods, if imported duty free, would have cosf
the eonsumers $270,000,000 instead of $450,000,000. In other words,
the d.:eople paid in 1858 * to maintain and increase,” in the langnage
of the committee, “‘our manufacturing plants” of woolens $180,-
000,000, or nearly £3 per inhabitant.

That the manufacturers are making this increased charge against
the people is evident. If they did not intend to charge the people
higher prices still, they would not need these higher tariff rates.

The only answer the advocates of theso high protective rates are
able tomake to this argunment is that goods are, many of them, cheaper
now than they were twenty and thirty years ago, and they say the
Ligh tariff did it, beeause the high tariff has been in existence all the
time and the goodshave gone down. Ifthat reasoningis good, then it
isthehigh tariffthat hasbrought down the price of the farmer’s wheat,
and his corn, and his pork. Everybody knows that the high tariff
had nothing to do with this fall in agricaltural products. Railroads
have opened up the fertile lands of the West, brought millions of
acres into enltivation, and carried the produoets of these farms into
the markets of the world. Improved machinery, gang-plows, and
threshers and binders enable one man to cultivate and harvest now
as many acres as three men could in days gone by. This if is that
has multiplied and cheapened Western proglgca.

So it is in manufacturing, and even to a greater extent, New in-
ventions, improved processes, these have done the work of multiply-
ing and cheapening products in a manner that is marvelous. One
hand in a factory can spin nearly forty times as much as a hand
counld spin with a wheel seventy-five years ago. Machinery is used
everywlfxem and in almost every branch of manufactures. Goods
are so rapidly and easily mauufactured that every man who is a
faithful laburer ought to have now for himself all the necessaries,
and many of the comforts of life that once were luxuries only to be
had by tlia rich: Gentlemen have paraded in this debate invoices
of erockery-ware bought in Chicago in 1860 and 1890, to show that
those articles are cheaper now than in 1860, and they demand a still
higher tarif{,. The present high rates are notenongh to shut ont the
foreign goods. Why? Because prices have fallen more rapidly
abroad than here.

Be just to every man is the Demoeratic doctrine. Let all have a
fair d:are of those good things which a bigher civilization is multi-
plying day by day for the uses of man. Batthe high tariff monopo-
lists who control the Republican party claim all the benefits of
haman invention, all the cream of the world, for themselves.

The present tariff is already monstrons in its discriminations in
favor of the rich and against the poor.

I take the following -tables, by permission, from the able speech
of my friend from Illinois [Mr, WikE]:

Table contrasting the tariff duties on articles in the nature of luxuries
with those on the necessaries of life ; compiled from the official reports
of the Treasury Depariment for the year ending June 30, 1839, ercept
as to last-named three comparisons, whieh are taken from a former re-
port of the Treasury.

IX THE XATURE OF LUXURIES,

XECESSARIES OF LIFE,

Per cent, Per cent.

o [l e S 7

Sugar (highest rate) 108

Caator-oil ......... 200

5 Salt (in bolk)....... &5

Birds' n - 20 | Woolen cloth (cheap e 85
Alabaster and spar, statuary Steel and iron beams, joists, and

and ornaments............... 10 |  stroetural forms............. 115

BHE(tawW) . oeridaas v imsp, - BREE Smmread................... 61

Skeletons and crude bladders.. Free. | G and glassware =L 58

Amber, ambergris, and berga- Window-glass . 114

mob Chicory ...... 62

Cotton cloth. o
Burlaps and cotton bagging.... 30 to 54

20 | Earthern and china ware,..... 87
N o R B T i T uy

Feathers (for beds) and down.. ¥ree. | Coarse woolen shawls.
Sago and tapioca for the gentry Free. | Blankets and flannels 0 to 82
Fashion plates ............ .. Free. | Woalen clothing...... 58
i = Nails, spikes, tacks, et 53
30 | Wool hats and yarn... 70
Galvanized wire, iron......... T2
20 umber, per 1,000 feet. 200
Free. | Highest rate on wool 125
Fossils and joss sticks. . Free. | Bheotiron........... . 81 to 80
Ivory coral (unmanufactured). Free. | Stareh ....... 92
Gold sise.. . .coaceeaaanniaas Free. | Trace-chains ... S 50
UM .ecnenasneonaennens Hr08. | Steel rallway BaAT8.covcevreancee 72
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For the rich: Per cent.
Fine worsted tronsering, costing at factory $3.86 per yard . o
Beaver cloth, costing at factory $3.36 per yard.......... 56
- Bl‘mth deloth, costing at factory $3.60 per yard .......... 50
‘or the poor:
Cotton-warp cloih, costing at factory 64 cents per yard lg.lelt
Cotton-warp melton, cos E%oenupnr)'nrd‘...........-.......... 1
Cotton-warp reversible clot , costing at factory 45 cents per yard... 180%

The tariff bill now under disoussion contains even more glaring diseriminations
the poor and in favor of the rich than the present law ; for, while it miti.

gates none of the hardships of the present system, it introduces a more general
discrimination, as the following table, compiled from the minority report on the
proposed bill, will show :

Articles. Per cent.

For the poor:
Lowest grade of woolen yarn 12
Coarse, cheap blankets..... 106
Coarse, cheap wool hats ... 111
‘Women's and children's cheapest cotton-warp dress goods.. ! 106
Lowest P T T e R R S S 125
Cheapest quality knit goods for underwear .| 112 to 138
Coarse, lowest grade woolen shawls...... 135
Coarse, lowest grade worsted goods . 130

For the rich:
Cos BETE . Jasasassssardamsainsnsanmaustnssaananh snanseapennesss 72
Finest blankets....... L e 72
Finest wool Bats ...ccvureesromacecantsnnsasasesasanscsaacsnssans 66
Finest quality women's and children's dress goods . 73
Highest wool cloths. .....caaeu.n 68
Best quality wool knit goods 8
Highest grade woolen shawls 90
Finest quality worsted goods .. ... ceeoecciicaansncnsanranns 90

Table showing present duty and the duty proposed by pending bill on the
articles named.

Presert | Proposed
Articiea. duty. duty.
Per cent. | Per cent.
Worsteds, knit goods nnder 30 cents....couiinniiiiiininnans 73.20 130
Worsteds, knit goods, 30 to 40 cents. .. s 147
Worsteds, knit goods, 40 to 60 cents 68. 40 130
Worsteds, knit goods, 60 to B0 cents 68,24 112
‘Worsteds, knit goods, above 80 cent: 52, 96 90
Worsted shawls.....ccccemnanan . s 61. 82 03
Belta for presses (printing) .-cccaceecanicinseiiiaccniinnanas 53.14 101
Blankets and flannels and hats. ....coccenieniriannannsnane. 69,70 110
Women's and children's dreas goods 68 108
Women's and children's dress ls 1] 73
‘Women's and children’s dress goods B85 110
Clothing, ready-made.....ccevuienan & B
Cloaks, dolmans, ete......cceunnessss 60 82
Webbings and gorings, eto. .. - ccecicaaiciomiianiisianaa, 64 99
Common window-glass, 10 by 15.. 67,61 .72
Common window-glass, 16 by 24 .. 115.41 123.10
Common windo~-g 24 by 30.. 128. 58 135, 34
Common window-glass, above tha 132.29 138. 04
Freestone, granite....cocceeereneaas 20,22 40
Freestone, granite, hown or dressed.......... Sl 20 50
T R e S e S Sy AT 35 115
B B vt re 18 et o d ) e~ i
Pl etc., above 16 cents per poun
‘Wire fence rods, No. 6 45 54
Penknives, ete.......- 50 76
Table cutlery...... 35 50
..................................................... 35 60
Free. 85
20 70
20 61. 94
20 45. 68
20 50
Free. 32,91
Free. 20
Free. 52.10
81 200
40 100
40 60
40 65
Burlaps a0 50
Brown and bleached linens.... 35 50
Brown and bleached linens.... 35 60
R e i e e e i i 35 100

TOTAL COST TO THE FEOPLE OF HIGH TARIFF.

My friend, Mr. Wik, pursning the calenlations on the other sched-
ules in like manner as I have given them on the sugar and woolen
schednles, estimates the total annual cost of the tariff to the people
?s between one billion and one billion two hundred million of dol-

ars. <
He does not pretend that the figures are accurate, but they give
some idea of the silent, stealthful robbery of the people that has been
going on for twenty-five years.

Estimated on Mr. Wikr’s calculations and putting the present
population atf 64,000,000, the annual cost of the tariff to each man,
woman, and child in America has been at least §18; to a family of five,
$90 a year, and to each such family for the whole twenty-five years
past d:%ﬁ If the farmer in the Northwest and in the South will
ponder upon these things he will understand why it is that in America

there are so manyrich manufacturers, who pile in money to swell the
corruption fund in political campaigns, who give dinners in America
that eclipse the worldin extrav. ce, whoridein bedizened coaches
and four over the turnpikes of Europe, who rent castles in 8cotland
and on the Rhine, and whose highest ambition seems to be, spurning
the plain ways of the American Reopla, to marry their danghters to
those seedy scions of spendthrift aristocracy who are ever on the
watch to trade their titles of nobility for the fortunes of foolish Ameri-
can women; and they will understand, too, how it is that there are
80 many impoverished American farmers.

To the cotton-grower of the S8outh who sends abroad to seck a
market two-thirds of his crop and to the Western farmer the prices
of whose grain and provisions are regnlated by the foreign market,
I think I need not say more than this on the tariff.

But let me add that cotton-ties and tin-plates and the materials
of which fertilizers are made are all singled ont in this bill for fur-
ther taxation. Gentlemen have sought to quiet the farmer Ly in-
creasing the tariff on certain farm' products, when every one knows
that the prices of those articles which are lar, Eexportad are gov-
erned by the foreign market. No merchant will ship a bale of cotton
or a bushel of wheat abroad if he can sell it for as much at home as
he can get in the foreign market. He only ships it when he can get
abroad as much as theﬁgme market will yield, with freight and com-
missions added. 8o it is that the Liverpool market regnlates the
priee of cotton and of breadstufis.

Gentlemen wounldlall the Western farmer with pretended protection
inthisbill of his products. What is that protection worth? The home
market was disturbed last year by the importation of the following
values, amounting to not a drop in the bucket :

The value of these articles exported in the same year was §142,-
000,000.

THE REFUBLICAN PARTY RESPONSIBLE.

Now, Mr. Chairman, who is responsible for this tariff? The Re-
publican party. Who made it The Republican party. Who
maintains it The Republican party. Who lgmptisea to perpetuate
it and increase it? The Republican party. Forone I am glad that
the farmers of the country are looking around them to find out the -
causes of their distress, They will certainly discover the truoe rea-
sons which lie at the fonndations of present conditions before they
cease to ingnire. They may make some mistakes, It is human to

| err. They may even strike down some of their friends for a time,

but just as sure as there is a God who overrules and guides the de-
liberations of honest men just so surely will intelligent public
opinion settle down at last npon the solid foundations of everlasting
truth, and then wo be to the Republican party! I believe that the
mighty movement among the farmers that is so stirring the founda-
tions of society to-day is but the first step that is to lead within the
next two ﬁ:&am to the overthrow of the Republican party that hasso
long legislated for the benefit of the classes and against the rights of
the masses.

Look at the record of that party on questions of taxation. When
taxes were to be abolished who was it that was favored! Let the
following table, prepared by a Republican official, tell the tale:

Table showing amount and kind of internal revenue repealed since 1866
(from Eeport of Commissioner of Internal Revehue for 1880).
1. Manufacturing products............ Bl =i M AL e $127, 230, 808, 66

4, Gross receipts, Tailroads, ete.....caceccncsancnnrsenasnsnssssnnas 11, 262, 420. 82
3. Bales, stockas, gold, ete.... 4 282, 91
4. Special taxes, ete . 14,844,418.05
5. Incomes.... 159. 03
6. Legacies.... 924, 823, 97
7. Suceessions. . ; ﬁ}%%
8. 3 +
0 }umunaneou ............................................... 8, 750, 087, 82
e i T T 236, 236, 037. 87

I have voted whenever opportunity offered in this House to restore
the tax on incomes which the Republicans abolished soon after the
war. Such a law, imposing a tax on incomes over a certain sum,
would lift some of the burdens of Government off the shoulders of
the poor and put them on the rich, who derive more benefit from the
strong arm of the Government that protects their property and who
are better able to bear taxation. e rich menof monarchical Brit-
ain pay taxes on their incomes. Why should not the rich men of
America? The answer is: The Republican party resists and defeats
the proposition whenever it is made.

Let me give one instance where I have the figures before me. May
12, 1879, Mr. Dibrell, of Tennessee, moved to suspend the rules and
pass a bill imposing an income tax. A two-thirds voie wasrequired
to pass it. The yeas were 111, the nays 94. Voting for it were 101
Democrats, with 10 Republicans and Greenbackers, Voting against
it, only 9 Democrats and 83 Republicans. :

Now for other specimen votes to show how parties stand.

On the 30th of June, 1830, Mr, McKenzie, o Kent-tmk’y moved to
suspend the rules and place quinine on the free-list. ;‘Lis motion
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was carried. It appealed so strondglv and so directly to the popnlar

mpathy in favor of the poor and the sick that this time 22 Repub-
licans were found in the House ready to vote with the Democrats.
These, added to the 106 Demoecrats who voted for it, were sufiicient to
carry itl. Only 2 Democrats in the House were found to vote against
this bill.

January 12, 1830, a motion was made by Mr. HATCH,a Demoecrat, to
make all salt free: 100 Democrats voted for it and only 12 against it.
But it failed, for of all the Republicans in the House, aided by the
(ireenbackers, only 15 were found to vote for it, and 104 Republicans
voted squarely against it.

FINANCIAL POLICY OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY.

A sound currency and lplenty of it is essential to the prosperity of
a people. Silver and gold are the money of the Constitution. The
bonds of the United States were originally payable in currency. A
Republican Congress made them payable in coin, by which it has
been estimated the boudholders made a profit of §500,000,000. The
next step the Repablican party took to increase the value of these
and all other bonds was tojoin in the movement that had been started
by the capitalists of Enrope to increase the value of their securities
and demonetize silver, These capitalists thonght there was too
much money. The workingmen and land-owners were everywhere
prospering. All business was thriving because of the increase of
money that annually came from the mines of Australia and Califor-
nia when this movement began. Buat the rich men, the owners of
bonds and other sources of fixed incomes, got control. These incomes
were becoming less valuable and they indnced many European Gov-
ernments to demonetize silver. The American bondholder fell into
line. He controlled the Republican party and the Republican party
controlled the Government. So silver was demonetized.

The next step was to retire the greenback circulation and leave
no currency but gold and silver and national-bank notes. By the
act of 1575 a Republican Congress directed the Secretary of the
Treasury todestroy all the greenEa{:ks asthey cameinto the Treasury.
It was the financial poliey of this party that had caused the panic
of 1573, the effects oF which were still lingering like a deadly blight
over the land, and this act of 1875 but deepened the gloom. It was
passed by an outgoing Congress, just as the victorious Democracy
was coming into possession of this House, as it did ip December,
1875. This was the financial condition the Democrats of the Forty-
fourth Congress were confronted with. They tried to remonetize
silver, but they failed. They tried other measures of relief, but they
failed. The Senate was Republican and the President was a Re-
publican.

But in the Forty-fifth Congress, aided by public sentiment they
had created, the Democracy did suceeed in stopping the retirement
of greenbacks, and did succeed in partially remonetizing silver, I
voted for both these measures. We were compelled to accept the law
providing for the coinage of not less than two nor more than four
millions of dollars. But thesilver dollar, the dollar of the poor man,
wasrestored as alegal-tender. Since then we have had coined at least
$2,000,000 per annum. It wasthe Democracy, too, that forced through
the law providing for the issnance of silver certificates based on sil-
ver dollars in the Treasury. These silver laws alone have saved us
from another panie, but still we have not money enough for our ex-
panding business and growing Eopnlation.

In my opinion we would not be suffering so mnch as we are to-day
from the depression that exists if the Treasnry Department had
coined each month up to the limit of the law. Yet, Mr. Chairman,
more money alone would not and could not give to the farmers of
this country the relief they need. It matters not what the volume
of the currency may be, so long asso large a percentage of theirearn-
ingsis drawn from the agricultural elass and drained into the pockets
of the monopolists who are bleeding them to death, the farmers can
not have real prosperity. They must have relief from unjnst taxa-
tion too. Allow the farmer to work for himself and not for another,
and then he will ask no favors of any man that he does not stand
readly to pay for. Let us coin the silver dollars, let us turn loose at
least & hundred millions of the reserve that is in the national banks
and locked up unnecessarily in the Treasnory of tho United States;
let us reduce, nof revenunes alone, but taxation also, and let the peo-
ple keep their money in their own pockets, and then we shall have
the Government again that the fathers founded, and the people will
rise up to bless us.

The fifth section of the St. Lonis agreement between the farmers
and the Knights at 8t. Louis expresses the trne doctrine. It has the
unmistakable ring of Jeffersonian Democracy:

B. Brli:wing in the doctrine of equal righta to all and special favaors to none, we
demand that taxation, national or State, shall not be used to build np one mterest
or cluss at the expense of another. We believe that the maney of the country
shouald be kef{. as much as possible in the hands of the people, and hence we de-
mand that all revenues, national, State, or connty, shall be limited to the neces-
sary expenses of the Government ically and I ly administered.

We of the S8onth, Mr. Chairman, have all the interest in ihese
questions that you gentlemen of the North and of the Northwest
can possibly have; but there is another qnestion, sir, £hat touches
us more nearly still. Itis the question of honest economical State
governments, of the due and orderly administration of the law, a
question, sir, of local self-governmeut. That right was once taken
away from us, and for & time we lived in pandemoniunm.

XXI-——316

In 1867 the party that then controlled the Government, in order to
perpetuate its power, enfranchised blacks and disfranchised whites,
until b(f the aid of its emissaries and of the mililarly, and by bond-
ing and banding together the newly enfranchised colored man, it got
possession of every Sonthern State. Ineach and every of these States
the result was just the same. The same causes produced everywhers
the sameé effects. The difference was only in degree, Where the
negro was most numerous there the carpet-bagger and the sealawa,
most abounded and where these leaders got control they listen
to all the suggestions of their constituency, pandered to their preju-
dices, and catered to their eupidity—prejudices which these leaders
themselves had in large part created am:f cupidity which they them-
selves had aroused. And the plundering of helpless and prostrate
peoples was just in proportion as the leaders felt secure in their
pOWer.

In Alabama, within six years, the State debt was increased over
seventeen millions of dollars. City and county debts in many instan-
ces went up in like proportion, and there was nothing to show for
the money that went. The credit of the State, that had been of
the ‘hifhest, was gone. For two years before the Democrats got
control again of the State, not a bond could be sold at any price. In
South Carolina, within four years,the debt was increased $13,000,000,
and 90,000 negro militia marauded over the State. In Lonisiana
the State debt went up over $47,000,000, and the debt of the city of
New Orleans was increased over $12,000,000. Bus I will not cite
further examples.

The color line was drawn Ly the Republican party. It was the
inevitable result of the measdires they passed s.mf the doctrines they
advocated. f

From the beginning of the Government down to 1867 suffrage had
been left for the States to regulate. That was the theory of the
Constitation. If that had been left so, the Southern States would,
in time and as he was fitted for it, have conferred on the negro the
right to vote. Then the negro would have been the friend of the
Sonthern white man who had conferred suffrage upon him; but this
was not to be. The Republican party was determined it El’mnld not
be. The{ conferred suffrage on the n themselves in order that
they might get, as Mr. Sumuer phrased 1t, “new allies” in the South.
They sent to Alabama Mr. Kelley from the House and Mr. Wilson
from the Senate to tell the negroes that they must all vote the Re-
publican ticket because the Republicans had freed them and the

epnblicans had given them the soffrage; and then there were
agents of the Freedman’s Burean and other agents of the Republican
}mrty who swore them in midnight leagues to vote for the Repub-

ican party. So it was, sir, that the negroes were all ranged on one

side and in solid phalanx. They were told that if they would pre-

serve their liberties they must stand together against their late mas-

rlgrls';t they must control the State government; and for a timo they
id it. -

There was nothing left for the white men but to come together.
On (heir side were intelligence and virtue, and courage, and experi-
encoe in self-government. And when necessity nt.aﬁlat compelled
the white men of the South to unite the struggle for supremacy
conld have but one result. The power of the ne was broken.
Good governments were restored in the South, the carpet-bagger
disappeared from the political arena, and law and order and eco-
nomical administrations were restored, and the Southern States
started on a new career. During the last ten years they have
prospered even more than the North. We do complain of nnjost
taxation, we do complain that the financial policy of this General
Government is unjust to the masses, bat at the same time, sir, weo
hold that paramount to all matters of this character is the one ab-
sorbing, overmastering question of the administration of our home
government. And, sir, the Republican party, so long as it threatens,
as it now does, to restore in the Snut-garn States, or any part of
them, negro supremacy again, will always compel us to stand to-
gether for the preservation of our liberties and our property. Other
questions arise, some of commanding importance, but so long as this
threat haugs over nus—the threat of negro supremacy in county and
State governments—we can not and we dare not divide.

The bills that have been introduced into this House and the other,
aud are pow pending, to take Federal elcetions under Federal con-
trol, ean have baf one purpose, and that purpose is to solidify again
tlie negro vote in the interest of the Republican party. If this pnr-
pose shall snceeed it will hand over again to the negro and his allies
the control of three States in the South and many rich couuties in
others of the States. :

But I tell this House and the country these methods, if their pur-
pose is to divide the South, will not succeed. They will only force
us, the white men there, to stand closer together. We may disenss
other questions and we may differ upon them, but wherever we go
we will go all together, and we will never give up the fight for local
self-government guarantied to us by the Constitution o(g our futhers.
The Democracy of the Union are with ns in this straggle, and hand
in haod with them we will stand.

Oue of the questions of the day is the subtreasury or farmers’
warehouse bill, pressed npon us by many of the farmers of the South
and West. Mr. PIcKLER introduced it into this House by request.
Senator VANCE put in a similar bill in the Senate * by request.” The
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statement by request” means, as we all know, that the Senator or
Representative is not willing at the time to indorse the measure as
one he approves.

I have examined these bills carefully, intending to vote for the
proposition if Icould. A Representative naturally wishes tosupport
any measure his constitnency or any considerable Forticm of them
may approve. It is his duty to do so and he should resolve every
doubt in favor of their wishes; yet he can not escape all responsibility
himself.. When clearly convinced either that a measure is not war-
ranted by the Constirntion he is sworn to support or that it is im-
practicable or that it is franght with evil conseqnences, he must
oppose it. He can not shrink from this duty, however painful if
may-be. He can not count the consequences to himself when the
public welfare is at stake.

This measure grows directly ont of, and is intended to remedy, the
conditions in which the farmers of the country find themselves to-
day. Ithink I have shown, sir, that the legislation of the Repub-
lican party is primarily responsible for the evil days that are upon
the Awerican farmer. A contributing cause, however, is overpro-
duetion. A Kansas farmer, in an able article, in a recent number of
The Forum says that our present supply of beef is snfficient for 71,-
000,000 people, of swine for 76,000,00u, wheat for 79,000,000, corn for
70,500,000, and oats for more than 100,000,000 people, while onr pop-
ulation is estimated at 64,000,000. This surplus would bring in
profit to the farmers if we had freer commerce with the outside
world. But the Republican party has erected a high tariff Chinese
wall aronnd the country; it has prevented a fair exchange of com-
modities by onerons duties on imports, and other countries are re-
taliating by high duties on the products of American agriculture.

As the case stands, what will be the effect of the Pickler bill or
the Vauce bill if passed into law. That they will either of them ever
become law I do not believe. But they deserve the most carefnl and
respectful consideration, and onght to bereported and fully discnssed,
first, because of the number and character of the people who advo-
eate them and, secondly, because of the importance of the subject-
matter. Nevertheless, I make the prediction that the Republicans,
who control both the House and Senate committees, will not bring
them before Congress. They will prefer, I believe, to let them sleep
in committee, while they take advantage of any divisions that may
arise among Democrats who are diseussing them with each other.

The proposition is that the Government shall bnild warehouses in

“which it shall receive cotton, corn, wheat, oats, and tobacco as se-
caority for money to be advanced to owners of these commodities to
the extent of 80 per cent. of the valnes deposited. One of these
bills appropriates $50,000,000 to build these warehouses.

Now, the Government has never yet built a2 warehouse to receive
private property. When providing for the collection of the tax on
whisky, the law reads:

“Ske. 3271, Every distiller shall provide, at his own expense, a warehouse to be
s#n ited on, and to constitute a part of, his distillery premises, and to be used only
for the storage of d stilled spirits of his own manufactare until the tax thercon
shall have been paid.”

Into this warehouse the distiller puts his prodnet; he gives the
key to the Government storekeeper, who watches the whisky there
till the distiller pays the tax, which is 90 cents on a gallon costing
only from 15 to 30 cents to mannfacture. The distiller must pay the
tax when the whisky is taken out for consumption, and he must
pay if, at the latest, within three years from the date of manufacture,

The Government advances no money to the distiller. It only
taxes his commodity from three to six times its value and impounds
it till that tax is paid.

That the Government ghall furnish warehounses for the storage of

rivate property as contemplated in this bill is a new departare.
%o one of the statesmen of tht;gnsﬁ, Whig, Democrat, or Republican,
ever, so far as I have learned, advocated such a measure. Itsnovelt
ought not of itself to condemn it in the mind of any man. Buf this
much is troe, that when a scheme has, so far as we know, no pree-
edent to snpport ir, a legislator onght to scrautinize it with great care
before adopting it. And now lef us examine the plan as proposed.
It is not intended to benefit all farmers, but only some of them, only
those who make eotton, corn, wheat, oats, or tobacco. The makers
of hay, of rye, barley, rice, and sugar, of salt pork, and salt-beef are
excluded from its benefits. In this respect it violates the funda-
mental maxim of Democracy, so well expressed in the fifth section
of the demand made by the farmers and Knights at St. Louis, “ Equal
rights to all and special favors to none.” It proposes to give to the
owners of these five products money at the low rate of 1 per cent.
perannum interest, the dagositor paying besides only necessary Gov-
ernment charges. Now there is no Government in the world under
which the rate of interest upon loans to individuals is as low as or
approximates 1 per cent. No Government has a better credit than

e United States. -

Governments can borrow money at lower rates than individoals,
becanse government securities are considered the safest of all invest-
ments. And governments can borrow on bonds having a long period
to run at lower rates than on short-time bonds, becaunse long-time
bonds are in the nature of permanent investments. 1t would be im-
possible for the Government of the United States to negotiate long-

time bonds for a less sum than 2} per cent. It could probably not
negotiate a one-year bond for as low a rate as 3 per cent. Private
loans can not now be had in New York City for one year on Govern-
ment securities as collateral for less than 5 per cent.

The rate of interest in London, the money center of the world, in
transactions between individuals for periods of one year is probably
always over 3 per cent. and nersﬁy mueh more. So it follows
that if the Government of the United States shonld advance money
to the owners of corn, cotton, wheat, oats, and tobacco at 1 per cent.
it would be conferring a ‘‘special favor” on the producers of these
commodities, Have not the owners of hay, ricoe, sngar, and other
farm products ‘‘equal rights” with other farmers? In fact, if the
Government should furnish money at 1 per cent., or 2, or 4, or any
other rate of interest, to any particular classes of farmers and refuse
it to others it would be violating this fundamental principle, ** Equal
rights to all and special favors to none.”

deed that principle would be violated if the Government shounld
farnish money at any rate whatever to farmers as a class and not
extend the same privileges to the producers of turpentine, lnmber,
coal oil, or any other product of labor. It wounld be unjustifiable
class legislation. All the people of this country, of whatever station
in life and whatever their oceupation, are equal before the law. It
wonld be impossible to pass through this House a bill, even if if
should ever get reported, that granted this favor to the owners of
these five produnets and at the same time excluded hay, barley, rice,
ete. The hay crop is worth anunally about $100,000,000 more than
the cotton crop. The representatives of the hay-makers wounld never
consent to the exclusion of their coustituents.

It would not satisfy them to say that their product was more
bulky and more expensive to house. They would not be content to
be taxed to pay millions of dollars for warehouses that other farm-
ers might get money at 1 per cent., while they had to go on the mar-
ket for loans. And the rice producer would contend that his prod-
uct is more valuable, bushel for bushel, than wheat or oats or corn,
and the barley and buekwheat makers and the producers of salt-
pork and salt-beef wounld show that there is no reason why they
should be excluded. Sir, there can be no sonnd reason given why
the product of every honest laborer in America should not stand on
the same footing.

It is sometimes contended that, becanse other articles, as glass,
metal, and earthenware, are protected by high tariff duties, there-
fore, the Government sbould make a direct appropriation for the
benefit of farmers who are not and can not be protected by these im-
port duties.

The wrong of which the farmer complains is that discriminations
have been made against him. Shall the farmer discriminate now
against his brother farmer or shall all the farmers as a class discrim-
inate against overybody else? Shall they sanction class legislation
by asking other class legislation? I do not believe they will do it.
As it was well expressed by an inteil\iﬁent constituent of mine re-
cently, himself president of a county Alliance, * T'wo wrongs can not
make aright.”

Let the Democracy of the country and the farmers of the country,
whose interests lie with the Democracy, stand together for the right-
ing of the unspeakable wrong the Republican party has inflicted
upon the country in imposing upon the consumer these high-tariff du-
ties. This mighty movement,which isstirring not only the farmers
of the South, but of the West, will, I believe, ifthe advocatesof “equal
rights to all and special favors to none ” only stand firm, soon result
in bringing together a mighty army of voters who will march upon
and capture this Government, and then we shall have justice and
equality under the law,

But, sir, if we yield up our prineiples, if we once admit that
Government shall grant favors to one class and then grant favors
to another class and then to another, we nﬁim up the fight, we
yield up the Government onr fathers founded, we admit that ma-
jorities may rob minorities, that the strong may take and the weak
must suffer; we yield up forever all the safeguards of individual
liberty embedded in onr State and Federal constitutions. The
theory of our Government is that the States reserve to themselves all
powers not granted to the Federal Government. Why should we
abandon that theory now ? What is there in the history of the past
that would justify usat this time in putting ourselves and our prop-
erty a’nﬂ all that is dear to us at the mercy of this Federal Govern-
ment !

What Government is responsible for the wrongs of which we com-
plain? Certainly it is not any State government that has bronght
abount these conditions of to-day. Ikis this Federal Government that
has thus mismanaged our finances. It is this Federal Government
that put npon us an unjust and oppressive system of taxation. Shall we
deliberately increase its power to do injustice? Shall weaet as if
we had forgotten the lessons of history? It was this Federal Gov-
ernment that twenty-three years ago b[vl a streteh of power and a
violation of the Constitution robbed the people of ten Sonthern
States of the right to zovern themselves and placed those States, all
of them, for years under the negro and the carpet-bagger. The peo-
ple of no Northern State, if sitnated as we were in 1867, would have
sanctioned the out: of reconstruction. They approved these acts
becaunse they did not know and could not understand or else because
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they did not sympathize with the sitnation, It always was and al-
ways will be so. The prople of no State can be safely trusted to
regulate and conirol the domestic affairs of distant States.

It was this idea—the idea that they conld not expect good govern-
ment from England across the seas—that caused the colonies to re-
volt against the mother country in 1776. It was for local self-gov-
ernment that Washington fought; it was the right of local self-gov-
ernment our fathers intended to perpetuate when they established
the Constitution of 1789,

1t was in order that they might reserve to the people of these
several States the largest measure of control over their own domes-
tic affairs that they provided an amendment to that Constitution
that “ the powers not delegated to the United States by the Consti-
tution nor prohibited by it to the States are reserved to the States
respectively or to the people.” And so, when any power is claimed
for this Federal Government we must look to that Counstitution to
see whether the States have granted it. Looking to that instfument
we find that in section 8 the power is expressly given this Govern-
ment ““to borrow money on the credit of the United States,” but no-
where can we discover any grant of power to loan money as con-
templated in this bill, y

It is sometimes said that the Goverpment loans money to the
banks, and this is quoted as a precedent for this bill. On this sub-
Jjeet I can not do better than quote from a recent speech of my dis-
tingnighed friend, Mr. CuLBERSON, of Texas, There is no better
friend of the people and no abler expounder of the Constitution
than he is. He says:

Some of the zealons and ablest advocates of this system assume that there is no
difference in principle between a loan of the eredit of the Government to national
banks upon the deposit of United States bonds and the loan upon agricultural

winets contemplated by this bill. And since the Sanme Court of the United
states has decided that the laws authorizing the establist t of national banks
were eonstitutional, no constitutional objection can be consistently urged against
this scheme. And it ia also insisted, with axparens plau-ibility, that the plan of
relief p by this measnre is not inconsistent with the prineiple invnlrm.l in
the Inw that authorizes the owners ol distilled liquors to deposit them in ware-
houses under the sopervision of the Government for a period of not exceeding
three years, for the purpose of enabling the owner to postpone the payment of the
taxes nntil his products become salable.

These lawa are pr ted as precedents to justify the favorable action of Con-
greas on the snbtreasury bill -

The Demorratic garty opposed the passage of the laws authorizing the national-
banking aystem, and alse opposed the law anthorizing the extension of the system
passed by a Iepublican Congress in 1882, not npon the ground that Congress had
no anthority to authorze the establishment of a bank, for that had been settled
by the Supreme Court in 1819, but upon the ground that the benefits, advants ges,
immunities, and powers conferred npon these associations in respect of issning
bank-notes, eontrol of the volume of circulation and the like, and the guaranty of
the payment of their notes by the Government were in the nature of class legis.
Iation; in that peculiar and valnable advantazea which coulll not be enjoyed by
all and might be employed by the beneficiaries to oppress the public were con-
ferred upon & class of the population. ;

For snch and like reasons the Drmml.i%‘rarty arrayed itself against the sys-
tem. But the Supreme Court in 1875 decided the laws to be constitutional upon
the ground that the Congress had authority to authorize the establishment of
national banka as instruments to be used to aid the Government in the adminis-
tration of an im nt branch of the public service,

T'he court held that they are ‘' appropriate means " to that end and that Con-

was the sole judgze of the necessity of employing such instruments to aid in

e administrution of the public service.

Theaid that national banks are claimed to render the Government in the admin-
istration of public affairs is not confined to the execution or to the carrying into
effert any one power conferred upon Congress, but to several. For the purpose
of these remarks, however, it is suffictent to say that the banks, as is claimed,
furnish emplovment and demand for the bonds of the Government, and therelvre
ail in maintaining its eredit; they furnish solvent des ositories for public money
1o be applied and used for the publie servies thronghout the country, and thoy aid
the Government in maintaining a safe and solvent medinm of exchanye.

These are some of the offices performed by the banks to the Government, and
{hey are stated not for the purpose of approval, for I have always opposed the

stem and veted against its extension. 1 believe that the Government alone
shonld issne and control the volame of cirenlation, and that no corporation should
be permitted to dictate or regnlate the volume of cireulation, but I have enume-
rated these instrumentalities for the purpessof showing that there is no analogy
between the system and the one p by the snbtreasury bill.

W hat important branch of the &u ilie service could the gmponad system aid the
Govérnment in administering ? ould the partisan warchouse managers furnish
safe and solvent depositories of public moneys to be applied and used in all the
branches of the public service throughout the country? What aid could this
system render in upholding the public credit? Absolutely none.

Its purpose is to loan money to particular classes only.

But whatever be the argnment to bedrawn from the national-bank
system, it can have no application to me. The system was estab-
lished long before I came into public life, and Thave opposed its ex-
tension wheuever opportunity oecurred. It is true that when the
final vote upon the bill to extend the charters of the banks was taken
I was absent in Colorado with a sick wife, but I had voted April 3,
1882, against even setting a day to take up and consider that bill.
On April 17 1 also voteg agaiost a similar wotion, and again, on
May 1, 1832, 1 emphasized my of);‘mai tion by voting the third time

ainst the consideration of the bill

ow, Mr. Chairman, if we conld get over the constitutional diffi-
culties in the way of passing this bill, if we could feel assured that
the Supreme Court would not declare it void when passed, and if we
could secure the support of the classes against wEom it diserimi-
nates, and enact this measure into law, how would it operate? We
should first be obliged to amend it so as to make the Government
safe in advancing money upon these commodities. The proposition

is that the depositor of each of these commodities should be entitled

to reeeive from the Government money equivalent to 80 per cent. of -

the value of the commodity deposited.-

In other words, the Government is to be protected by a margin of
20 per cenf, Ifitisat all probable that prices may vary more than
20 per cent. in a year, the utmost period for which the loan is to
run, then that margin wounld be insnfficient.

We must constrnct every law npon sound business prineiples, and
we can jodge of the future only by the past. Carefully gathered
statistics show that during sixty-two consecntive years of the past,

from 1825 to 1886, inclusive, corn varied during fifty-two years 20

per cent. and over, cotton varied 20 per cent.and over forty-three
years, oats varied 20 per cent. and over fifty-two years, wheat varied
20 per cent. and over forty-five years, and tobacco varied over 20 per
cent, sixty years out of the sixty-two.

If the past is any criterion, Mr. Chairman, no one would for a mo-
mentcontend that the Government conld safely advance to the farmer
as much as 80 per cent. of the value of any one of these commodities.
Let us look tosee whether 50 per cent. would be a safe margin, Cer-
tainly it would not if the variations in prices are found to be over
50 per cent. for more than one-third of the time.

I put in here a table taken trom Spofford’s Almanac for 1888, a
standard anthority, showing the actual range of prices in the New
York market, and following that is another table, the result of cal-
culations made for me by an experf, showing variations by percent-
age during that period. The second is ealculated from the %Iat

These two tables taken togethershow thatduring that long period
of sixty-two years corn varied in price over 50 per cent. during more
than one-third of the years covered by that table ; cotton, over 50 per
cent. nearly one-half the time; oats, over 50 per cent. tly over
one-half the time ; tobacco, over 100 per cent., counting from the low-
esh to the highest, over two-thirds of the time; and wheat, over 50
per cetnt nearly one-third of the time—that is, nineteen years ount of
sixty-two.

These fignres tend very strongly to show that money can not be
loaned safely on these commodities withont further security uuless
uFo“ a margin of over 50 per cent,, such a margin, in fact, in favor
of the Government as almost 10 destroy the value of snch a system
to the farmer, even if it were otherwise practicable. This is what
statistics teach.

The experience of the Alabama State Bank, fifty odd years ago,
furnishes us the same lesson,

The bank was established during a period of great depression.
Its purpose was to loan money to the farmers. Itbegan by advane-
ing on cotton, On one shipment, I am told by a gentleman who
was its cashier, the bank lost over $100,000. Advances on cotton
were abandoned and loaus were made on notes believed to be prop-
erly secured.

Political favoritism soon ruined the State Bank of Alabama. Men
with political influence behind them borrowed money, and the bank
broke, leaving a debt upon a portion of which the people of that
State are now taxed every year to pay interest.

I put in here these tables and ask gentlemen who favor this sys-
tem to stndy them carefully and draw their own conclusions.

Lowest and highest prices of corn, cotton, oats, tobacco, and wheat for
sizly-tico years: 1825-1856.

| Where no mention of quality is made it is understood that the price quoted is

the New

for the cheapest grade of each commodity, The prices are thoso of
York market. |

Toba Ken-
Corn, bush- | Cotton, wu ‘Wheat, bush-
i land. pounda. Qats, bushels.| mﬁt;nle&t’, i
pounds.
Year.

+ + <1 5 2 4l 2 45 o

op S T R S i S e U S R TR

E e B [0 E ] S - O

I{18|s|&]3 S|B|(3|8

1R25....0 $0.42 | $0.75 $0.13 $0.27 | $0.26 | $0.40 | $0.03 | £0.09 | $0.75 | $1.08
: 62 B3 .00 14 42 .60 .03 .08 .84 | Lo02
5 .75 .08 12 31 .56 .03 .06 .90 | L2325
46| .62| .op 13 24| .37| .03 .06} .96| Le€2
48 .64 | .08 A1 27 .46 .05 O7) LO0| LTS
48 B85 .08 13 26 .40 .03 .0T| LO00| LIS
54 5| .07 11 .27 .48 .03 06| L06| L3S
&0 .B7T| .07 12 38 .58 .03 .06 1.12| L35
65 .B6 | .09 17 30 .48 .03 .08 1L15| L28
. b3 .75 .10 16 28 .48 .04 .08] LO2| L1D
70| Lz i35 20 83| .15] .08| 11| Lo4| LS50
B3 Li12| .13 .20 40 .75 .06 .10 | L37| 212
.00 1.15| .07 17 40 =76 .03 090 LGS] 210
T8 L00| .09 12 25 .60 04 .13| L35 | 2.00
.75 981 .11 .16 .80 .60 .08 .18 | L15] L3T
.46 .63 | .08 .10 24 A3 .03 .16 95| LS
AT 81| .09 .11 8T .60 .04 .14 .00 | 1.50
.54 .68 .07 .09 25 .53 .02 .00 .83| L30
.48 .60 | .05 .08 27 .4 .02 .07 .84 L20
.43 54| .05 .09 27 37 .02 .08 .82 L13
.45 .85 .04 .00 20 .b1 .02 .07 .B5| L40
»b5 .B0| .06 .00 28 48 .02 07 .80 | L35
.41 L10] .07 .12 39 . 65 <02 .08] Lo1| L68
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Lowest and highest prices of corn, cotion, oats, tobacco, and wheal, for

sixty-two years : 1825-1 ontinued.
Ken-
Corn, bush- | Cotton, up- Tobacco, Wheat, bush-
i land, poun I! Oats, bushels. “;‘2;-‘; leaf, ey
Year,

4 4 o < 3 < - $ o) &

S M (R0 e T B T B R o o R

E o § c E ] E ) E =

S| d B (3 |H |3 |H|3|H
1848....| $0.52 | $0.78 |$0.05 |$0.08 | $0.32 | 80.51 | $0.03 | $0.08 | $0.95 | £1. 40
1849....] .57 .70 .08 | .11 Sl e 03| .09 1.20| 1.35
1 e s Y R T R 87| oLl .es| - 14| 1oo| 150
1851....] .53| .68| .08 | .14 65| .80 | .03| .14{ .93| L2
1852.. .62| .78| .08 | .10 75| .86| .o3| .09| 1.03| 115
1858 ...| .e¢| .82| .10 | .11 .41 | .52 .o4| .10 1.2°| 1.FO
1864....] .76| .98| .08 | .10 45| 75| .es| .11] 178 | 250
3856....) .98 | 15| .07 | 11 42| .82 .06 .13| L96| 2.80
1856....| .48| .9¢| .69 | .12 .35 .50| .os| .16| 1.80| 217
2 T N (T SO R TR TR T 40| .e6| .07| .20 1.25| 1.85
1858 ... .58 | 2.08| .08 | .13 .40 .58 .06| .18| 1.20| 1.50
1859.... .76 1.05| .11 | .12 86| .58 .04| .14 1.30| 165
1860....] .64 .95 .10 | .11 87| .47| .03| .13| 135/ 1.70
1861....] .48( .74| .11 | .28 .30 .47 .03! .16} 1.20| 1.60
1802...., .50 .9 .20 | .68 87| .67| .o8| .30| 1.30| 155
1863....| .es| 123| .54 | .88 .53 .o0| .08| .26| 1.25| 2.00
1864....] 1.25| 1.97| .72 | 1L90 .88 | .02 .08 55| 1,72 2.75
1865.... .70 .07 | .83 | L.22 45| .o0| .o07| .45| 1.25| Ls8
1846....| .80 | 1.32| .32 | .52 65| .85 .o8| .18| 2.20| 3.45
1867....] 1.00] 140 .15 | .38 67| .o4]| .09| .16| 230 3.40
1868 ...| 1.01| 1L41| .16 | .33 *) {*) L0B| .15| 205| 325
1869. . 5 s .38 | <28 62| .4 .o8( .13| L45| 218
1870 ...| .76 L15| .15 | .28 52| .e| .o7| “.12| 1.40| Lo
1871....) .65| .90 .16 | .25 42 70| .08| .11| 1.45| 200
1872.. 6L| .s0| .18 | .25 42| 55| .09| .18| L65| 210
1878.... . L7 .18 | L2 42| 68| .09| .18| 1.55| 225
181....| .53| .8¢| .15 | .19 .8| .s3| .07| .25| .98| 185
1875.... .48| .76| .13 | .17 80| .64| .o9| .28| 92| L@7
7 B T [ T T | .28| .35| .ov| .19 .8l L27
1677.... .41| .58| .11 | .18 2| .46 .07| .18| Los| 1.85
1878. . 45| .60 .09 | .12 20| .45| .o43| 07| iss| La
1879....| .44| .84| .003| .182| .31| .s0| .o043 .o74| 1.10| L56
1880....] .48| .et| .11 | .13%| .36| .49| .05 .07 1.03| LsB
1881....| .48 .76 | .09f | .18 42| .52 .n&t L2 114 156
1882....] .63 1.00 .115 .18 .87k .72| .034) .00 | 1.03 | 1.43
1883....] .65| .70| .10 11 .86 .51 .05| .1| .e5| 124
A884....| 45| 66| .10p| .11 82| .42 .o5| .09| .74| 1.05
1885....] .40) .57 .10 | .11 20 .4y L0 00 .88 105
1886....| .43 .55 .08j3) .094] .30k .39 | .074 .003 .88 | .05}

* Nominal.

Average differences in prices of commodities for sixty-two years:
to 1886

Per cent. Corn. |Cotton.| Oats. | Tobacco. | Wheat.
Years. | Years. | Years. l'eaﬂ.z Years
........ 2
......... 7
2 S Py
1 3 5 ' £
5 3 5
2 4 5 7
12 11 12 2 10
20 (] 6 14
10 ¥ 71 12
9 7 8 9
1 12 2 T
e s e Swre wman ssmmsads 1
Total number years ......ceuax. 62 62 62 62 62

Corn, tweaitj-two years, over 50 per ¢cent. variation. Cotton, thirty years, over
50 per cent. variation. Oata, thirty-nire years, over 50 per cent. variation. To-
bacco, forty-five years, ovor 100 per cent. variation. Wheat, nineteen years, over
80 per cent. variation.

Mr. Chairman, I hope ever¥ one into whose hands these tables
may full will study them carefully. My reasoning on this point is
based npon the facts presented by these figures. They are undogbt-
edly accurate.

Another element to be taken into consideration is the liability of
grain to deteriorate in valne from the attack of insects and other
causes. The reply has been made to the argnment based on these
figures that the warehouse system will steady prices, that one-twelfth
will be taken out each month for consumption, and that by the aid
of the contemplated law to prevent speculation in futures there will
be no speculation.

A glance again at the tables given will demonstrate that varia-
tions in price were perhaps greater {froms 1825 to 1860 than they were
mbling in futures had its origin
rior to that time variations seemed to be

from 1565 to 1846. The system of
about thirty yearsago.
greater than since.

Those men and those men only speculated during that first period
who could control money in large sums,
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What will be the effect of allowin E nobody to speculate exeept the
money-kings, the men who count their money by the millions and
who can so easily combine in these days of railroads and telegraphs ¥

I do not undertake to answer that question, I merely suggest it.
Let each man who studies this question answer it for himself.

But how is it that the law of consumption is to regulate prices by
having one-twelfth consumed each month when we make a sur-
plos of provisions and of cotton and tobaeco each year?

‘Who shall designate the farmers that shall export breadstuffs or
the months in which they shall export them? Who shall determine
how much of the cotton crop of the South shall be exported and how
many farmers shall sell in January, how many in March, and how
many in July ?

If prices run up what is to prevent farmers from rashing their prod-
ncts upon the market? There is and there can be, sir, no human
law to regulate prices.

The law of supply and demand will always have its field of ope-
ration, and so long as the home market is insufficient to take all the
products of American farms, as it must be for many generations to
come, the price at which we can sell in th markets of the world will
always exercise a controlling influnence over markets at home. Wa
must make a surplas and we must always export that surplus if wo
are to have any commerce.

1f by any possible combination among home producers, the Govern-
ment aiding them, home prices should everrise appreciably above the
price in foreign markets, our exported surplus would immediately be
brought back and wonld inevitably bring down prices at home un-
til this surplus was either consumed or re-exported.

The only remedy for a surplus of farm produnets is commerce, free
exchange,

If the commodities we have to sell are cheap, lat us exchange them
for the cheap commodites we need from abroad.

But, Mr. Chairman, sup}]om we warehouse six or eight hundred
millions of dollars’ worth of farm produets, we inflate the currency of
the country suddenly by that amount. The natural tendency of this
wonld be to suddenly inflate all other values, and if near the end of
the crop year the Government shall have called in and destroyed all
or the greater portion of this money, ye should then contract values
of all property in a similar ratio.

‘Who is there with property to sell, lands or goods of any descrip-
tion, that would not mag into the market to make his sales when
money was flush ? On the other hand, who is there having goods or
property to buy that wonld not, if he could, wait to make his pur-
chases at that season of the year when muney was scarce and prop-
erty was down{ The poor man who must buy as he needs and can
not lay in his supplies six months ahead would suffer from these
fluctnations, The rich who could afford to purchase in large quan-
tities wounld profit. There can, sir, be no evil that could befall the
country greater than such as would result from a currency fluctuat-
ing by hundreds of millions of dollars from one season to another;
and there can be no greater blessing than a sufficient volame of
sound, stable currency.

A careful study of this question has convinced me, however, that
the volume of our currency onght by some means and within reason-
able bounds to be made more flexible than it is.

But after all, sir, the true remedy, the remedy that alone can give
permanent relief, is less and fairer taxation ; more money in the pock=-
ets of the people and less in the coffers of the Government ; more jus-
tice to the farmer and fewer subsidies for monopolies. We will come
tothat when the Democracy once come into possession of both Houses
of Congress under the Presidency of such a man as Grover Cleveland.
Mr. Cleveland recently wrote a letter approving the general ideas
which nnderlie the Farmers' Alliance as set forth in the letter hie was
answering. I approve every word of thaf letter, but I am very sure
Mr. Cleveland could not support such a measure as this snbtreasnry
bill, though he approves, as I do, the purposes the farmers haye in
view, the bettering of their condition by every practicable means.

One of the dangers to be feared from an overissne of curreicy is
depreciation, that the money will become a commodity and subject
of speculation instead of being a stable measure of value. History
is full of examples,

In December, 1789, the French Government, being in great need
of money, passed a law for the issuance of assignats to the extent, if
I remember correctly, of 100,000,000 of francs. The first resulb
seemed happy. Then there wasissue afterissue. The money began
to depreciate. It rapidly went lower and with each successive is-
sue. The government did everything possible to hold 1he money up.
It wasenacted that any Frenchman whospeculated in these assignats
should be imprisoned for twenty years in chains. Another law pro-
vided that a Frenchman who invested money in foreign conntries
should be hanged. Then laws were passed fixing a maximum price
on farm products. Then farmers refused to bring in their products
forsale. Thenlaws were passed putting town people on an allowance
because provisions were scarce. But no law could make good the
overissne of money, and in 1796, less than seven years from the day
when the first bill was passed, a law was enacted allowing assignats
to be sold for theirreal value. The day of the irredeemable assignat
was over. And from that time to this the French have had good
sound money. .
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Massachusetis, New Hampshiré, and Rhode Island had their fiat-
money periods before our Constitution was made, and they learned
lessons then that their pecple have never forgotten. In Rhode Isl-
and the law could not give State-bank money circulation, even
though it provided test oaths and made it a misdemeanor to refuse
it. ﬁar State money became, like the issnes by the United States
during the Revolutionary war, absolutely worthless, That United
States currency of the Revolution left behind it a phrase that is eur-
rent to this day, ‘‘not worth a continental.”

I can conceive it possible that, if the Government should take into
its eharge all the crops that were for sale and the farmers should
hold, prices might temporarily go up. If breadstuffs went up the

r wounld fﬂefit first and all who produce no breadstnffs would

eel it more or less. Consnmers woulg stint themselves and eonsume

Iess. And so our surplus which we make every year would, in the
hands of Government, largely increase.

The same would be the case with cotton. And the production of
wheat and cotton abroad would be stimulated jnst as India and
Egypt increased their crops of cotton during our civil war.

And then if while these crops were stored we shounld produce nther
large crops and increase our surplus what would this Government do 7
If the money kings were in power Government might rosh all the
surplus on the market at once. But, if not that, what would the
Government of the United States do with the surplus on hand and
with the saurplus coming in

By this system the farmer would not get rid of mortgages. The
General Government would be a vast mortgagee in possession of our
property. Would it be allowed to buy at its own sale? If so how
would it save itself from loss? I can think of but one mode. Thaf
wonld be to say to the farmer by law, You shall not plant so much
and you shall not sow so much; we must limit production. Then
it would become a mere question of majorities. If the majority sec-
tion wanted high prices for their provisions and cheap cotton to
clothe themselves with, and if they conld regulate prices by law,
would not legislation tend in that direction?

But more than that, Mr. Chairman. If we throw aside the pro-
tection of the Constitution, what is to prevent the majority from
regulating by law not only our farming, bnt our mining and our
manufactoring ? And what is to prevent majorities from enacting
that no man shall have a farm of more than forty acres, solong as any-
body is unprovided for ?

The poor man and the laborer are, and always should be, the chief-
est concern of the legislator, because the rich are better able to care
for themselves. I believe in this, but I believe also in that Consti-
tution which spreads its gis over all, over the high and the low,
the rich and the poor, the strong and the weak, and which is pro
erly interpreted in the fifth section of the agreement at St. Louis,
e Ly ual rights for all and special favors for none.”

I have never seen a measnre that tended more directly towards
the consolidation of all power in this central Government than this.
I represent in part the weaker section of thiscountry. I donot wish
to see the rights of my section turned over absolutely to the mercy
of whatever majority may control this Federal Government. I do
not wish to see the property of the people I represent under the lock
and key of this Government. There are now more than ten millions
of dollars belonging to citizens of Alabama locked up in the Treas-
ury of the United States. It has been there for fwenty-five years.
It was taken from them under color of a tax on cotton, a tax that
the Supreme Court, Republican though it was, wonld not declare to
be constitutional. .

During the Jast Congress the question of refunding this cotton-
taxcame up on an amendment to the direet-tax bill. That bill was to
refund to the States which paid if, nearly all of them Northern
States, a direct tax that was regularly laid and constitutionally col-
lected. Nearly every Northern Representative and Senator voted
for it. Of course, the majority section passed it, and it wonld have
become a law but for the fact that Grover Cleveland had the courage
to veto it. Anamendment to that bill, while pending, torefund the
cotton-tax was offered by my colleague, Mr. OaTES. He and others
of us pleaded earnestly for its adoption; but by a sectional vote we
were denied even the poor privilege of submitting to the Supreme
Court of the United States the simple question whether the Govern-
ment of the United States could lawfully retain this money. Shall
the people of my section, who grow the cotton wanted for cheap cloth-
ing by the majority section of this country, consent that this Federal
Government shall even attempt to fix by law the price of theirstaple ?
I t(::in never believe they will agree to it when they have fully exam-
ined it.

These warehouses, it is estimated, are to be at least eight or nine
hnndred in number. One of the advocates of the system I heard de-
clare that this number onght to be largely increased. The three or
four hundred warehonses to be established in the South would each
of them become a center of political influence, a means of reviving
in the Sonth the defunct Republican party. If the law should pro-
vide for the appointment of their managers by the President, we
know, by the appointments made to the receiverships of public
moneys at Montgomery and Huntsville, Ala., the class of voters from
which these appointees would come; and well do we know who their
assistants would be.

But the Pickler bill provides that these managers shall be elected
by the voters of the several eounties in which the warehouses are to
be bnilt. These warehouses wonld be located in what are called the
black counties of the Sonth, where the most cotton is made.

The managers are to be elected at the same time with Congress-
men and under the same laws, The Republicans in this Con
are considering bills to place these elections under the control of
Federal appointees, who are to take and count and refurn the votes.
The purpose is to solidify again and march to the polls under Federal
auspices the majorities that dominated in the South during the un-
happy days of reconstruction.

I donot believe, sir, that the Southern people will consent to place
their property nnder snch management.

Mr. Chairman, I am called nupon to take my pcsition, and it is with
the greatest relnctance, as I have said, that I have been forced to
the conclusion that I ought not to snpport this bill, but I feel I am

walking in the path of duty to my constituents, and I sincerely trust -

that when they come to consider they will look upon this measure
as I do, as impracticable and unwise. *

Once before I stood where I do now. In the Forty-fifth Congress :

a bill was before this House to grant a subsidy to the Texas Pacific
Railroad. I examined it and declared to its advocates on this floor,
many of whom were leading Southern men, that I could not support
it. It was aou‘ght to reach me through my constituency. The news-
papers of the out.h', most of them, favored the subsidy. I do not
remember a paper in the district I represented that opposed it
Agents were senf through that district. They set forth in glow-
ing terms the prosperity the road was to bring to the South., Peti-
tions were sent up to me from nearly or quite all the towns in
the district. They were signed by more than two-thirds of the lead-
ing men of tliose towns, but I felt it to be my duty to examine and
judge myself for the district I represented. 'The responsibility was
on my shoulders. I opposed the bill and laid my reasons before the
prople, and they sustained me. The road was subsequently built
by private enterprise, and, as I predicted, no benefit has come to the
Second district of Alabama from the building of that reoad that any
man there can point to. But the Government was saved from the
indorsement of bonds to the extent of £38,000,000 and I had the
satisfaction of contributing actively to that end. I sincerely trust
that when the people come to consider and think carefully over
this measure they will see it as I do.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I am much surprised
that the committee has offered no explanation of the duty on binding-
twine, in view of the grave charge made by the gentleman from Min-
nesota [ Mr. LIxD] an hour ago. If his statement be correct—and I
have no doubt of his fumiliarity with the subject—then it seems to
me that, instead of spending the rest of the few hours during which
we may consider the bill on this vinegar amendment, it would be much
better if we should get at the question of binding-twine, of tin, and
several others.

Isuppose, Mr. Chairman, that men inherit their political beliefs much
as they do their religious faith,the opinions of the father being accepted
by the son. Iwas born a protectionist, as many gentlemen on thatside
were born free-traders. This is the third tariff debate to which I have
listened, and the more the subject is examined the more fixed is my be-
lief in the wisdom of the protective policy for our whole people and na-
tion. In May, 1884, Idefined the doctrine of protection and adhere to
that definition to-day, as follows:

Tadvocate the principle of levying such a tax upon imported articles which are
or might be produced by us as shall, by at first increasing the price thereof to the
consumer, give a greater profit to American than to foreign manufacturers and
farmers, and go protect American labor and industry against the cheaper labor
of other nations. I favor a tariff which will, by virtue of this extira profii, assure
such competition between cur manufacturers as shall cause them to share this ex-
tra profit with their employés in theshape of better wages, and with our farmers
or miners whose products they use, in the shape of better prices, thus securin
remunerative wages to American labor in its broadest sense; a tariff whic
will also protect the American people against the cupidity of our manufactur-
ers bi; maintaining such competition between them as shall insure the lowest rea-
sonable prices of the articles they make; a tariff which, while fixing the duty
sufliciently high to secure these results, shall not place theé rate so hizh asto
free our manufacturers from the check of foreign competition,and 1hus§.epriva
the consumer of this needed safeguard against exorbitant profits; one which
will promote the prosperity of the whole country by fostering those industries
that, after due protection, shall become self-depending and of national value.

I ndvocate such a tariff on the one hand as against
revenue only, or one for revenue with incidental protection; and on the other
hand as against a prohibitory tariff, which, by lifting manufacturers above the
plane of competition, may give them a m_onoroly hurtful to the American farmer,
operative, miner, and purchaser alike—in other words, a competitive as upposed
to a prohibitive tariff,

Mr. Chairman, we are all agreed upon the necessity for reducing the
revenues derived from imports. This may be done in either of two
ways: first, by placing articles on the free-list; second, by fixing the duty
so high as to prevent all importation. The first method is that of the
free-trader, who stands at one extreme of the question, and the second
iz that of the nltra-protectionist, who stands at the other extreme. If
the policy of either of them be fully enforced no revenue at all could be
derived fromimportsand the money needed for the National Government
would have to be raised by direct taxes, as in the case of State govern-
ments. DButwealways have taxed and will tax foreigners for the privi-
lege ofimporting their wares and of enjoying our markets. Every nation
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raises mnch of its funds by this mode. And when doing so it is just
. as well to fax those articles which we too can produce, and thus diver-
'sify our industries, as only to tax those which we can not produce. In
the former case foreigners may, and largely do, pay the tax, whilein the
latter our own people alone pay it. That proposition is the base on
which the system of protection rests.

But there always have been and will be differences of opinion among
the truest and stanchest protectionists as to just what articles shall
be taxed aud what ones shall not, and also as to the degree of taxation
on an article, whether high or low. These differences spring both from
the diversity in judgment of men and from the diversity in the local
interests of the various sections of our continent. No two members of
the Ways and Means Committee would dranght similar bills in all the
details, and each man on that or any other committee would propose
a measure different from all the rest, and yet because of this fict no-
body would or could question the Republicanism of those gentlemen.

Precisely the same right of judgment as to the articles to be taxed,
and as to the rate of tax belongs to each of us in the fullest degree,
As Republicans we stand in line on the doctrine of protection as against
free trade, but in determining the details of three thousand articles
and of the rates each of us is entitled to his own opinion. If this be
not so and if the bill as reported by the committee be the only Repub-
lican bill, then, in case the Senate should adopt a different measure,
would the Republican Senators thereby become Democrats?

The eight Republican members of onr committee have labored with
assidnity and sincerity to frame a tariff upon the lines of protection as
distinet from those of free trade, and have reported a bill that reduces
the taxes $60,000,000. Accordingly I shall vote for it. None of us
wish to vote against a reduction of revenues. Thatit is far preferable
to the Mills bill I have no doubt, and that it gives a greater protection
to our farmers than any other tariff heretofore reported is nundoubted.
That its general purpose, scope, and effect are preferable to the existing
law is also frue,

At the same time and exercising the same right of judgment that
thie committee hasexercised, thereare several details of the bill I wonld
change were it possible; but no one man is the whole House. It has

_happened more than once that 328 of the 330 members on this floor
have gone wrong on questions by not thinking just as I thought or
vice versa. In framing so great a measure as this we must allow to
every gentleman and each interest their fair voice, and it must neces-
sarily be a compromise measure.

To iny notion, the first paragraph should contain the amendment
which I offered the other day, and which was voted down, empower-
ing the President to suspend any duty on any article which is monop-
olized by a trust or other combination of manufacturers. While a tariff
does not create trusts and while the greatest of trusts controls articles
which are not imported, vet it is nonsense to deny that trusts may be
formed on dutiable articles. In such event competition is throttled
and the consumer left helpless in the cluteh of bandits. Under the
guise of “*protection’’ protection itself is murdered. And there is no
length to which I am not ready to go, either under the tariff or outside
of a tariff, in protecting the people against trusts, gamblers in futures,
and the most direful of all combines, that of pooled railroads, which col-
lect $5 from the people where the tariff collects one.

The principle which has governed my vote upon the varions amend-
ments i3 a thorough belief in competitive, as distinet from prohibitive,
duties. I desire to make the duties high enough to encourage home
industryand to enable onr manufacturers to compete with those of other
nations; high enough to allow for the difference in wages here and
abroad, and just a little higher in order to guard against fluctuation;
but when this point is reached I want to stop, in order that our people
may be detended against the rapacity of our own manufacturers.

It is on this principle that I shall vote against two of the amendments
-of the committee increasing the duty on yarns and cloths in the woolen
schedule, and on tin. I prefer the bill as they reported it, to the higher
duties which they have since proposed.

There are several amendments that I have offered, but which can
not be reached. Oneis for free lnmber; another for placing petroleum
on the tree-list; another striking out the proviso which may increase
the lumber duty to the extent of the export duty placed on logs by
Canada. I would put salt on the free-list, and hides on the dutiable
list, but need not specify other changes. In my opinion many ot the
rates are higher than they ought to be; but, as I said before one man
is not three hundred and thirty men.

Notwithstanding these preferences I shall vote for the bill, and the
more-freely because of a confident hope that the Senate will change
many of the features that are objectionable. I trust that it will not
put a tax on tin and paintings on the free-list for the benefit of mill-
ionaires having picture galleries. I vastly prefer taxed statuary to free
tobacco.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from

New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] for one minute.

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, on the 13th of

May, the following took place in Committee of the Whole (see Cox-
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Mr. BRECKISRIDGE, of Kenlucky. So far as I am concerned the }u&ion of
the gentleman from Iowa, as with most of his questions, does not t me at

all, I wasin favor of much wider changes even than the bill itself made. But
as Lo aleohol, the trust was developed to be in the State of Illinois and other
States north of the Ohio River, and it was represented on this floor by gentle-

men who voted against the Mills bill,
[rHem the hammer fell.
‘he CHAIRMAN. The will regard the pro forma amendment as with-

drawn.

Mr. BucHANAN, of New Jersey. I renew it, Mr, Chairman, for the purpose,
in two minutes, of completing the history of the investigation of the whisky
trust, I was a member of the committee that investigated the trust, and the
gentleman from Kentucky stopped short in his history of it.

Mr. BREECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Idid not eatch the gentleman's statement.
Mr., BucHANAN, of New Jersey. I said I was a member of the committee
which investigated the whisky trust, and I was soiry you stopped short in your
statement as to the history of it. >

The fact was developed that there had been a combination of t1 en-
gaged in the production of whisky in Kentucky. That will not be disputed by
any one, because the testimony proved it conclusively, and the testimony
whas furtlier conclusive to the eftect that that trust was simply in abeyance and
ready to be put into active operation at any time,

Mr, BrECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As I understand the gentleman, he said
that the testimony taken by the committee snowed that the whisky trust re-

sided—where?

Mr, BucHANAN, of New Jersey. Isaid that the testimony showed that there
had been a combination of the roducers of whisky in Kentucky; that com-
bination for the time being was in abeyance, but that the machinery was in ex-
istence ready to be put into operation whenever the exigency might arise.

Mr. BERECRINRIDGE, of Kentucky, Does not the gentleman know that he has
only said, if it be the truth, one-half of the truth, and that this existing whisky
trust had its heﬁd‘?unrlers at Peoria, I1l.; that what was then the whisky trust
was in Illinois and Ohio?

Mr. BucHANAR, of New Jersey. I expressly said that my only purpose was
to speak of the portion of the trust that the gentleman from Kentucky had not
stated. He stated one ?uﬂium ; 1 stated the remainder.

Mr. BRECEINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Well,now,as to the part that the gentle-
man stated, I will take the liberty of saying that if he had read the testimony—

Mr. BucnANAx, of New Jersey. I heard it.

Mr. BeECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 1 did not mean to
hear it, but you interrupted me before I fini d my was =
that if he will read the testimony intelligently he will find that the statement
is inaccurate, as will be seen by anybody who will intelligently read the testi-
mony.

Mr. BucHANAY, of New Jersey. I did not hear what the gentleman said.

Mr. SpriNceER. He said that you were inaccurate,

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, My statements are literally accurate.

I have here the testimony taken before that committee. I read from
the testimony of Mr. J. M. Atherton, of Kentucky:

Then there was, I believe, incorporated a company in Kentucky in 1885, under
the general incorporation laws of the State of Kentucky, which looked to fixing
some method by which the amount of whisky made annually in the State could
be regulated; but that movement fell through and nothing came of it. Thenan
agreement, of which, I think,you have a copy, wasmade in 1857, in the spring.
The object of that ag was as specified in the text of the agreement itself
under date of June 9, 1887,

The agreement had its origin in the depressed condition of the market that
had existed since the overproduction of and 1882, to whieh I alluded a mo-
ment ago. Abont 10,000,000 gallons of whisky were exported out of theaeé:md-
ucts, That whisky was in Europe, and, the shippers being unable to find s
market in that country, many of them were compelled to bring the whisky
back to this country in order to endeavor to find a market bere in the course
of time. That whisky was coming back and added to the dullness, and the
Kentucky distillers, so far as their names appear to this agr t, thought it
was best to curtail the produet for 1 in order that this surplus that had been
accumulating for many years, much of which was still in Europe, could be sold
without serious loss to the parties who had invested their money in it. The
agreement states exactly the scope and intent of that movement. If you have
not read it I will state that there is nothing in the nature of a trust in iyt. There
is no consolidation of property, no transfer of title, no morxh:lg lc;l‘linbetect,

« ii u , 1838,

say that you did not
r 1 tati

simply an ag t to P p from July 1, 1887, to
(Paper produced and shown witness.)

Here is a copy of that agreement:

ARTICLES OF AGREEMENT.
LouvisviLLe, Ky., June 9, 1887,

The undersigned do mutually agree and covenhnt each with all and every the
other as follows, to wit:

First. It is for the pecuniary advantage of each and every the parties hereto
that each and every the other parties should not make more whisky in the
season July 1, 18587, to July 1,1 than is hereinafter set down op te the
signatore of the several parties as their agreed production during said distilling

season,

Second. Itis further agreed that the several parties hereto can, and do, enter
into this agreement with the other parties herelo and assume the obligations
hereinafler expressed, upon the mature and deliberate conviction that it is for
the pecuniary benefit of each so to do.

Third, And the parties,in consideration of the premises and of §1 to each
the other paid, and of divers other valuable considerations, each of them mov-
ing,do mutually agree and covenant that they will severally make, during the
distilling season of July 1, 1837, to July 1, 1888, the quantities of whisky set oppo-
site their signatures, with full liberty and right, however, to each and every sig-
natory bereto to manufacture as much more whisky as he may choose, upon
the conditions hereinafler set forth. .

Fourth. Ifany pariy hereto shall conclude to make, and does make, whisky
in excess of the amount set opposite his name, he shall and will pay, and here-
by covensants and s to pay, within thirty days from the close of each
month in which whisky is produced in excess of this sgreement, unto a trustee
to be by them selected, a sum of money equal to 20 cents for prouf-gallon
of whisky so made by him in excess of the production set opposite to his sig-
nature, the same to be distributed by said trustee unto the other signalories
hereof not producing more than the ts set opposite their as com-
pensation to them for refraining from so doing, ahd torelmburse to them the

rofit which they surrender by not making n greater amount of whisky than

s opposite their names set forth, and as an offset to the increased profits to
such overproducer. The said distribution shall be equal pro rata amunﬁ Lthose
not making more than is set opposite their several names, based upon the con-
templated produetion of each as set forth,

Fifth. And the parties hereto, reoomlixiﬁs fully the rights of each to make as
much whisky as he may choose, agree and covenant that the said sum of 20
cents per gallon so to be computed is a fair and just compensation, and is fixed
as the liquidated and indisputable remuneration to be made by such producer
to those parties hereto who, for his profit and at his request, refrain from mak-
ing more than herein by them indicated, and thereby lose profit which they
might otherwise make.
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Sixth. The said Herman Beckurts, trustee, may sue for any such remunera-
tion in his own name as trustee for the benefit of those concerned, and the proper
eompensation of said trustee, and his outlays and expenses, including co
fees, shall be paid by ratable contribution on the part of those who produce no
more than the quantities set opposite their

The trustee shall be named in writing bz‘a majority in number of the signa-
tories hereof, and any vacancy occurring in said trus‘leelhl%:y death,
tion, retusal to aet, or other disability shall in like manner be filled.

The trusiee may call meetings of the s:sfnatorles at any time on ten days’
notice, given through the United States mail.

RESOLUTIONS OF THE EIGNERS,
LouisviLLE, K., January 25,1888,

Ata meeting this day called by the * trustee’ of the signers to the agreement
made Jane 9, 1847, “ not to produce any whisky in K ky for the of
1888." it was unanimously resolved : '

First. That the distillers who signed said contract and who compose 90 per
:ﬁ:l.. Kl:)l.he producing eapacity of Kentucky realize the good effects resulting

refrom.

8econd. That we regret the necessity of stating that The Mellwood Dist!llerz
Company, The J. B. Wathen & Bro. Company, Boldrick & Callahan, Labrot
Graham, W. 8. Harris, J. Swigert Taylor, Davis County Club Distilling Com-
pany,and a few other smaller distillers, have repeatedly been appealed Lo to co-

T & in our endeavor Lo restriet produetion, have persistently refused so to
do, and seem inclined to ignore the fact that there has been an overproduction
and great losses resulting therefrom 1o the trade.

Third. That the distiilors, parties to the compacet, hnvInF exhausted all means
within their power to persuade these few selfish distillers to unite with the
slgners to the agreement heretofore entered into, we now appeal to the tradeat
large, realizing that they alone ean compel their co-operation, and ask them to
abstain from purchasing any goods made by any one in the running season of

1888,

Fourth, If the dealers fail to exercise their influence in this direction, the re-
l'ponalhilizz of any future overproduction and losses resulting therefrom will
rest with them alone.

Fifth. That the trustee be directed to call a meeting on or about the 15th of
May next to take some action toward regulating the production in Kentucky
whiskies for the season of 1889,

Resolvei, That the trustee be instructed to bring suit against any signer to
this agreement who is or may be directly or indirectly interested in the manu-
facture of Bourbon or rye whiskies,

Resolved, That the trustee be instructed to send a copy of these resolutions to
every dealer in the United States,

BEIGNERS TO THE AGEREEMENT.

The Anderson and Nelson Distilleries Company, The J. M, Atherton
Compsny, Anderson County Sour Mash Distilling Company,
Ashbrook Bros., F. 8. Ashbrook & Co., Allen Bradley Compau};i,
Belle of Nelson Distilleries Company, M. 8. Bond Distillery, H.
C. Bowen Distillery, D, 8. Brooks, The Berry Distilling Company,
E. J. Curley & Co,, L. N. Crigler, Cliff Falls Distillery Company,
R.Cummings & Co., B. B. Cook & Co., E. A, Chase & Co,, Daviess
County Distllling Company, Eagle Distilling Company, J. W,

}l’d, Glenmore Distillery Um.upﬂna. Glen Ezfrin Distillery
Company, W. A. Gaines & Co., J. A. Grimes, Headly & Peck,
John Hanning Distilling Company, W. 8, Hume & Co., James
H. Hutchings, John A. ugnely. King of Kentucky Distilling
Company, Charles Kobert & Co., The Kentucky Distilling Com-
any, 8. P. Lancaster, James Levy & Brothers, T. J. Megibben,
. J. Megibben & Brother, Mattingly and Moore Distilling Com-

fnny. M. P, Mattingly, J, G. Mattingly & Sons, George D. Mat-
in;

E.

1y & Co., R. Monareh, Marion County Distillery Company,
Miles & Co,, Moore & Selliger, Murphy, Barber &Co., The
J. A. Monks and Sons Distillery Company, J. A. McBrayer Dis-
tillery, W. H. McBrayer, William Nock, The New Hope Distil-
lery%am ny, The Nelson County (Kentucky) Distilling Com-
pany, Olﬁimm Distillery Company, Old Lexington Club Dis-
tillery, James E. Pepper & Co., Redmond Distilling Company,
Rich Grain Distillery Company, Rily Distilling Company, T.
Ripy. Bharp Distilling Com: ‘g. Spring Hill Distillerv, Sour
Mash Distilling Company, ’E . SBamuels, E. H Taylor, jr., &
8ons, G. W. Taylor, E. H. Taylor, jr., Company, William Tarr &
Co., John B. Thompson, Warwick Company, Wathen, Mueller
& Co., Wigglesworth Bros., Alvin Wood.

I again quote from Mr. Atherton’s testimony:

Q. Do I understand you to testify that from July 1, 1887, to July 1, 1888, there
was no whisky made by the signers of this agreement ?
A. No whisky was made by the signers of the ment.

Q. Can you furnish us with a copy of the proposed reement?

A. I haveno copy witl me. I have been away from home for five weeks. I§
is very simiiar in most respects to the ag t you have here; I think an ex-
act copy in most respects. .

These combines were formed, to some extent at least, of lesser com-
bines. I append the following testimony of Mr. Atherton, given in re-
sponse to questions asked by myself:

Q. Am I correct in understanding you to say that the J. M. Atherfon Com-
pany is a corporation created under and existing by virtue of the laws of the
State of Kentucky?

A. Yes, sir, *

Q. At what time was that corporation formed ?

A, In the summer of 18581, I think, it went into operation; on the 1st of July,

1881,

Q. What is its capital stock ?

A. Five hundred thousand dollars.

Q. Paid up?

A. Paid up in money and property.

Q. What property was put in as part of the capital stock?

A. The various distillery properties, the firm names of which I enumerated
in answering the ques .

Q. Give me the name of the first one, please,

A. J.M. Atherton & Co.

Q. Where was that distillery located?

A. Tt was located previously to the formation of this corporation where it is
%ow Iou:.ted. in La Hue County, in the fifth collection district of the State of

entucky.

Q. Owned by whom?

A. It was owned by myself and by several partners.

Q. Was it a chartered company or a corporation ?

A. It was owned by private individuals and so was all the property.

Q. That was put in as part of the eapital stock ?

A. Yes, sir. It was sold by the individuals to this corporation and put in as
part of the capital stock.

Q. ghey ireceived stock up to the value of their property ?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Andthat was the case with each of the other firms?

A. Yes,sir.

Q. Where was the next one located?

A. All right inthe same place; they are all together, covering about 15 or 20
acres of land. -

Q. In onetown?

A. Yes, sir,

Q. Previons to that they were owned by separate parties?

A. Previous to that they were owned by separatle parties,

Q. And each of these parties deedingthe pr(?)eﬂ.y to the corporation received
in lieu of the property so deeded certificates o ital stock ?

A. Yes, sir.

& How soon after the formation of the corporation were these transfers
made?

A, They were made previously or simultaneously with it.

Q. Practically, the formation of the company and transfer of the property was
all done at the same time ?

A. Yes, sir.

. And the company was organized for that expraaurpnrpou. was it not?

A, The company was organized for the purpose of owning and operating
dl;l_-[llery property, or having it operated, and for doing business in Kentucky
W

Q. B{It it was well understood among the incorporators that these distilleries
would be put in this company and the parties owning the distillery receive in
lieu thereof stock in the corporation, at was all understood at the time?

A, Of course. We have in Kentucky a general statute authorizing the incor-
poration of companies for various purposes, the purposes to be definitely set
out in the articles of incorporation.

Q. That is so in almost every Stale, The corporation was formed under that
law, was it?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. How many conferences among the owners were held before this consoli-
dation was eflected ?

A. That is impossible for me to state. There were four or,five owners and
parties interested in that property, all of whom conveyed it to the corporation,
taking the equivalent that they were satistied with of stock in the corporation.
an. hat purpose had these separate owners in view respecting the consoli-

tion?

A, It was simply to avoid the difficulty and expense of keeping separate ac-
counts with each one of the separate firms who were doing business asseparate
firms; as a matter of economy to aimtpl]ify the business, all hku?g stoek in the

t. wvidu

Q. I observe that the agreement itself provides that the signers will Ny
make during the distilling season from July 1, 1887, to July 1, 1883, the quan-
tities of whisky set opposite their names,

A. Yes, sir, In the wrilten agreement itself 100 gallons is set opposite the
name of each person, but the quantity was so small that none of the distillers
could afford to begin operations, of course.

Q. And the amount of 100 gallons was allowed to be made and set opposite
the names of each one of the signers of this agreement ?

A. Yes, sir; but it was not made.

Q. Then there follows this provision: >

“With full liberty and right, however, to each and every signatory to manu-
facture as much move whisky as he may choose, upon the conditions herein-

set forth.,"” That liberty and right these parties did not exercise ?
. They did not exercise it.

Their agreement was for the year 1888. As to the one then in proc-
ess of signature for the year 1889, Mr. Atherton testified July 27,
1888. The witness stated:
tug‘k BT“ this agreement was entered into only by persons residing in Ken-

¥,

A. Only in Kentucky, ves, sir; and the movement proposed for 1830 embraces
only distilleries located in Kentucky and producingthe fine Kentucky whisky
for uge and has no counection with any other manufacturing interest in the
whisky business.

Q. Does the moy t as prop
ment?

A, No,sir; it is a different agreement entirely. Many of the signers there
Erobn.bly will sign the new agreement and some probably will not. [ do not

now yet who will and who will not sign it. I have signed the 1888agreeme . t,
or rather the agreement beginning July 1, 18383, and ending July L, 1489, but it
is not to be binding upon those who sign it until a sufficient number have signed
it to give it some substantial commercial value,

Q. There has been a formal agreement for 18897

A. Yes, sir; very much similar in its scope to the other; pretty much acopy
of the agreement which you have before you.

d for 1889 apply to the signers of thisagree-

corporation equivalent to the value of the property and the ind: 1l interests,
For instance, there was no need of Indivitrua}):nd separate purchases of grain
and separate management of the property.

Q. What was the date at which that transfer was effected ?

Ju‘?} Ilt s;vias effected at the time the agreement went into effect, about the 1st of
o e J. M. Atherto: ny one of the signers of the agreem
ha(%h}::;h ;rgduced Harer gy Vb B

A. Yes, sir,

I leave the matter right where this testimony puts it,

Mr, CHIPMAN. Mr, Chairman, the object of the amendment of-
fered by the committee is to put the vinegar business, that is making
vinegar from vaporized alcohol, entirely under the control of the In-
ternal Revenue Burean. The complaint made against the makers of
this article, I think, has been exaggerated, for the reason that during
the eleven years in which the manufacture has been under the super-
vision of the Internal Revenue Department there have been but
twenty cases brought to the attention of the courts in which it was
claimed that there had been a violation of the law, and of these twenty
cases 3 very great majority resulted in acquittals.

There is no real contest between the cider vinegar and these vapor-
ized vinegars. Cider vinegar and grape vinegar, or any vinegar made
from fruit, retains the taste of the Iruit, and therefore, when used for
pickles, spoils the pickle in thatregard. Then again, as a general rule,
indeed, as the entire rule, they do not contain alcohol enongh to pre-
serve the fruit or to preserve the vegetable as a pickle. There must
be a very high percentage of alcohol, and as every one knows who is
familiar with pickles of commerce, pickles by the barrel, pickles by the
jar, pickles in bottles, there is a great difference in the quality. Al-
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most invariably those which are preserved in fruit vinegars become
what is ealled mushy and soft, whereas those which are preserved by
the vaporized vinegars, which is a strongly alcoholic vinegar, retain
their firmness and make a palatable pickle. Somebody spoke about
vinegar-makers being able to use a worm in their factories. That is
not so. They are prohibited from doing that by law, and the amend-
ment offered by the committee does not confer any such privilege upon
them.

Mr, BAKER. Prohibited unless they take out a license.

Mr. CHIPMAN. If they go into the distillery business then of
course there is no necessity for this enactment; buf, on the other hand,
many of these factories are in States where they will not be permitted
tocarry on the distillery business, that is, the distilling of spirits for
the purposes of a beverage, whereasin those States they would be at
perfect liberty to use their establishments for making vinegar, and vin-
ecar alone. Now these factories employ a large number of men and
use an immense amount of vegetables. There are fully a hundred of
them distributed throughout the conntry, and they uselarge quantities
of encumbers, beans, and all the vegetables that are used for pickles;
and the effect of the bill as it stands, an effect which is sought to be
obviated by this amendment, would be practically to drive many of
these factories out of the husiness, because it would oblige them, in or-
der to continue it, to go out of the vinegar business pure and simple
and to erect distilleries, and so to lose the value of their present plants
and the money invested in them.

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. The gentleman seems to be familiar
with this subject, so I will ask him to state what it costs these mann-
facturers to produce vinegar under the present law.

Mr., CHIPMAN. I hardly know. They produce it very cheaply.
I say very cheaply because they sell it very cheaply. It costs only a
few cents a gallon. It is one of the cheapest articles that we buy, but
if they are obliged 1o go to the distilleries or to erect distilleries, the
first effect will be an increase in the price of this palatable table vine-
gar and the next will be an increase in the price of pickles from one
end of the country to the other.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word.
I make this motion in order that I may say a few words in regard to
the action of the committee upon the question of the duty on binding-
twine. If the statement of my friend from Minnesota [Mr. LIND] is
correct, the committee onght to have reduced the duty a great deal be-
low what it is. But my friend is entirely mistaken as to his figures,
He says that the duty under the present law—

Mr. DUNNELL. Iwounld inquire if my colleagne [Mr. Lixp] isin
the Hall.

A MEMBER. Yes; he is over there,

Mr. BOUTELLE. What difference does it make?

Mr. DUNNELL. 1t makes a good deal of difference.

Mr, PAYNE. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND] states
that the duty under the present law is 20 per cent. ad valorem on the
manila andsun grassof which thisbinding-twineismanunfactured, The
fact is that the present duty on manila is $25 per ton, which is equniv-
alent to 1} cents per pounnd. The duty upon sun-grass is $15 per ton,

-which is eguivalent to three-fourths of a cent per pound. Binding-
twine is composed of about equal parts of these two materials, with a
emall proportion of jute, which pays a duty of about half a cent per
pound; so that the duty upon the raw materials of which binder-twine
is composed is equal, under the present law, to an average of 1 cent
per pound, while the duty upon binding-twine is 2} cents per pound,
leaving a differential duty under the existing law of 1% cents per
und.

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. PAYNE. I have not time.

Now the committee have put upon the free-list the manila and the
sun-grass of which this twine is manufactured and at the same time
they have reduced the duty npon binding-twine, not to a cent and a
half a pound, as they would have been justified in doing under the
present law, but to a cent and a quarter a pound. The committee did
that because of the demands of the wheat-growing interests that we
shonld reduce this duty to the lowest possible point.

Why, Mr., Chairman, nearly all the binding-twine used in this conn-
try is manufactured in this country. There are some forty establish-
ments scattered over the different States engaged in this manufactare.
They employ a large number of hands. They manufacture this twine
in competition with each other, and they put the price down to the
lowest possible point at which they can put it and pay American wages.
We thought, therefore, that it was but right and just that we should
put & duty npon the manufacture of binding-twine that would enable
our manufacturers to prodnce it here for our own people, by the em-
ployment of American workingmen.

Mr. Chairman, it will be said later that there is a ‘“trust’ in the
manufacture of binding twine. Now, before the argument is raised,
I propose to meet it. It is true that a number of yearsago the manu-
facturers of this twine formed an association. One feature of their
agreement was that there should be a committee formed to buy all the
raw material that was required by the different manufacturers. They
did that because they found that under the old system each one was
striving to get a supply a year ahead, g

r

This article, coming from Calcutta, has to be ordered a year ah
and each factory was ordering more than it needed, and they believ
that their competition with each other in the foreign markets was put-
ting up the price of the raw material. Therefore they thought it was
better to form a purchasing committee to purchase for the factories
all the raw material that was needed for all, apportioning to each its
proper share. Under that arrangement the cost of the raw material
fell year by year down to 1836, when the association was dissolved and
each one went in for himself.

The resunlt was that they ran up the price of the raw material from
about 6 cents a pound to nearly 12 cents a pound in 1889, and for that
reason they found it necessary to charge the farmers of the United States
16 cents a pound, while even at that price the manufacturers com-
plained and showed before the committee that for the last three years
they had made no money in the business.

Mr. LIND. How did they show it?

Mr. PAYNE. In view of these facts these gentlemen last January
formed another association and appointed a purchasing committee, and
one part of their agreement was that each member of the association
should, within so many days, report the amount of raw material he had
purchased. Those reports were made and were published to the world.
They found that they had a supply for a year or a year and a half in
advance, and within thirty days after the publication of that report
the price of the raw material fell from 12 cents to about 9 cents.

Aund they expect before they need to purchase any more that theraw
material will go down to 5 or 6 cents a pound.

We take off the duty from the raw material; we reduce the duty on
the mann'actured article (and it is a high grade of manufactured twine,
because it must be made uniform in order to form the knots that bind
the grain) to 1} cents a pound, while on all other twines the duty is
1} cents a pound. We have fixed this duty barely at the protective
point; we have not put it a farthing higher; and if by any amendment
we reduce it we simply transfer the manufacture of this twine from
these forty establishments competing with each other in the United
States and send it to Canada or to England and let the foreigners make
it for us and charge what they please on a limited production.

[Here the hammer fell. ] .

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, when the general debate began on this
measure I was absent in the execution of an order of this House, and
thereby was prevented from participating, as I desired to do, in the gen-
eral discussion. This is my apology for speaking on the general sub-
ject at this late hour in the debate. 3

We are confronted by a grave guestion of political economy, u
which statesmen and scholars have differed for centuries. The first
tariff law enacted by the Congress of the United States wasin the year
1789, one hundred and one years ago, and during the entire history of
subsequent legislation there has never been a time at which there was
such radical difference in opinion as exists to-day on thissubject. There
was never a time when the difference between the two great political
parties was so well defined and distinetly marked as it is to-day. Yet
in some respects there never was a time in our history when the two
parties on this great question were so perfectly in accord np to a given
point. I emphatically deny that the Democratic is in any sense a
free-trade party.

If we regard mankind as one universal brotherhood and without
conflicting national interests, there can be no question of the benefi-
cence, wisdom, and justice of absolute free trade; buteach nation, char-
acterized by that selfishness which is a part of man’s nature, and with-
out which he could not exist, has recourse to such a poliey, in respect
to its commerce, as is supposed to secure to it the greatest advantages
over other nations of the world.

I maintain, sir, that both the Democraticand Republican are protect-
ive parties. They both favor protection to homeindustriesand domes-
tic manufactures; but when it comes to the method, manner, and
measure of the protection to be afforded, when we undertake to fix the
schednle of duties, there we part company. There has never been a
tariff law passed by Congress in which much and prolonged considera-
tion was ot given to the question of the effect of the rate of duty npon
any given article of American manufactores of similar articles of com-
merce. The Democratic party regards all tariff duties as taxes, which
Congress derives its sole right to impose for purposes of revenue.

It never occurred to any of the framers of the Constitution, nor to
any public man of respectable ability for nearly a century, that the tax-
ing power could be used interchangeably with or in lieu of the power
to regulate commerce with foreign nations. That honor belongs to the
latitudinarians, or, speaking more appropriately, to the centralists of
this age. Every Democrat worthy of the name and sufficiently intel-
ligent to comprehend the ordinary use of the Englishlangnage adheres
to the fundamental doctrine that ours is a Government of enumerated
and limited powers, and that the powers conferred on Congress should
be used only for the purpose of making uniform, just, and equal laws;
that is, lJaws that distribute both the burdens and benefits of Govern-
ment equally and equitably upon all the people. In the language of
Andrew Jackson, the seventh and one of our most illustrions Presi-
dents—

It is not in a splendid government s rted by powerful monopolies and
ari joal ostablish that they v:?lf?ind hlppr:eu or their liberties pro-
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tection, but in a plain system, void ofpnmg protecting all and granting favors
o none, dispensing its blessings like the dews of Heaven, unseen and unfelt,
‘save in the freshness and beauty they contribute to roduce, [Ap%h\ne .]

It is such a government that the genius of our people requires, such a one only
under which our Stales may remain for ages to come, united, prosperous, and
free. [Applause,]

In 1888 the Republican party for the first time in its history boldly
assumed the position and declared it in their platform that the taxing
power should bs used for the purpose and to the extent of giving Ameri-
can manufacturers exclusively the American market; that it shonld be
used, not for the purpose of revenue, but to enhance the price of do-
mmtjc manufactares for the benefit of those engaged therein at the
ex of the general public. The Emperor Napoleon Bonaparte said
that * duties shonld never be a fiscal instrament, but a means of pro-
tecting industry.” That was well adapted to his policy, which was
one of perpetual involvement in war, butin time of peace dutiesshould
never be made an instrument of rapine, either internal or external.
The Republican party of this country, speaking through the majority
of this House as its organ, by the bill under consideration isattempt-
ing to enforce the Napoleon dogma of laying duties, not for fiscal pur-

but as a means of protecting existing industries and encouraging

*the development of new ones, and that, too, without due regard to the

necessity for the products or their adaptability to the circumstances of

this country. And to do this they propose to retain taxes and duties

at the high rates laid to meet the exigencies of war, and in some in-
stances to increase them far beyond that rate.

If they shounld succeed in preserving the American market excln-
sively to be supplied by American manufacturers what, I ask, isto be-
come of any surplus production? Where is the market to be found for
that? If our manufacturers go abroad to find a market for their wares
they must necessarily sell at a lower price than they sell to their own
countrymen, and this they are now doing in many cases. Our farm-
ers pay American manufacturers $7.76 per dozen for axes, while the
same manuficturer ships and sells the same axes in foreign countries
at $6.75 per dozen; he sells to our farmers a plow at $11 which he will
sell to a foreigner for §8.40. For a gang-plow our farmers have o pay
$58.80, while the manufacturer will seﬂ it to a foreigner for $52.90.
Qur farmers have to pay $9.20 per dozen for shovels which onr Amer-
ican manufacturers will sell abroad for $7.86 per dozen. These dis-
criminations are entirely due to our high protective tariff,

The advocates of this restrictive bill contend that high protection
makes the article cheaper than it can be bought in foreign countries.
If this be true, with the present high rates on almost everything, our
manufacturers should not onlysuwessfhll¥ rival, but ontstrip all others,
and completely command the markets of the world. But the falsity
of this argument is made manifest by the paucity of manufactures an-

~ nually exported, which last year amounted to but $138,500,000, a frac-
tion less than 19 per cent. of our total annual exports.

‘When the American market is fully supplied any additional pro-
duction of a given article must be at a loss, unless a foreign market
can be found therefor. It is a fact that in some cases a rate of duty so
high as to exclude foreign competition has enabled the buyer to ob-
tain the s manufactured here at even a lower price than that for
which they could be bought in a foreign market. This results from
the extraordinary stimulus which at first and for a few years enables
the American manufacturer to sell his goods at an immense profit,
thereby inviting large investments of capital in the business protected
until it is overdone, and more goods of the particular kind are made
than can be sold for remunerative prices.

And then what follows? Strikesof laboragainst reductions of wages
and mills ranning on half time, Then what? To prevent insolvency
and financial roin a combination or trust is formed, by which all mills
engaged in the partieular business are put under one management, &
part of them stopped so as to limit production and restore prices to a
profitable level, with an agreement among all the élmprletors to share
the dividend equally. Why, sir, a protective tariff such as that com-
prised within the pending bill is the legitimate progenitor and propa-
gator, the father of all trusts and combines now so much inveighed
againstand condemned by ali classesand partiesexceptingonly members
of the combine! The industry, thus stimulated by the high-tariff tax
against foreign competition, must run several years beforesuaflicient capi-
tal is induced to invest therein so as to reduce the price of the manu-
factured article by competition to or below the cost of itd foreign rival,
and during all these years its development is at the expense of the con-
sumers of that article. This presents the case of laying and collecting a
tax from one class of citizens for the benefit of another. It is not a tax
fora publie purpose, but for private benefit. It is true that public bene-
fit in some cases may ultimately flow from it, but this does not bring
it within the prineiple of just taxation.

In the case of The Loan Association vs. Topeka (20 Wallace, 663, 664)
Justice Miller, in delivering the opinion of the Supreme Court of the
United States, said:

To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of a citi-
zen and with the other bestow it upon favored individuals, to aid private enter-
prises and build up private fortunes, is none the less robbery becaunse it is done
under forms of law and iscalled taxation. This isnoulegislation; it is a decree
under legislative forms. Nor is it taxation. * * # Beyonda cavil there can
be no lawful taxation which is not laid for public purposes.

The people of our country in respect to this question are divided into

two classes, producers and consumers, whose interests are direetly in
conflict and are not susceptible of being made perfectly harmonions.
The producer is ever desirous of scarcity, because that enhances the
price of what he makes to sell, while the consnmer isequall demm
for abundance, because that reduces the price and enables h]vm to buy
more cheaply ‘that which he consumes. I submit to the judgment of
every candid man the proposition, which is more conducive to the
happiness of every American citizen, abundance or scarcity of that
which he consumes? The primary object of & pmtectivetariﬂm to pro-
duce scarcity; high duties are laid to prevent goods of prime n hlcz
from coming to our shores or to diminish and to prevent those w

do come from being sold at low prices.

Now, I ask in all seriousness if, when this bill becomes a law, the
people Will be better fed because there is less bread, less meat, less
wool, orless clothing in the country ? Will the people be better dressed
because this law will make fewer goods in our market and these to cosb
a higher price? Will the people in the cold winter be better warmed
becanse there is less coal? Or will they be better, happier, and more
prosperous because implements of industry, iron, machinery, cotton
and baling ties are made scarcer and more expensive? Is it a satisfac-
tory answer, and will it compensate for this enforced scarcity to say
that this policy has kept our money at home and prevented it from be-
ing sent abroad for the purchase of more abundant supplies? People
do not eat money, nor do they dress in greenbacks and silver. y
should the poor man care whether there is more or less money in the
country provided he has more bread in his cupboard, more meat in his
larder, more clothes in his press, and more wood in his cellar? What
does he know abont the balance of trade between ours and other na-
tions, and what does the average citizen care abont that if he be able
to obtain all of that which supplies his wants and makeshim happy ?

The balance of trade is not always a conclusive evidence of our pros-
perity. Under our high protective tarift, with an average rate of over
47 per cent., the balance of trade has frequently been against ns, It
depends as much, even more, upon what we have to export than upon
what we import. It matters not that the aggregate of ourim
be great if we have an equal or greater amount in exports. ¥y
sir, last year the United States exported $238,500,000 worth of cotton,
wiich was two-thirds of the crop made, the other third fully snpply-
ing the demands of the home market, $124,000,000 worth of bread-
stufls, $104,000,000 worth of provisions, $19,000,000 worth of tobacco,
$18,000,000 worth of live animals, and sundry other articles, aggre-
gating as our total exports about $742,500,000, while the total imports
during the same period amounted to $745,000,000.

Ifevery Republican member were retired from Congress or withdrawn
from any voice whatever in the revision of the tariff, and that work
intrusted alone to the Demoerats of the two Houses, they would leave
asufficiently high rate of duty tosustain every American manufacturing
establishment worthy ofthe name,and would not redunce the ratesenough
to injure or destroy any, except such as are palpable frauds and live on
the enforced contributions of the people alone. Two years ago the
Republican party by the false charges against the Mills hill as a free-
trade measure succeeded in forming the most gigantic and powerfal
trust that was ever organized in the civilized world, composed of all”
the mannfacturers of the United States, to accomplish its defeat. Free
trade indeed! Why, the average rate of duty proposed by that bill
was 42 per cent., the exact rate to which the Republican Tariff Com-
mission had previonsly recommended a reduaction of duties!

The greatest exception was taken to the proposition to put wool on
the free-list, by which onr manufacturers wonld have obtained an
abundance of free raw material, have kept their mills in constant opera-
tion, employed a largely increased number of laborers, could have sup-
plied American consumers with warm woolen goods at reduced prices,
and could have goneout into the markets of the world as rivals of Eng-
lish manufacturers, and thus have largely inereased our export trade.
The United States, with superior advantages for the manufacture of
woolen goods, exports annually less than a half million dollars’ worth,
while Great Britain exports over $120,000,000 worth. The woolen
mills of the United States manufacture but little over 300,000,000
pounds annually, nearly a third of which is imported and paid a daty
last year ot nearly $6,000,000, The American mills have the capacity
tomanufacturenearly donble the presentamount, or 600,000,000 pounds
of wool per annum; and they wounld do it provided the foreign wool
conld come in free.

There are three classes of wool, the superfine, the intermediary or
combing wool, and the coarse or carpet wool. This country produces
only the second-elass or intermediary, and hence no protection is neces-
sary to either the first or third classes, and without those grades to in-
termix with American wool the best results can not be obtained. In
Ohio, the greatest wool-growing State in the Union, the annual value of
all the wool grown is but 3 per cent. of the total farm products of that
State and the average amount grown is but 5 pounds to each inhabitant,
whereas the amount nsed in clothing for each person in that State av-
erages 10 pounds. The annual value of this industry is less than the
value of the eggs laid by the industrious hens of the Buckeye State.

Under the present law the average rate of duty on wool is 61 per
cent, The bill under consideration proposes to increase it to an aver-
age of nearly 92 per cent., making on the basis of last year's importa-~

N\
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tions an increase of duty on Taw wool alone of $2,250,000, For what

is this done? Confessedly to make wool-growing more profitable to
those engaged in that industry by enabling them to sell their wool at
higher prices and exclude from competition a large portion of that which
now comes to this country from abroad. The inevitable effect of this
policy will be to make woolen goods more expensive to those who are
compelled to use them.

Last year we imported manufactured woolen goods of the value of
$52,681,000, upon which we paid to the United Statesin duties thereon
the sum of $35,373,000, The bill under consideration proposes to in-
crease the duty so that it will aggregate on a like amount of importa-
tions over $50,000,000 annually. Sir, you need not tell me that this
increased duty will not increase the price. I have on a snit of clothes
now lor which 1 paid in London—tailor-made—$15, and no gentleman
can buy such a suit of like material anywhere in the United States for
less than $35. Here is a silk hat the like of which can not be bought
anywhere in this country for less than $3. I paid for this, made to
order, in London, 16 shillings, eqnal to $3.84. What makes this dif-
ference if it is not the tarift which you impose upon these goods ?

The present tariff on tin, not a pound of which is made in the
United States and which every one knows is an article of absolute ne-
cessity, especially to the poor people of this country, aggregates about
$7,500,000, and by the provisions of this bill this tax is to be doubled,
under the pretext merely of developing a new industry; and while
thus developing it this heavy tax will depress the manufacture of im-.
ported tin and increase the cost of it to the consumer,

The pretext of the Republican party for keeping tariff duties atsuch
a high rate has been for years that it was necessary in order to enable
manufacturers to pay their laborers higher wages than they are paid in
any European country. On August28, 1888, Mr. Jonas Denby, of Law-

“rence, Mass., a native of Yorkshire, England, who eame to this coun-

try but two or three years theretofore and was a skilled operative in
woolen and worsted manufacturing, testified before the Ford investi-
gating committee as follows:

I find wages higher here than in England. My condition at present time is
better than it was in England, but when I came to Abbott & Co. | summed up
what I had to live on, clothe my family and other domestic things and articles
used for months, 17 cents per day per head. My condition was better in Eng-
land than when working for Abbott over here at the prices I then received. I
was nice and comfortable in England, I found living cheaper there than here;
cheaper in the cost of flour. I could buy tor my family s bag of 250 pounds of
flour for 27 shillings. And the clothing was cheaper; I never wore more than
an $!8 suit—the best suit 1 ever had or that anybody would wish to have—and
you buy the same suait hereand you can notgetit under §5, In England sugar
cost me 4 cents (per pound) and here it costs me 9 cents, And coal I could get
there for $2.75 per ton, whereas we have to give from §S to $3.25 per ton here.
Bo unless we get a good deal higher wages here than there we are worse off.
Our wages, I consider, ought to be double all the way round to make them
equal to what we get in England, because the cost of living is nearly double as
much here as there,

Mr. George Foster, also of Lawrence and a native of Yorkshire, who
came over at the same time and is a blacksmith by trade, testified on
this point as follows:

I work at Lawrence and at the Washington mills. I get §2.25 per day. In
England I received 8 shillings per day for ten hours. There I worked ten
hours for five days and five hours on the sixth day; but in this country I have
to work sixty hours, ten hours tger day for six days. My daughters get better
pay for work In the mills here than they did in England, but it is just about as
much more as it costs them in living and clothing. I consider my condition
a little better here than it was there, but not much. We live better on the whole
over here and of course handle more money, but it costaus more in fuel, living,
and clothing than it did there. I was satisfled in England until I saw the ad-
wertisments in the papers that I eould do so much better here in America, and I
thought I was going to improve myself, so I came,

Much other testimony could easily be adduced to show that the ben-
efits of the higher wages paid skilled laborers in this country over those

id in England are lost by the increased expense of living cansed by the

igh tariff in this country.

To show how little truth there is in the claim that manufacturers
give all of the increased price which tariff duties enable them to sell

- their goods for to their laborers I submit the following table, compiled

by Mr. Seaton, SBuperintendent of the Tenth Census, giving the manu-
factured produets under the head of ‘‘ Industries,”” with the value of
the same, the amount paid to labor in producing the same, with the per-
centage of the labor in the total cost, the rate of tariff duties under the

ntlaw on similar products of foreign manufacture, and also the pro-
posed tariff rate:

Valueof | Paidfor |Fercent-
Industries. product. labor. ﬂfﬂgr

E
b
i

e R §31, 792, 802 835,218 21.5 48.31 60. 88
Cotton goods .... .- 210, 950,353 | 46,614,419 21.6 35.64 B8. 00
Bolta, nuts,  to...... 10,073,330 | 1,981,300 19.7 32.00 30. 00
Nails and spikes ... 5,629,240 | 1,255,171 22.8 52.00 41,00
Iron pipe, wrough 13,282,162 | 1,788, 13.5 T4 00 62.00
0il, castor .. 653, 900 44,714 6.8 | 220.00 125.00

15,393, 812 1,677 4.4 44.00 53.00
2,184, 532 456, 349 20.9 T2.00 84,00
8,519,569 | 1,893,215 22,2 68, 00 111,00

160,606, 721 | 25,836, 392 16.1 | . 7..00 90, 00
33,549,942 | 5,683,027 16.9 67.00 108, 00

The people of our country engaged in agricultural pursuits, who con-
stitute more than one-half of the entire population and the value of
whose annual produets is estimated to be not less than §10,000,000,000
and constitute abont 81 per cent. of all our exports to foreign conntries,
have been the victims of class legislation for the past twenty-five years;

-that is to say, while not directly legislated against, they are the people

upon whom the evil effects and eonsequences of legislation for the bene-
fit of certain favored classes has been made to fall. By legislative
contrivance their hard earnings have been made to respond to the eruel
exactions of special classes and favored industries. The farmer who
toilsin the field is as much engaged in a domestic industry as the manu-
facturer, and is just as much entitled to have his labor protected.

If it be possible, which it is not, to so lay tariff duties as to furnish
thesame measure of protection to all domesticindustries the whole thing
would be rendered nogatory, and this system of protection would be
utterly destroyed; hence the best thing to be done, the only just method
of tariff taxation to all domestic producers of this country,is to lay duties
primarily for revenue to support the Government, with such incidental
protection as naturally and necessarily flows therefrom when judicionsly
and wisely distributed among our manunfacturing industries according to
their respective necessities, The very life, breath, soul, and body of a,
protective tariff consists of inequalities, Inequality is its toundation-
stone, the pedestal, and it can no more exist without it than the Wash-
ington monument can stand suspended in mid-air with its base swept
from beneath it. [Applanse.] It is in direct conflict with the Demo-
cratic tonchstone of legislation, ‘‘ Equal rights to all, special favors to
none.”” [Applanse.]

Our farmers are told by the protectionists that their system with-
draws from the field hundreds of thousands of laborers and gives them
employment in manufacturing, which fornishes a home market at lib-
eral prices for their surplus products. This argument contains just
enough truth to be thoronghly misleading ; it is like a grain of wheat
in a peck of chaff. If too many people are disposed to engage in agri-
cultural pursunits why do you encourage a rapid increase of that num-
ber by inviting and receiving from foreign lands a half million of emi-
grants each year, and by your laws offer them every one a homestead
of 18;} acres of the public domain if he will but locate upon and culfi-
vate it ?

Diversification of labor is good; it does furnish a home market for a
portion of the surplus of farm produocts; but it is the demand of the
foreign market to which the farmer must look with hopefulness for a
generous reward for his toil. And when a liberal system of exchange
of foreign manufactured products, which our farmers need and must
have, is denied to them or restricted by a prohibitory or high tariff,
they realize much less on their farm produets in the foreign market
because they have to be paid for in cash.

From 1846 to 1861 a Democratic or revenue tariff was in operation,
and from the latter date we have had a high protective or Republican
tariff, A fair comparison of the effects of the two systems upon agri-
enlture may be had by contrasting the value of farms and domestic
animals during the decade from 1850 to 1860, with those from 1860 to
1870 and from 1870 to 1880. The following figures are official, being
taken from the census of 1880:

The value of all the farms in the United States, as shown by the census of 1850,
was §3,271,575,426. In 1860 the value was $6,645,045,107. In 1870 the value was
returned at $9,268 503 861 and in 1880 the value was estimated at $10,127,096,776.

It follows from these figures that during the decade from 1850 to 1860 the rate
of increase of the value of farms was more than 100 per cent, from 1860 to 1570 the
rate of increase was less than 40 per cent., and from 1570 to 1850 the rate of in-
crease in value was less than 9 per cent.

It further nppears that the value of all the live-stock in the United States in
1850 was $544,180,586, in 1860 the value was $1,089,320, 915, and in 1870 the value was
$1,525,276,647, In 18580 the value was returned at §1,500,464,609,

The rate of increase from 183 to 1860 was over 100 per cent, from 1860 to 1870
lesa than 40 per cent.,and from 1870 to 1880 instead of an increase in the rate the
total value declined more than $25,000,000.

This shows that during the ten years from 1850 to 1860 the farmers
owned more than one-half of the wealth of the conntry, while in 1880
they owned only a fourth of the wealth. Under the Republican tariff,
during the twenty years from 1860 to 1880, the half of the population
not engaged in agricnlture and deriving benefits from tariff provisions
increased their aggregate wealth sixfold more than the farmers and
agrienlturists increased theirs, It wasin the ratio of 4 to 23, nearly
sixfold.

The Chicago platform of 1888 declared that the Republican pa
wonld effect all needed reduction of the ‘' national revenue by repeal-
ing the taxes npon tobacco, which are an annoyance and burden upon
agriculture, and the tax upon spirits used in the arts and for mechan-
ical purposes,”” ete. The present bill is a feeble effort in that direction,
and effects a reduction of revenne to the extent of about $9,000,000,
but instead of removing this ** annoyance and barden on agriculture’’
the tax on tobacco is to be reduced but one-half and all the annoyances
of the system, with its spies and informers, are to be retained.

It is claimed by the advocates of this bill that it rednces internal
revenue from tobacco $10,000,000 and from the tariff about $61,000,-
000, thus aggregating a toal reduction of $71,000,000; while on the
other hand it increases the duties on chemicals, earthenware, metals,
cutlery, wood and wooden wares, cotton goods, flax, woolens, silk, pulp,
paper, the agricultural schedule, and sundry otherarticles in daily use
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and consumption by the people, at least to the extent of $65,000,000,
estimating gu the {a.ma amount of importations as of the last fiscal
year, while a number of articles now on the free-list are made dutiable.
8o that, while this bill pretends to reduce taxation it does not do so,
but only makes some shifts and changes designed to give still greater
protection to the already too highly protected industries. The bill is
deceptive; it is & sham and a frand, born of the political necessities
which confront its authors. .
In the face of the great depression of agriculture, the threatening
bankruptey of the farniers, and with farm mortgages so numerous that
Congress deemed their enumeration a proper subject for the census-
taker, the sponsors for this bill mock at the farmer’s calamities and
langh when his fear cometh. A hypocritical solicitude for his wellare
is shown by increasing the duty on cotton-ties and iron-ties for baling
hay and hooping tubs and barrels from 35 to 114 per cent., by layinga
heavy duty on chemicals used in the manufacture of commereial fer-
tilizers, which are now on the free-list, thereby enhancing the cost to
the farmer to the extent of abont $2.50 per ton, and by puttinga duty
of 15 cents per bushel on corn in the face of the fact that but 2,383
bushels were imported last year, while nearly 70,000,000 bushels were
exported and sold abroad. - ’
Why, the whole amount of importations counld be raised in any ordi-
nary year upon 60 or 70 acres of good land, On corn-meal they put
a duty of 20 cents per bushel, when but 396 bushels of it were im-
ported last year, the tariff on which would be $79.20. It would be a
very insignificant Kansas farm that this amount would protect from
the ruthless invasion of the foreign importer of corn-meal. We ex-
ported this product last year to the amount of nearly 1,000,000 bushels.
The bill provides for a duty of 25 cents on wheat, while the total of
our importations of this grain are but 1,946, and onr exports are 46,-
414,129 bushels. On rye they propose a tariff of 10 cents per bushel.
Last year the sum total of the rye imported was 16 bushels, the duty
on which wonld be $1.60. There is a vast amount of protection to the
farmers of this country in this magnificent sum of $1.60. That is
enough, truly, to drive out the fellow who had the temerity last year
to import 16 bushelsof rye. Of this product our farmers had a surplus
and exported 237,252 bushels. A duty of 2 cents per pound is to be
put upon lard, when the whole amount of our last year’s importations
was but 1,073 pounds, the duty on which would be $21.56, while our
exports were 318,242,990 pounds. The small amount of corn, wheat,
oats, rye, ete., which isimported into this country comes from the Cana-
das, a kindred people on the same continent separated from us by an
imaginary line and sgainst whose products it is doubtiul whether there
should be any tariff or other barrier. Toshow more conclusively what
kind of solicitude is felt for the farmers by the authorsof thisbill I in-
vite attention to the following list of articles in common use by our
people, with a statement of the present rate of duty and that to which
this bill increases it:
Table showing the present rate and the increase of dufy made by the bill on
articles in daily use.

i Present | Pro)
Articles. duty. duty.
Per cent, | Per cent.
Common window-glass, 10 by 15 67.61 73.72
Common window-glass 16 by 24......ianimmmmassss i ssinns 115. 41 133,10
Common window-glass, 24 by 30 =4 128.68 135,84
Common window-glass, above that 182.29 138.04
Freestone, ETanite.. ..o, 20,22 40,00
Freestone, granite, hewn or d d 20,00 50. 00
ton-ties 85.00 115. 00
Tin-plate 34.00 74.00
Steel ingota, ete., above 16 cents per Pound...iss veresessease 11.89 45,00
‘Wire fence-rods, No. 6 45,00 54,00
Penknives, eto 50,00 75. 00
ghhle cutlery... g.% gg&
hotguns e k

Dlica o missssmne] FTOE, 35,00
Horses 20.00 70.00
Cattle 20.00 6194
Hogs vvnen 20,00 45.68
Sheep...... 20,00 50.00
Free, 32,91
Planta, trees, ete Free, 20, 00
fresh Free. 52, 10
Schedule F, tobacco ...... cicereessannnse 81.00 200,00
Plush 40.00 100, 00
Hosiery . 40.00 60, 00
Shirts and drawers 40,00 65.00

Burlaps 30.00
Brown and bleached linens 35.00 50. 00
Brown and bleached linens 35.00 60, 00
Yarns 69. 00 100. 00
Woolens and worsteds, knit goods, ete ™. 50 125.00
Do Y - 88.43 135.00
Do 93.81 124,00
Do 68, 41 147.00
‘Worsted knit goods, under 30 Cents ... aire ieris cavresnsens 73.20 130. 00
Worsted knit goosis, 30 to 40 cents..... =R 68, 41 147.00
Worsted knit goods, 40 to 60 cents .. o 67.60 130. 00
Worsted knit goods, 60 to 80 cents ... Tt sen 68,98 112,00
nit ds, above 80 cents 7L22 90,00
wis 61,82 93.00

Tuble showing the present rate and the increase of duty, ele.—Continued.

Present | Proposed
Articles, duty. duty.

Per cenl. | Pereenl.
Belta for presses (printing) 563. 14 10L. 00
Blankets and flannels and Bats ..... . 69.70 110.00
Women's and children’s dress goods ... 68. 00 103. 00
Do 60, 00 73.00
s PO D 85,00 110.00
Clothing. Tendy RIS ... coinreessmpsrsursoerisssssaassrsiess sessstinasss 54. 00 B84.00
Cloaks, dolmans, ete. 60. 00 82.00
‘Webbings, BOTINGS, BLO0-....cucsenssessansasssassinsassionsasassassass surars 64.00 99,00

In addition to tariff discriminations against farmers their interests
have also suffered from various other causes, to wit: The demonetiza~
tion of silver, by which the bonds of the Government became payable in
gold,and thereby enriched the bondholders to the extent of hundreds
of millions of dollars; by the contraction of currency and destruction
of greenbacks down to a point below the necessary amount of ecirenla-
tion, and the extraordinary privileges extended to corporations and
other aggregations of capital.

While professing the doctrine of nniversal protection to all American
industries, the Republicans, in the bill under consideration, are guilty
of a departure from their professions in this: They propose to put upon
the [ree-list all sogars up to and including No. 16 of Dutch standard-
in color, which will release about $35,000,000 of revenue, and to pay
from the Treasury 2 cents per pound on all sngar produced in this
country as a bounty to encourage its production. Mr. MCKENNA, a
prominent Republican and a member of the committee which framed
the bill, dissents from the majority of his colleagues, and says:

The bill in its sugar schedule makes an arbitrary and 1tnvh_iiuug distinetion

between the sugar industry and other industries, a d n

with I.l;geﬁriuciple upon which the bill is framed and upon which it can only
berll:‘oa;.hecLio-n. as understood politieally, is the clear right of all industries or of
none, The means of it is a tariff, not largesa from the T.easury. The
:ig?:l{f" is not one of words, Itisa distinetion firm and elear in substance and

It will take from the Treasury to pay this bounty at the present rate
of production $7,520.000 the first year, or $113,000,000 during the
fitteen years which it bas to run. But the object of the bounty is to in-
crease production, and, shounld it have the effect claimed for it by its
advocates, the last annnal payment from the Treasury will be over
sixty-one and a half millions of dollars.

The bill also provides for the payment of a bounty of $1 a pound on
all raw silk produced in this country, and 7 cents per pound on all fresh
cocoons, What right has Congress, moral or constitutional, to tax the
people generally for the benefit of those engaged in these two partica-
lar industries? What right or principle can ever justify the taking of
2 cents from a man who grows cotton on one plantation lyingalong-
side another in Lounisiana, and giving it to the owner of the latter asa

dis-

bounty on each pound of sngar he raises? The man who does notuse '

sugar or silk is by this proposed law compelled to aid in paying the
bounty to make these commodities cheaper to those who do use them.
The provision is downright injustice, gross favoritism, and wholly in-
defensible. It is worthy of the condemnation ot all honest men.
Some who have not had the time nor opportunity of keeping pace
with the course of legislation in Congress and the shifting of responsi-
bilities with the changes of Administration may inquire why it was that
the Democrats failed during the Administration of Mr. Cleveland to cor-
rect the evils of which we now complain. The answer is easy to give,
The Democrats have not since 1860 had control of both Houses of Con-
gress and the Executive at the same time. The Senate, it should be
remembered, all during the late Democratic Administration contained
a Republican majority, which refused to sanction the reforms inangu-
rated by the Democratic House and embarrassed the Administration in
every way it could. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] '
The farmers of the country, with a view to the betterment of their
condition, have organized themselves into a powerful association and
are induostrionsly seeking to find the cause of their financial distress.
They adopted a platform of principles at St. Lounis in December last,

and the legislative committee has formulated a bill, and had it intro-

duced into Congress, which they believe will remedy the evils from
which they now suffer. It is known as the ‘‘agricultural warehouse
and subtreasury bill.”” I have already given my opinion to my con-
stitutents on the most important features of this bill. Now, in order
that they may have on this snbject the views of other members of this
House, I extract the following from a speech delivered on the 10th
instant by Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, whose ability is acknowledged by
all who know him.

It is no pl re to a Repr
measure designed Lo relieve agriculture from financial depression. On the con-
trary,every doubt is resolved in favor of such measures, and it is only upon the
clearest conviction of duty that opposition is madé.

After some consideration of this bill it seems to me that if those who are en-

gaged in agricultu ml‘ﬁnmulm would earefully consider its provisions they could
not fail to arrive at the conclusion that it is unconstitutional in prineiple, un-

=

wise in policy, and violative of the fundamental principle upon which the N
tional Farmers' Allian

ce and Industrial Union was formed.

tative from an agricultural district to opposea
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The principle n‘pun which this measure is based may be stated substantially
as follows: That it is the duty of Congress to provide for the warehouses con-
templated, for the gers, officers, employés necéssary to c¢onduct them,
and toaucfbply the manager of each warehouse with a sufficient quantity of
1 nder Treasury notes with whieh to advance to the owners of cotton,
wheat, corn, oats, and tobaeco, who may desire to store such products or either
of them, 80 per cent.of the value of the produet deposited ; a warehouse receipt
made negotiable to be given to the depositor; the deposit may continue for
twelve months; il not sooner redeemed to be sold for eash at auction, and when
money iarealized, either by redemption or sale, the expenses, ete., are to be
pu:;d and money remitted to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall destroy
same,

THE PRINCIFLE OF THE BILL I8 INDEFENSIBLE.

The Government of the United States is one of limited powers, sgociﬂenliy
defined, and the Congress has no authority to legislate except as authorized by
some one or more of the enumerated powers.

The power to borrow money is expressly conferred upon Congress, but the
power to loan money either witli or without interest or to advance public money,
upon or without securily, is not conferred.

The framers of the Constitution wisely provided the power to borrow money,
as emergencies for the use of large sums of money might arise, when it would
be impossible or impracticable to provide it by taxation; but they never con-
templated the necessity of providing a power to authorize Congress to loan the
public money.

8uch power would be inconsistent with the theory of the Government. The
money necessary to carry on the Government is raised under the taxing power
conferred upon Congress, Congress has no authority to raise money by taxa-
tion for any other purposes than those specified in the Constitution.

To take by taxation from one citizen mwore money than his proportionate
share of taxes necessary to defray the actual expenses of Government for the
pur of loaning it to another or for building warehouses in order to make
the business of another citizen or class of citizens more profitable, is as repug-
nant to the Constitution and the theory of the Government as abhorrent to jus-
tice and good morals.

The Democratic party was organized upon the fundamental principle that
the General Government was one of limited powers only, and should exe
no !)ower except such as was conferred upon it by the Constitution or neces-
sarily implied from a granted power. It has always denied the authority of
Congressto take the property of one citizen for the purpose of bestowing it upon
another or to promote legislation the business of any individual or class of
persons at the expense of the public. The depressed condition of agriculture
now is the result of elass legislation, and it would be strange ind if there
could be found any considerable number of farmers who would advocate the
adoption of the prineiple of this measure, which involves a tax upon the peo-
ple for the purpose of hettering the condition of persons who may chance to
own either of the products named.

Section 5 of their declaration of principles adopted by the Farmers’
Alliance and Industrial Union at St. Louis last December is as follows:

5. Believing in the doctrine of equal rights to all and special favors to none,
we demand that taxation, national or State, shall not be used to build up one
interest or clasd at the expense of another. We Lelieve that the money of the
country should be kept a8 much as possible in the hands of the ple, and
h we d d that all re national, State, or county, shall be lilinlﬁ

ily ad-

to the necessary expenses of the Government ically and h
ministered.

It is pure Democratic doctrine and is worthy of the great organizations which
represent agriculture and labor.

If we test the sabtreasury bill by the great principle embodied in the fifth
section of the platform it will be seen that the principle of this measure violates
that declaration of ﬁrinciﬁle. I havesaid therefore that when the alliances come
to comsider this bill by the side of the Constitution and the principles of their
organization it will be repudiated by them.

he principle declared in the fifth section of the platform “demands equal
rights to all and special favors to none."” Under the provisions of the bill any
person (he may not be a farmer) who may chance to own cotton, corn, wheat,
oats, or tobacco m?y secure the aid of the Government in the manner pre-
scribed, A special favor is conferred upon those onlf who may own the prod-
ucts named. The Government is obliged by the bill to help that class only,
The persons who may chance to own any other product are denied the aid of
the Government. Can thisbe fairand exact justice to all far —toall el T
Surely not.

If one citizen or class of citizens may obtain aid from the Government to in-
crease the profits of business why may not any other citizen or elass of citizens
obtain like aid? And, if so, why may not the Government be converted into a
gnne{nl tax-gatherer for the purpose of promoting the private business of the

ople?
peTEe platform further declares:

** We demand that taxation, national and State, shall not be used to bujld up
one industry or one class at the expense of another,”

The money necessary to construct the buildings which (because no plans are
iven and no limit fixed to their cost) may require anywhere from fifty to five

undred millions of dollars, and the money necessary to pug the army of par-
tisan Federal office-holders under the bill and to make good the loss the Gov-
ernment may sustain by the failure of depositors to redeem, certainly willhave
to be raised by taxation upon all the people. This measure, therefore, would
oblige the Government to tax the people Lo raise money for the benefit of a cer-
tain class, namely, those who may own any one or all of the five products
named in the bill. They may be farmers, or they may be speculators who have
cheated the farmer out of the products, or it 10ay be the members of a trust who
may have obtained the products by oppressive means. The bill is therelore
clearly obnoxious to the demand of the Alliances in respect of taxation.

The measure, if it should become a law, will establish a most unwise policy,
unjust to the people and to the Government, If the Government receivesthe
grodnms, the bill requires it to hold them twelve months, unless sooner re-

eemed. Ifspeculators, as they may do, should buy up the negotiable receipts
issued by any of the warehouses, why may not the people who do notown any
of these products, and who buy them as they are needed, be forced to pay ex-
orbitant prices for even the necessaries of life? In such case (and it is reason-
able to su that such cases will constantly oceur) the Government would
be made the instrument of the grossest extortion.

It is provided by the bill that the Secretary of the Treasury shall furnish each
manager with a sufliclent amount of legal tenders to furnish the owners of the
;:roducta who mag:esiro to store them 80 per cent.of their value, The very

owest estimate I have heard made as to the amount that wounld be required
under the bill isa billion of dollars. It is contemplated that this amount of
Treasury notes will be needed for six months in each year, when,as supposed
they will be returned to the Treasury, or their equivalent in lawful money, an
whatever money is returned, whether it be the new issue of Treasury notes or
Treasury notes now oulﬂta.nrilng, or gold or silver, must be destroy:

‘What effect will be produced upon the business of the country by easting into
ihe channels of trade annually a billion or more dollars of legal-tender Treasury

noles with a broader legal-tender function than d by existing legal-
tenders, for the purpose of supplying the necessities of those who own the prod-
ucts mentioned in the bill, while the products are locked nE in n Government ,
warehouse awaiting higher prices than an unfettered market would justify?
No one can undertake to answer the question. Evidently conservative trade
and commerce would be paralyzed, an era of the wildest speculation would be
inangurated, and the country strewn with the wrecks of fortunes and livings.

With a billion or more dollars’ worth of agricultural products—breadstuils,
if you please—stored away in the warehouses of the Government, with no au-
thority reserved to the Government within twelve months to place the product
on the market, what will become of the poor farmers who may not own such
produels or those who live on the proceeds of their daily toil, and how may
the absolute wants of the raillions of people who are unable to buy the neces-
saries of life, except from day to day or from mouth to month, besupplied? The
Government, with all its great power, stands rd over the necessaries of life
and is powerless to prevent suffering or extortion without breaking its contract
with its depositors,

Some of the zealonus and ablest advoeates of this system assume that there is
no difference in principle between a loan of the credit of the Government to
national banks upon the deposit of United States bonds and the loan upon
agrieultural products euntemJ)lamd by this bill. And since the Supreme Court
of the United States har decided that the laws authorizing the establishment of
national banks were constitutional, no constitutional objection can be consist-
ently urged against this scheme. And it is also insisted, with apparent plausi-
bility, that the plan of relief proposed by thisr e i8 not i istent with
the principle involvea in the law that authorizes the owners of distilled liquors
to deposit them in warehouses under the supervision of the Government for a
period of not exceeding three years, for the purpose of enabling the owner to
postpone the payment of the taxes until his produects become salable,

These laws are presented as precedents to justify the favorable action of Con-
gress on the subtreasury bill.

The Democratic party opposed the p of the laws authorizing the na-
tional-banking system and also opposed the law authorizing the extension of
the system passed by a Republican Congress in 1832, not upon the ground that
Congress had no authority to authorize the establishment of a bank, for that
had been settled by the Supreme Court in 1819, but uion the ground that the
bengfits, sdva_nl.ng’ea, immunities, and powers conferred upon these associations
in respect of issuing bank-notes, control of the volume of circulation and the
like, and the guaranty of the payment of their notes by the Government were
in the nature of class legislation, in that peculiar and valuable advantages
which could not be enjoyed by all and might be amfloyed by the beneficiaries
to oppress the piiblic were conferred upon a class of the population.

For such and like r the D ticparty arrayed itself inst the sys-
tem. But the Supreme Courtin la?ﬁdacideg‘:halawn to be constitutional nupon
the ground that the Congress had authority to authorize the establishment of
national banks as instruments to be used to aid the Government in the admin-
istration of an important branch of the public service.

The court held that they are ‘*appropriate means' to that end, and that Con-

was the sole fudgu of the necessity of employing such instruments to aid
n the administration of the public service.

The aid that national banks is claimed to der the Gover t in the ad-
ministration of public affairs is not confined to the exeoution or to the carry-
ing into effect any one power conferred upon Congress, but to several, Iorthe
purpose of these remarks, however, it is sufficient to say that the banks, as is
claimed, furnish employment and demand for the bonds of the Government,
and therefore aid in maintaining its eredit; they furnish solvent depositories
for public money to be applied and used for the public service throughout the
country, and they aid the Government in maintaining a safe and solvent me-
dium of exchange.

These are some of the offices performed by the banks to the Governm
and they are stated not for the purpose of approval, for I have always op
the system and voted against its extension. I believe that the Government
alone shounld issue and control the volume of circulation, and that no corpora-
tion should be permitted to dictate or regulate the volume of circulation; but I
have enumerated these instrumentalities for the purpose of showing that there
is no analogy between the system and the one proposed by the subtreasury bill,

What important branch of the public service could the proposed system aid
the Government in administering? Would the partisan warehouse managers
furnish safe and solvent depositories of public moneys to be applied and used in
all the branches of the public service throughout the country? What aid could
this system render in upholding the public credit? Absolutely none. But the
advocates of the system may insist that it would aid the Government in getting
into eirculation abillion or more dollarsonce in each year with which to handle
the crops. That power is not the object of the system.

The ﬂurpnsc is to house the erops, to suspend the markets for crops, and to
piace them (so far as the products named are concerned) out of the reach of the

or or the ities of the people until the price is ent d by ity.

t will bardly be assumed that the Government will need in the administration
of any branch of the public service the aid of an instrumentality or system that
will paralyze all industries, starve the poor, and promote merciless extortion.
The laws providing for bonded warehouses present no aunalogy to the proposed
system; substantially they provide that distillers (not the Government) may
furnish warel or the storage of distilled liguors; they may be deposited
for any period not exceeding three years upon the owner giving bond to pay
the taxes when the produet is withdrawn. The Government pays the gauger
or storekeeper his salary to prevent fraud.

Whenever a gallon of distilled spirits ;,:rroduocd it is at once liable to a tax
of 90 cents a gallon; but because it is unsalable and unfit for use when new the
Government does not enforce the collection of the tax if the product is placed
in a bonded warchouse until the product is withdrawn for sale and consump-
tion. No product is withdrawn until the tax is paid.

It would seem upon the face of the transaction that it was obnoxious to ob-
Jection as class legislation, but when it is remembered that distilled spirits con~
stitute the highest taxed product in the world, the tax being six times greater
than the cost of the product; that the Government derives from it many mill-
ions of dollars revenue each year; that it is unsalable when new; that the
product is not one of the necessaries of life, but a luxury, so to speak; that the
interests of all the people are prompted by conserving this fruitful source of
revenue, the advantages of the system, it will be seen, are not confined to a class,
but the Government and the people share them, There is therefore no analogy
between the system pro d and the bonded-warehouse system.

My, Chairman, the evils which have resulted, the oppression and wrong which
have been inflicted, the distress and poverty that have been brought upon one
class of our population, embracing more than one-hailf of all the people, while
other classes have g:;nepemd and become enriched from unequal and unjust
lqigislaiion\ can not be removed, redressed, or modified hf enlarging the sco
of such legislation or by increasing the number of individuals or classes who
are to become the beneficiaries of such iniquitous policy. The law{ul method,
thetrue, hounest, and patriotic mode of redressing the wrongs and removing the
evils which have resulted to agrienlture from class Iug'lahlf:n is to restore the
Democratic policy of equality and justice in legislation.

Favoritism in legislation, policies, and systems that promote the success and
gain of one individual or class of persons at the expense of another ought to be
made odious and impossible, e right to what an individual earns in the
sweal of his brow or by the labor of his brains, subject only tothe just demands
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of Government for his portionate share of the burdens of government,
.%th be h.al% inviolable and sacred. The power toenforce principle rests
'Fnr n?lg:;?lph&n one hundred years the Democratic pa:
maintain this great fundamental principle of free institut|
parties have come and gone, it numbers in its ranks more than half the voters
of the United States, IF:ur\e&ed upon the eternal principlesof equal and exact
justice to all, it is imperishable. the farmers of the United States will resist
the schemes and policies which seek to commit them to the pernicious doctrine
that Government may rob one citizen under the forms of law to enrich an-
other and stand by the greay party of the peotpla in its grand struggles to secure
equal laws, et]ua] burdens, and equal justice for all men, the desgo;tism of class
legislation will soon be broken and overthrown and its beneficiaries and pro-
moters driven from power and glsee, When that time comes, and not until
then, prosperity for all will abide in this country and those engaged in agri-
culture will enjoy the fruits and earnings of their labor, freed from taxation im-
posed to enrich other classes and from policies that despoil the value of their
products to promote and increase the gain of others,

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, if we had the time which I think we
ought to have had I should be glad to discuss many of the schedules of
the tariff bill now before the Committee of the Whole. Many of my
eonstituents—Republicans and protectionists—object to many of its pro-
vi<ions. They are for protection and they are for tariff revision. They
believe, however, that the first duty of this Congress was to reduce
the unnecessary surplus revenue of the Government without inflict-
ing upon the existing industries of this country the injury with which
they were threatened by the tariff bill of the last Congress and by the
economic theory upon which that bill was based.

They do not believe in giving unnecessary protection to anybody.
They do not believe in giving additional protection to an existing in-
dustry till the necessity for it has been clearly ehown; nor are they
in fayor of levying in the name of protection a tariff duty upon goods
which, in the present state of mechaniecal and chemical invention, are
not likely to be produced in the United States, except at a great and
permanent increase of expense to the consumers of this country. Such
tariff duties, even though levied in the name of protection, are not pro-
tective duties in the true sense of the term. They are revenue daties,
and as such are a burden to the people.

But I have not time to speak of them at length. I wish to speak to
the amendment now pending before the Committee of the Whole.

Mr. Chairman, the white-wine vinegar industry is of special interest
to me. because it is of special interest to my constituents. I represent
a district which includes purely agricultural towns lying north and
west of Chicago. Throughout these towns, and throughout Northern
Illinois and the neighboring States, there are thonsands of farmers en-
gaged in raising cucumbers and other vegetables for pickling.

The pickling business is a very important one in the Northwest. I
have two constituents who have been in that business for over forty
years. They are intelligentand reputable men. They sell their prod-
ucts by their trade-mark and the reputation they have established.
They cannotafford to nse any but the best materials. Thesegentlemen
tell me (and I believe them) that they can not carry on this business
successfully with any other kind of vinegar than the alcoholic or white-
wine vinegar.

No one contends, that I know of, that white-wine vinegar is better
than good cider vinegar for table use. All that we contend for is that
for the purpose of preserving vegetables in the form of pickles nothing
can take its place. :

Any provision of law which would prevent or renderdifficult the use
of this white-wine vinegar in the pickling business would be an injury
to the consumers of this country and an injury to a large class of the
farming population of the Northwestern States. To compel the vine-
gar-makers to buy the tax-paid alcohol as the material of their indus-
try, would add at least 10 cents to the cost of every gallon of white-
wine vinegar. That is what the bill originally proposed.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think my friend is in error insaying that
the cost of every gallon of vinegar would be increased 10cents. There
would be such an increase on a gallon of aleohol; but that would make
many gallons of vinegar.

Mr. ADAMS, My friend misunderstood me. I referred to section
32 of the tariff bill as reported by the Committee on Ways and Means,
It repeals the vaporization law of 1879. If thatisrepealed the vinegar-
maker must buy his alcohol from the distiller and pay the tax of 90
centsa gallon. If the gallon of proof spirits makes 6 gallons of vinegar
that makes 15 cents a gallon of strong vinegar and probably 10 cents
a gallon of the strength used in pickling.

Now, the committee proposes an amendment to the bill and the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. BAWYER] proposes a substitute for that
amendment. The committee amendment is a storekeeper’s bill. It
places the vinegar factories under the Internal Revenue Department
and imposes a small tax to pay the cost of administration. The bill of
the gentleman from New York proposes that {he vinegar-makers shall
not distill at all, but shall buy the alcohol they need and have it free
of tax,

The committee amendment is the fairer of the two. It imposes an
internal-revenue tax of 5 cents on every gallon of proof epirits used in
the manufacture of vinegar. That is equivalent, as the Commissioner
says, to a tax of 1 cent a gallon on the 70-grain vinegar. It isa tax of
one-half a cent a gallon on the strength used for table use and about
three gquarters of a cent on that used for pickling.- All this, in my judg-

thns led to
ons. While other

ment, is unn ; but I do not ohject to any supervision of these
vinegar establishments which shall prevent the alleged frandulent dis-
tillation of high wines under the name of low wines or low-proof aleo-
hol for the manufacture of vinegar. To say that these people who man-
ufacture this vinegar must buy their alcohol, even though they get it
free of duty, is to say that they must go to the distillers for the raw
material of the vinegar they manufacture. 4 do notsee why theyshould
be compelled to do this. I do not see why the establishments which
have been built up under the existing law should be injured or abol-
ished. All that is reasonable is that they should be supervised. The
cider-vinegar men can not ask that the use of another article of food
(for that is what it is) shall be discouraged. All they can ask is that
frauds which they allege shall not be perpetrated.

I wish to say before I forget it that I have recently been informed
that the use of this white-wine vinegar is necessary not merely in the
pickling of ruit and vegetables, but is also found essential in the pick-
ling of meat for exportation, 1do not mean salted meats, but pickled
meats. The preparation of these meats for export is an industry of
considerable importance and interest to the Northwestern farmer. Any-
thing you do to interfere with or render more difficult or expansive the
production of this cheap and wholesome white-wine vinegar is an in-
iury to many interests beyond the interests of the vinegar people them-
selves.

[Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, withholds his remarks for revision. Seé
Appendix, ]

Mr. LIND was recognized.
Mr. BAKER addressed the Chair.
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from New

York that the Chair has been furnished with a list of names of gentle-

men who propose to speak.

Mr. BAKER. And my name is not on the list? [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. It is not.

Mr. BAKER. It must be a beautiful list. .

Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. I do not feel, Mr, Chairman, that this
debate—

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from Mis-
souri rise ?

Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. To discuss the pending proposition.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is recognized.

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in reply to the gentle-
man from New York on the binding-twine question a few words, I
notice that he did not deny my statement, to wit, that the chairman
of the twine trust, who was betore the Committee on Ways and Means
and made a statement, admitted that the binding-twine trust or bind-
ing-twine manufacturers are now selling twine at from 3 to 4 cents a
pound more than the price of the raw material, with the cost of manu-
facturing added.

Now, I made a statement awhile ago that, while the committee had
done well in reducing the tariff on this schedule, nevertheless they had
increased the protection, and I am ready to prove it. 1 cite the com-
mittee to page 660 of the last Report on Commerce and Navigation, the
current number of the report, in proof of whatI say. Thatreportshows
yon that the ad valorem rate of duty on jute is 20 per cent., that be-
ing the amount fixed by the present law. The ad valorem rate on
manila and sisal grass is a fraction over 15 or nearly 16 per cent. Now,
binding-twine is made largely from manila, sisal, and sun grass, but it
is also made of jute. t

The core of the twine is usnally from the jute, and the wrapper, or
the outside, is of more elastic or ghiny fiber, such as sisal or manila
grass. On the average, taking the two in the ratio in which they are
usnally used, I submit to you upon the Government report that the ad
valorem duty on the raw material is about 19 per cent. The ad va-
lorem duty on the binding-twine according to your table on page 72 is
21.48, so that thedifferential, to wit, the protection to the manufacturer,
is the difterence between the duty on the raw material and the manu-
factured article, which is slightly over 2 per cent., and that is all the
protection the twine manufacturer has under the existing law.

Substantially my statementis correct. Now, I say yon have put raw
material on the free-list, and you have given, a3 reported in that bill,
according to your figures, the manufacturer an ad valorem protection
duty of 15 per cent., which would be an increase of nearly 700 per cent.
of protection.

Mr, BOUTELLE. How do you figure that out?

Mr. LIND. I figure that out easily.

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like the gentleman to make that clear.

Mr. LIND. Permit me to give the gentleman from Maine a lesson
in arithmetic. [Langhter. ]

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would be glad to have it.

Mr. LIND. I havetaughtarithmetic, and I have thought that I had

good scholars, and I trust the gentleman from Maine will prove to be

one.

Mr. BOUTELLE, I will not compliment myself.

Mr. LIND. Twine under the existing law, as I demonstrated, has
about 2 per cent. protection over the raw material. That is the dif-
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ference between the duty on the raw material and the manufactured

article. If you donble that once then you make it 4 cents, and that
is an increase of 100 cent. If you make it 6 you treble it, and 8
and 10 and so on. Now, you can carry out the operation of it. Is not
that correct? Is not that good common-school arithmetic ?

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have not figured it out.

Mr. LIND. The gentleman will have to have a slate to understand
it. I appreciate that.

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yon have passed that.

Mr, LIND, Gentlemen have spoken about trusis being all over the
United States. Assuredly a trust is the very finest thing in the world
for those who are init, but to the farmer who comes to buy twine it is not
so desirable. I want to state that I representa very large farming dis-
trict, although I have not been ‘‘howling’’ about the farmers. The

ers, most of them, are competent to take eare of themselves if you
will give them decent Jaws. They have towork long hours, and they
do not come here claiming pay for eight hour’s work and go back for
eighteen years. [Laughter and applause, ]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LIND. Imove tostrike outthe last word. That has been done
often and I have not t upon the time of the House.

Mr. SPRINGER. Iaskunanimous consent thatthe gentleman from
Minnesota be permitted to proceed.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask that the gentleman have five
minutes’ further time allowed him.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Kansas that tbe gentleman from Minnesota be permitted to
proceed for five minutes longer? The Chair hears none.

Mr. LIND.. Mr. Chairman, I will state that every penny that our
. farmers can save counts so much. The average twine bill of a farmer
in my distriet is $50 a year. It varies from $30 to §100, but the aver-
age is about $30. I speak of my own knowledge. Now, a difference
of 7 per cent. or 8 per cent. in the price of twine is quite an item. The
twine bills of the farmers of the Northwest run up to nearly $4,000,-

000. If we can save a few cents a pound—if we can save 7 or 8 per
cent., it is worth while. Gentlemen plead for the laborers who work
in this binding twine industry and the gentleman from New York
wanted to shield them against competition.

Mr. PAYNE. Did I speak of any binding-twine industry in New
York?

Mr, LIND. I know they arethere, whether you alluded to them or
not. [Laughter and applanse.]

Now let me say, and I ask particular attention to this, you have
_pleaded in behalf of the American market, in favor of American labor
and against competition with the pauperlabor. T, too, plead in behalf
of Ameriean labor. Thesituation as it is now compels the farmer in the
Northwest to seek a market for his wheat in the markets of the world
in Europe. What kind of wheat does he meet there? Does he meet
protected wheat? Does he meet there a commodity raised by pro-
tected labor? On the contrary he meets the wheat of India, which is
produced by as low-priced labor as any in the world. Still we go there
and meet it. We are compelled to do so. We do not complain, but
when we ask for cheaper twine you onght not meet us with the plea of
protecting your labor at the expense of ours,

The chairman of the committee in his opening speech said that *‘we
will give rebates to every Ameriean who seeks the foreign market and
who has been burdened by a twriff on his produetions.”” We want him
to give it to us in the way of reducing the price of twine. [Applause.]
But you can not help us by a rebate, because our twine isnot exported;
it is consumed in the very use of it. You give a rebate to the miller
on thejute-bags. Ivoted to givea rebate on cotton-ties, That is why
I am pleading for leave to offer my amendment to reduce the duty to
one-half cent per pound. I do not ask to put twine on the free-list.
I am willing to allow a sufficient duty to protect American labor to a
16:»:m.mm.ml:uIe: extent, but we do not propose to be bled by this trust any

nger.

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Minnesota [ Mr. LIND] be permitted five minutes longer.

Mr. SPRINGER. And I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman
be permitted to bave a vote on his amendment.

Mr. REYBURN and Mr. MORSE. I object.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Who objects?

Mr. REYBURN. I do.

Mr. LIND. Is there a twine mannfactory in your distriet ?

Mr. REYBURN. There is not.

Z{r. WILSON, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I sympathize with the
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LINp]. I believe he begins to realize
now that the tariff is a tax, but if he still labors under the hallucination
under which he seemed to be laboring a short time ago, when he stated
that if he had ten minutes he could satisly the Ways and Means Com-
mittee that they had committed a grievouserror in that partof thesched-
ule, I should think that by this time he must have found out that he
has been talking to those who, having ears hear not, and having eyes
see not.

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘‘Neither understand.’” [Laughter. ]

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Now, sir, the idea of my friend from

Minnesota [Mr. L1xD] endeavoring to eonvince that committee or any

other gentleman on that side of the Chamber that it is right to vote as

he-argues is ridicnlous, and I think he has ascertained by this time
that he has reckoned without his host. Mr., Chairman, I believe the
gentleman from Minnesota is not alone upon that side of the Chamber.
I believe that if it were possible for many an honored Representative
over there to throw off the yoke of King Cancus and dely the party
whip, they would range themselves in line with us upon the side of
the people. But it is not to be. The fiat has gone forth, This bill,
as it emanates from the lips of the distingnished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, that part of it in addition to the part which
has been presented to us in print, will leave this Chamber the law of
this land so far as it can be made a law here.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. Let me say to the gentleman that
there is not an item in this bill that has been fixed by caucus dictation.

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. My friend says it has not been fixed by
caucns dictation. The **caucus’’ that I allude to is the Committee

on Ways and Means, who are more autocratic in this Chamber than the '

Czar of Russia in his dominions; and my distinguished friend from Towa
[Mr. HENDERSON], even with his own great power,dare not resist the
anthority of that committee. But that there isto be aday of reckon-

Jing there can be no question.

Mr. Chairmain, I represent—and in saying this I mean to make no
invidiousdistinction—I represent upon this floor the finest agricultural
district upon the continent, and I have the authority of the distin-
guished Secretary of Agriculture to back me in that statement. The
people of that district are equally divided in politics or have been
heretofore. A few days ago the largest convention ever held in the
distriet, representing almost every farmer in it, a representative con-
vention of Democrats and Republicans, assembled in the city of St.
Joseph and passed a series of resolutions, which I hold in my hand.
That convention was held after this tariff debate had been flashed npon
the wires all over this conntry. The resolutions are as iollows:

The demands or, more properly speaking, the platform of the Farmers and
Laborers’ Union is as follows:

I. That we demand the abolition of national banks and the substitution of
legal-tender Treasury notes in lieu of national-bank notes, issued in sufficient
volume to do the busi of the try on A cash system; regulating the
amount needed on a per capita basis as the business interests of the country de-
mand ; and that all money issued by the Government shall be legal tender in
payment of all debts, both public and private.

1L That we demand that Congress shall such laws as shall effectually
prevent the dealing in futures of all ngrlunltural and mechanieal productions,
pursiuing a stringent system ot procedure in trials as shall secure the prompt
conviction, and imposing such penalifies as shall secure the most perfect com-
pliance with law.

HI. That we demand the free and unlimited eoinage of silver.

IV. That we demand the passage of laws prohibiting the alien ownership of
land, and that Congress take early action to devise some plan to obtain all lands
now owned by aliens and foreign syndicates, and that all lands now held by
railroads and other corporation-in excess of such as is actually used and needed
by them be reclaimed by the Government and held for nctual settlers only.

V. Believing in the doctrine of equal rights toall and especial favors to none,
we demand that taxation, national or State, shall not be ased 1o build upone in-
terest or class at the expense of another. We believe that the money of the
country should be kept as much as possible in the hands of the Penp e,and
hence we demand that all revenues, national, State, or county, shall be limited
to the necessary expense of the Gover £ ically and h fably ad-
ministered.

VI. That Congress issue a suflicient amount of fractional paper currency to
facilitate exchange throngh the medium of the United States mail.

VIL That the means of communiecation and transportation shall be controlled
1)3' and operated in the interest of the people, as is the United States postal sys-

m.

And it i8 further agreed, in order to carry out these objects, that we will sup-
port for officers only such men as can be depended upon to enact these princi-
ples into statute law uninfuenced by party caucus.

[Applanse on the Democratic side. ]
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I want onlya few moments more toex-

press my sympathy for my friends upon the other side. [Laughter.]

I feel sorry for them over there; I do npon my word. [Laughter. ]
look npon them more in sorrow than in anger. I am giving a reflex of
the sentiment of the farmers of the West, in Iowa as well as M ri,
for my district borders upon the State of Iowa and I am familiar with
it. A narrow thread of water separates my district from Kansas and
from Nebraska, and I know the sentiments of the people there, and
this convention held at St. Joseph represents the people of those States
as well as of those who were present at it or directly represented. I
say that the hoor is rapidly coming, and will dawn next Novem ber,
when it will be too late for my friends on the other side to bewail the
part they are taking under the leadership of the chairman of the Ways
and Means Committee and driven by his party whip-lash.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to makea tariffspeech nor
am I going to make a political speech. There are some few things, how-
ever, in this bill to which I want to call the attention of both sides of the
Honse. I have sat here now for about eight days listening with atten-

tion to discnssions on the tariff schedules, but as yet I have heard noth-
ing in regard to jewelry or diamonds and but very little in regard to
statuary or paintings. What I have to say I want to say as much for
the benefit (it I may so speak) of the committee as of the members of
the House.

I first call attention to the schedule in regard to jewelry. The rates
upon jewelry range from 10 to 50 per cent., none being higher than 50
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per cent. The duty upon diamonds, cut and set, is only 50 per cent.
There are three clauses in regard to jewelry: paragraphs 452, 453, and
454. The last provides that precions stones of all kinds, ent but not
set. shall pay a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem; if set, 25 per cent. ad
valoreni.

Without making any application or any comment upon the sched-
ules, I pass to the next clause, paragraph 559, if my memory serves
me correctly. That refers to diamonds, uneut orrongh. This bill ad-
mits such diamonds and all such precions stones free of duty. They
are placed upon the free-list, I suppose, on the ground that they are
regarded as necessary to life. ;

Passing from that, I call the attention of the committee to clause
%58, in regard to statuary and paintings, admitting these works of art
free of duty, absolutely free.

I have offered and had printed in the RECORD certain amendments
in regard to these several clansesas to jewelry, diamonds, statnary, and
paintings, amendments which I hope will have the attention of the
committee, and throngh the committee be bronght to the attention of
the House to-morrow before a vote is taken upon this bill.

A MEMBER. What do you propose to do in regard to jewelry ?

Mr, HILL, I ask that the import duties upon jewelry be raised,
that diamonds, rough and uneut, be placed upon the dutiable-list, and
that statuary and paintings imported for private use be also placed on
the dutiahle list.

A MEMBER. Do you not know if that were done it would interfere
with the rich peop'e?

Mr. HILL. I suppose very likely that is the fact. We all know
that under the provisions of this bill a wealthy man of America can go
to Europe, store a ship with diamonds or paintings or statuary of the
finest character, costing hundreds of thousands of dollars, and bring
them into our ports absolutely duty free. I say that is not Repub-
lican doctrine; I say it is not Democratic doetrine; I say it is not fair to
the toilers of America. If there is any class of imported goods that
shonld pay duties it is these lnxuries of taste: dinmonds, jewelry,
statuary, and paintings.

In this connection I wish o read from the statement of Thomas Don-
aldson, made before the Ways and Means Committeeat its present ses-
gion. He says:

Three gentlemen appeared before the honorable Waysand Means Committee

of the House of Representatives on December 30, 1889, and asked that foreign
art for the purpose of luxury be admitted free of duty.

Mr. J. Carroll Beckwith, Mr. Kenyon Cox, and Mr. William A. Cof-
fin, all of New York City, were the gentlemen. It will be especially
observed that they all came from New York City. Mr. Beckwith said
nothing, but advertised a new nine-months-old organization called the
National Free Art League, and had noted the fict that he was of the
executive board. Mr. Cox said that he was also of the executive board
of thisnew artexperiment,and Mr. Coffin also notified the expectant com-
mittee that he was of the same board. The board probably consists of
three. Beyond this whathesaid wasoflittlereal moment,asit was state-
ment, not reason. These three gentlemen did not file a petition or pre-
sent a line from any artist, layman, dealer, or buyer asking for the ad-
mission of art works free for luxury. :

Mr. Cox was the chief spokesman, and he labored under the diffi-
culty of not stating what was trueand being ignorant, unintentionally
of conrse, of both the lawand facts. He demanded the free admission
of foreign art for educational purposes. It is so admitted now.

The act of March 3, 1883, the existing tariff law, provides that all
foreign art for education, enlture, exhibition, museams, churches, asso-
ciations, etc., enters free, See also sections 2503, 2508, 2509, Revised
Statutes United States.

Foreign art imported for private use, luxury, decoration of private
houses, trade, or commerce, as are silks, feathers, diamonds, ribbons,
velvets, champagnes, brandies, Persian rugs, cnly is now taxed for ex-
penses of the Government.

Mr. Cox stated:

The first tariff on art in this country was passed in 1861, putting a tariff on

works of art, as a warmeasure. * * * Up to that time works of art had been
admitted into the country free of duty.

Of course he doesnot know anything aboutthe law, and so is excus-
able. The several tariffs on foreign art used for luxury have been as
follows:

In the tariff of 1790, 1791, 1792, 10 per cent. ad valorem; acts of
1794, 1795, 10 per cent.; acts of 1797, 1800, 12} per cent.; acts of
1801, 1807, and 1808, 15 per cent.; acts of 1812, 1813, 1815, and 1816,
30 per cent. ; acts of 1841 and 1842, 20 per cent; acts of 1812 and 1848,
paintingson glass, 30 per cent.; act of 1861 1o March 3, 1883, 10 per cent. ;
act of March 3, 1883, 30per cent. The committee, with the above knowl-
3ga in their minds, must have smiled at the law statement of Mr.

X
Mr. Cox evidently knows nothing of the Tariff Commission of 1882
and its acts. That commission was charged with the investigation of
the tariff and to advise as to reductions or increases.

The free foreign art clause, for luxury, was considered in open session;
testimony was taken, the reports of special agents of the Treasury were

us=ed, and one especially, that of Col. George C. Tichenor, now Assist-
ant Secretary of the Treasury, in 1i e with-retention of this duty, and
the commission reported to Congress that the duty on foreign art brought
into the United States for lnxnry and trade and commerce be made 30
per cent., and the House Committee on Ways and Means so ordered,
and it became a law March 3, 1833, more than seven years ago.. The
petition filed at that time from American artists was one to reduce the
duty on frames. From that moment to the present the battle has been
incessant by a handful of men to repeal this law and admit foreign art
free for luxury. Theyhavebeen millionaires, art dealers, art hucksters,
artists, who earnestly believe in free trade, artists who are dependent,
and some cranks, almost all of these urged on by rich men. In justice
to a majority of them, it must be stated they have asked that oil-paint-
ings, water-colors, statuary, etchings, engravings, and lithographs be ad-
mitted free.

Almost all of these movements have originated in Europe and are
aided by American artists who received their art education in Europe
and are ‘‘so thankful, you know.”” In May, 1884, so incessant was
this demand that the Ways and Means reported a bill on the subject.
It was a less vicions propesition than this pre<ent scheme. ' It was a
bill to merely reduce the present 30 per cent. duty to 10 per cent, On
the 19th of May, 1884, on this bill, reported by Mr. Hurd, of Ohio -
(got lelt the following fall in a manufacturing or laboring district), the
House of Representatives, after a full discussion on the question of sus-
pending the rules for the passage of H. R. 6751, the above bill, which
was to reduce the duty on foreign art used for luxury from 30 to 10 per
cent., in thirty-five minutes set its eyes in death by a vote of 52 in its
favor to 179 againstit, and 92 not voting. Of the 52 who voted ay only
17 survived in the Congressional election of that fall.

Make a note here, brethren; free luxuries and taxed necessities do
not work well together in a popular government and under a proteetive
tariff,

Brethren, on pages 4294 to 4208 of the RECcORD of the first session,
Forty-eighth Congress, yon will find some mighty interesting reading
in this matter. By the way, the dinner-pail irequently has brains at
the handle. During 1885, 1836, and 1847 the free-toreign-art-for-luxury
people never ceased theirefforts. In 1888 the Mills bill placed foreign
art for Iuxury on the free-list. The indignation aroused by this was so
great that in the caucus of the Democrats of the Honse held in May,
1848, on motion of Mr. HoLMAN, of Indiana, the free-art-for-luxury
clanse was stricken out, and almost without opposition. July 9 fol-
lowing, in the House, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE made a motion to coneur in
this, and so monstrous was the proposition considered that at once his
motion was unanimonsly agreed to, and this in the midst of a heated
partisan tariff disenssion.

The Finance Committee of the Senate, during 1883, were urged to
insert free foreign art for luxury in their bill (see the ReEcorp). Oh,
no; too much experience in that committee to be caught, and the mat-
ter was not inserted. The appearance of the three gentlemen [rom
New York is the next move. It will be noted here that the Secretary
of the Treasury, in his recommendations for tariff reduction in 1889,
did not snggest free foreign art for luxury. He fully nnderstands that
duty is only paid on paintings or statuary when entered for private use,
luxury, or trade or commerce, and that for every purpose of education,
art education and culture, exhibition, decoration of publie places, ete.,
such articles are admitted free by the present law. Art for private use
and purposes of decoration is purely luxury. You can not eat, drink,
or wear it.

Permit me in this connection {o suggest that in revision of tariff
laws no duty now fixed by the law of March 3, 1383, on an article of
luxury should be removed until taxes are first removed from articles
of necessity. And, further, in this connection, the following lines from
the platiorm adopted by the Republican party at Chicago, 11l., June
21, 1883, and npon which the present Ways and Means Committee ob-
tained power, are of interest:

The Republican party would effect all needed reduction of the national rev-
ente by repealing * * = ete, and release from import duties those articles
of foreign production (except luxuries) the like of which, ete.

This means that articles imported for luxury are to remain upon the
dutiable list so far as the action of the Republican party can effect it.

Do not be mistaken, gentlemen; youn are not asked to relieve the poor
or to take a duty off of a necessity. You are not asked to aid ednca~
tion. You are asked to further aid the rich and provide them with
free art luxuries, and the poor are to pay duties on necessaries to the -
end that revenues may come from customs to pay interest on the pub-
lic debt and expense of Government.

Why not take the duty off of champagne? Every drinker will peti-
tion for if, vote for it. Why not give him free champagne as well as
Vanderbilt, Marquard, Belmont, or other rich pieture-buyers their for-
eign pictures free?

Let us balance the books a moment.

If one kind of art is to be free, why not all? Why should not this
free-art clause embrace the art of engraving, etching, lithographing,
and all carving and statuary? And why not porcelains and bronzes?
All are pleasant aids to culture.
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Give the poor man his low-priced picture free if you give the rich
man his high-priced one free.

Statisties of importations of paintings and statuary.

Year. Dauty. Value.
Per cent.
18682, 10 | $§2,574,816
1843 (last year of 10 percent. daty) ... 10 3,088,673
1884 (first year of 30 per cent. duty)... 30 637,753
1888, 30 1,440,753
1880, 30 1,193,072

The duties collected in 1888 from foreign art and statuary for Inx-
ury and commerce amounted to $432,225.85, and for the year 1839,
$357,921.47. The present bill, Mr. Chairman, proposes to dispense
with the collection of these duties, which in two years have amounted
to nearly $300,000, and make foreign art and stat! vy absolutely free;
in other words, as I understand it, to practical’ donate to the im-
porters or dealers in art and statuary and the wealthy men—the mill-
ionaires of this country—a sum now amounting to nearly $400,000 a
year. I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that this policy is either wise
or justifiable. As I understand the policy of the Repunblican party it
has been to release from import duties only those articles of foreign
production, like food and raiment, which are necessary to the comfort
or sustenance of the people, and never before in the history of this na-
tion has any of the %reat. parties which have controlled the Govern-
ment attempted to release works of art or other like luxuries from the
imposition of such duties.

We have heard much during this discussion, Mr. Chairman, about the
laboring men of this country and the great depression in agriculture,
and orators on both sides of the House have vied with each other in
their expressions of sympathy for both of theseclasses. That sympathy
would be better expressed in acts rather than in words. The wealthy
men need no protection at the hands of the Government. Wealth pro-
tects itself ; but not so with the poor. We have them with us always,
and they need the strong, protecting hand of Government. If fortune
has not smiled upon them, the laws at least should not frown upon
them.

Lovers of art and those able to indulge their taste for fine art can
well afford to pay duties upon these importations. The Government
needs it, and it must have revenue from gome source to defray its
needfol expenses, It costs now over $1,000,000 daily, Sundays in-
cluded, throngh the whole round of the year to run this great Gov-
ernment of ours. Who should pay these expenses? Not the poor,
surely, whose every dollar is needed to feed and clothe themselves and
families. At best they receive bunt little protection at the hands of the
Government; they have little to protect. Not so with the wealthy.
Every dollar that the rich man calls his own remains his by the pro-
tecting arm of the Government. Let him pay for this protection. If
he chooses to indnlge in works of art and other like luxuries of taste
or dress, let him pay for that privilege, and let that payment go into
the general Treasury for the use of all the people.

A few words more, Mr. Chairman, in regard to diamonds and jewelry
and I have done. As I have already stated, this bill proposes to ad-
mit diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncaf, including
glaziers’ and engravers’ diamonds, unset, as well as diamond dustand
bort, and jewels to be used in the manufacture of watches, absolutely
free of duty, while upon precious stones of all kinds, including dia-
monds, cut or unset, is imposed a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem,
and, if set, only 25 per cent. ad valorem, Why this discrimination
and why these low rates of duty? To my mind it is wholly indefen-
sible. The only argnment I have heard suggested in way of defense
is that precions stones, and especially diamonds, can be smuggled into
this country, and thus entirely evade the revenue laws; but surely it
is as easy to smuggle an uncut diamond as one that is eut, and the
former is placed upon the free-list while the latter is charged only
with an ad valorem duty of 10 per cent.

It is true that articles of this kind, especially diamonds and other
like precious stones, can be more easily smuggled across the ocean or
horder than more bulky commodities, and that such smuggling would
be to some extent practiced if the import duty upon them was high
enough to tempt the avarice of the wonld-be smuggler is no doubt
true; but this explanation fails to explain why a simple duty of but
10 per cent. is placed upon those that are eut and no duty at all upon
those that are uncut, Moreover, Mr. Chairman, it is well to remem-
ber that the days of smugglers and smuggling goods in any guantity
or of any character, either across the ocean or across the border, are

ractically ended. Our commerce across the ocean is now carried on

n great steam-ships, and the ports along our coast are bountifully sup-
lied with custom-honses and custom-house officers whose sworn duty
t is to see that the custom laws are not evaded; and along the border
of the great lines of traffic between this country and Mexico and Can-
ada officials are constantly on the watch for the same purpose; and in
these days of railroads, telegraphs, and revenune-cutters, the smuggler,

even of diamonds or otber precious stones, ought to stand a strong
chance of speedy detection and punishment.

In any event, where a principle is at stake, it is worth the trial.
Under the law as now proposed no revenue will be collected from the
uncut class of precious stones and but a trifle from the other, and the
Government could not be a loser by the effort to enforce a high rate of
duty, and the principle at least of taxing foreign imports of luxuries
and of thus making the wealthy bear a ratable proportion of the ex-
penses of the Government would at least be maintained.

To my mind diamonds, statuary, paintings, precious stones, and jew-
elry of all kinds imported should not only be placed upon the dutia-
ble list, but a high rate of duty imposed.

As this bill now stands it gives strong color to the charge that legis-
lation is inflnenced in the interést of the few and at the expense of the
many, for the wealthy and to the neglect and ultimate loss of the
laboring poor.

Do not misunderstand me. I do not mean to charge or even insinu-
ate that legislation is so influenced or controlled; but the charge will
be made and it mast be met on the stump and before the people, and
even the suspicion of the truth of such acharge should be avoided. Let
us remember here and now that this is a government ‘‘of the people,
by the people, and for the people,’’ and not a government *‘of the few,
by the few, and for the few.”’

[Mr. WILLTAMS, of Illinois, withholds his remarks for revision.
Bee Appendix. ]

[Mr. LA FOLLETTE withholds his remarks for revision.
pendix. ]

Mr. BAKER. I should like to ask for information of the Chair
whether the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota or the cider
amendment is being considered.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to answer.

Mr. BAKER. Ishall object to any further discussion except it be
relevant to the amendment pending.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I want to ask the gentleman
from Wisconsin a qunestion. Although he has had an additional five
minutes given to him, I could not get a guestion in, Will the gentle-
man from Wisconsin give his attention for 4 moment? I represent a
part of a State in which four-fifths of all the hemp raised in America
is raised, and the question I desired to ask the gentleman was, how
ean you protect American hemp by admitting its cheapest competitor
iree from duty ? Now, American hemp makes the best binder-twine,
and when it is put in connection with certain other things it is the very
best. How does it protect the hemp to put on the free-list its cheapest
competitor? =5

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will tell my friend. :

Mr. BAKER. I object. I make the point of order that this is not
discussing the vinegar amendement.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I want to state these facts so definitely that
it will become clear to see that even with manila and sisal on the free-
list hemp can be manufactured into binder twine and sold in this coun-
try so as to undersell the manufacturer here.

Mr, BAKER. I raise the question of order that this discussion is
irrelevant to the question pending before the committee. [Cries of
“Vote!! ‘Vote!”? .

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from
Alabama [ Mr. CLARKE]. :

N [L:’l[r. CLARKE, of Alabama, addressed the commitiee. See Appen-
ix.

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. I want to address myself to the amend-

[See Ap-

ment. Two propositions are pending before the House of the same
origin.
Mr. BAKER. I should think there wereabout forty. [Laughter.]

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There are only two that are being imme-
diately considered, and they have reference to the manufacture of vin-
egar from spirits or low wines and from apples. The Commissioner
of Internal Revenue has, at the request of the chairman of the 'Ways
and Means Committee, submitted two propositions. They are eqnally
acceptable to him so far as protecting the interests of ihe Government
is concerned. They are not, however, equally acceptable to those
who are engaged in the several branches of the business which will be
affected by these propositions.

It has been suggested here by honorable gentlemen that there is
some disposition to deprive the manufacturers of spirit vinegar of their
opportunity to obtain the spirits necessary to conduct their business

ree of tax. Neither proposition contemplates that. It has been

thought by the manufacturers of cider vinegar, it has heen thought by
the distillers of the country, that it is quite enongh for the manufact-
urers of vinegar thatthey are placed npon an equal footing with other
industries. As my friend from New York [Mr. SAWYER] has said,
there is not another industry in this country which is permitted to use
aleohol free of tax and to manufacture it for use except those who are
engaged in the manufacture of spirit vinegar. X

The proposition of my honorable friend from New York [Mr. SAw=
YER] is that they shall still have their alcohol free of tax. The prop-
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