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The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 
Aldrich, Coke, Honr, 
Allison, Dixon, Ingalls, 
Bate, Dolph, Moody, 
Berry, Frye, Paddock, 
Blair George, Pettigrew, 
Call, Gorman, Platt, 
Casey, Gray, Ransom, 
Chandler, Hampton, Reagan, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Sawyer, 

Sherman, 
Spooner, 
Teller, 
Tur pie, 
Vest, 
Walthall, 

~iu~o~~f Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-five Senators have answered 
to their names-less than a quorum. 

l\Ir. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 

the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 9, 1890, at 12 
o'clock m. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 8, 1890. 

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

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

ALBERT H. EMERY. 

Mr. BURROWS. I rise to a privileged motion. I move to lay on 
the table the motion to reconsider the vote by which the House dis­
agr<!ed to the Senate amendment and agreed to the conference on the 
bill (H. R. 2538) for the relief of Albert H. Emery. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from .Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] 
calls up a privileged motion. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoL­
MA~] entered a motion to reconsider in thA case of the bill for the re­
lief of Albert H. Emery. 

JI.Ir. McMILLIN. What is the proposition? 
Ur. BURROWS. Simply to lay the motion to reconsider on the 

tab1e. 
Mr. Mc MILLIN. It had better not be done now. 
Jliir. BURROWS. That is the motion I make, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to call up the matt.er. 
Ur. BURHOWS. As gentlemen will remember, this bill passed the 

Honse some time ago and came back with a Senate amendment. On 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana the House disagreed to the Sen­
ateamendmeut and agreed to the conference asked by the Senate. Sub­
seq uently on the same day the gentleman moved to reconsider the vote; 
and that is where the matter rests on the Journal. I now move to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Indiana is not now in his 
seat. I trust the gentleman from .Michigan will withhold his motion 
for the present. 

l\ lr. BURROWS. The motion can be put in his absence just as well. 
It is not debatable. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suppose the gentleman understands there is no 
quorum here and that it will require a quorum to pass on his motion. 

Mr. BURROWS. Of course, if gentlemen are going to insist on the 
point of no quorum, it is evident there is no quorum here, and I will 
withdraw the motion for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan withdraws his re­
quest to take up the matter. 

l't!ESSAGE FRO::U THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one 
of his secrebtries, who also announced that the President had approved 
and signed acts and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 8250) to amend an act entitled "An act authorizing 
the construction of a high wagon bridge across the Missouri River at 
or near Sioux City, Iowa," approved March 2, 1889; 

An act (H. R. 7156) to provide for the increase of the limit of cost 
of si. te and public buildings at Newark, N. J. ; . 

An act (H. R. 164) to increase the limit of cost of the erection of a 
public building at Wilmington, Del; 

An act (H. R. 533) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec­
tion of a public building thereon at Fremont. in the State of Nebraska, 
a.nd for other purposes; 

An act (H. R 5179) fixing the rate of interest to be charged on arrear­
ages of general and special taxes now due the District of Columbia if 
paid within a time specified; 

An act (H. R. 7509) granting to the Palouse and Spokane Railway a 
right of way through tlle Nez Perce Indian reservation in Idaho; 

An act (H. R. 5964) granting the Spokane Falls and Northern Rail­
way Oompany the right of way through the Colville Indian reservation; 

Joint ' resolution (H. Res. 14) authorizing the use and improvement 
of Castle Island, in Boston Harbor; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 128) construing part of act of March 2 
1889, making appropriation for the office ofSecond.A.ssistantPostmaster~ 
General. 

MESS.AGE FROM THE SEN.ATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCOOK, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment bills and a joint reso­
lution of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 389) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Port Hudson, La.; 

A bill (H. R. 1590) to ratify an act entitled "An act to provide for 
a -wagon-road betw:een Mount Idaho, in Idaho County, and Little Sal­
mon Meadows, in Washington County," in Idaho Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 4553) to authorize the Secretary of War to deliver to 
the State of Colorado the flags carried by Colorado regiments; 

A bill (H. R. 5965) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department; 

A bill (H. R. 6474) to submit the location of the county seat of Sho­
shone County, Idaho Territory, to a vote of the people of said county; 

A bill (H. R. 7904) for the issue of ordnance stores and supplies to 
the State of Maine to replace similar stores destroyed by fire; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 105) to continue in force an act authoriz­
ing the construction of a bridge over Bayou Bernard, in the State of 
M:ississi ppi. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amen<l­
ments in which concurrence was requested, a bill (H. R. 7166) to amend 
sect.ion 3 of an act entitled "An act to amend the act dividing the State 
of Missouri in to two judicial districts, and for other purposes." 

Also, that the Senate had passed with amendments a bill (H. R. 
7754) granting right of way to the Little Falls, Mille Lacs and Lake Su­
perior Railroad across the Mille Lacs Indian reservation, asked a con­
ference with the House thereon, and had appointed l\Ir. DA WES, l\Ir. 
STOCKBRIDGE, and Mr. JONES 0£ Arkansas as conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate disagreed to the amendment.s of the House to 
the bill (S. 1306) for the erection of a public building at Hudson, N. 
Y., asked a conference with the Hou...<ie thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
SPOONER, Mr. SQUIRE, and l\Ir. P Asco as conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

Also, that the Senate agreed to the reports of committees of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7175) for the erection of a public building at Tuscruoosa, 
Ala.; 

A bill (H. R. 4652) for a public building at Ashland, Wis.; 
A bill (S. 954) authorizing the construction of a public building at 

Burlington, Iowa; 
A bill (S. 903) for the erection of a public building in Cedar Rapids, 

Iowa; 
A bill (S. 606) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 

of a public buildin~ thereon at La Fayette, in the State of Indiana; 
and 

A hill (S. 2406) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Atchison, in the State of Kansas. 

Also, that the Senate receded from its disagreement to the amend­
ment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolution of 
the Senate "to print the report of the National Academy of Sciences 
for the year 1888 '' and agreed to the same. 

The message further announced that the Senate requested the House 
of Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 2598) increasing 
the pension of Walker P. Harrison. 

Also, that the Senate had passed bills and a joint resolution of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 243) for the relief of Frank Della.TerreandSusanF. Della 
Terre, heirs of Peter Della Terre, deceased; 

A bill (S. 249) providing for the completion of the public building 
in the city of Pensacola, Fla., as originally designed; 

A bill (S. 298) to increase the accommodations at the marine hospi­
tal at Detroit, Mich. ; 

A bill (S. 405) for the relief of James A. Terrell; 
A bill (S. 460) making an appropriation for the purchaae of a site 

and the construction of a light and f'i)g-signal at the mouth of Coquille 
River, on the Pacific Ocean; 

A. bill (S. 681) making an appropriation for the benefit of the estate 
of William Moss, decease(\; 

A bill (S. 846) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay and the executors 
of Donald McKay; 

A bill (S. 1028) for the relief of William Bushby; 
A bill (S. 1258) for the relief of Charles Murphy; 
A bill (S. 1395) to amend sections 2275 and 2276 of the Revised Stat­

utes of the United States, providing for the selection of lands for educa­
tional purposes in lieu of those appropriated for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1456) correcting the military history of David A. Park­
hurst; 

A bill (S. 1512) to erect a public building at Lima, Ohio; 
A bill (S. 1762) to change the boundaries of the Uncompahgre res­

ervation; 
A bill (S. 1988) to establish a hospital and home for inebriates and 

dipsomaniacs in the District of Columbia; 
A. bill (S. 2200) for the reliefof Mary E. Johnson; 

. 
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A bill (S. 2695) in relation to a farm for the Indian training school ering protest of the people will soon enforce its recognition in the re· 
at Pierre, S. Dak.; establishment of that policy which tried by the test of actual results 

A bill (S. 2741) providing for sundry light-houses and other aids to vindicated alike its justice to all interests and to all citizens of the Re· 
navigation on the Great Lakes; public. 

A bill (S. 2845) to establish a public park at Pagosa Springs, in the The Government of the United States collected for the fiscal year 
State of Colorado; ending June 30, 1889, 5223,832,741.69 under the existing tariff, an av· 

A bill (S. 2960) to authorize the building of a bridge at Pine Bluff, erage annual tax, estimating our population at 65, 000, 000, of $3.44 per 
Ark., across the Arkansas River; f'.apita, an amount more than $121, 000, 000 in excees of the sum collected 

A bill (S. 3040) to establish a public park to be called and known as in any one of the four years of the civil war. This enormous drain 
the Royal Arch Park; upon the resources of the country was not levied upon the basis of 

A bill (S. 3050} to provide for the purchase of a eitc for a military wealth, as is the rule in respect to local taxation, but was imposed upon 
post near Eagle Pass, Tex., and for the construction of suitable build· foreign goods sold in the American market, and is therefore in its ulti­
ings thereon; mate result necessarily a tax upon those who consume these imported 

A bill (S. 3115) to puuish the unlawful appropriation of the use of the goods. 
property of another in the District of Columbia; It being thus a tax upon the necessities of the people ratherthan upon 

A bill (S. 3127) amending an act entitled ''An act to constitute Lin- their wealth, it would seem to be the part of wise statesmanship to lay 
coln Nebr., a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the act its heaviest emphasis upon the luxuries, which are consumed by the 
of J~ne 10, 1880, entitled 'An act to amend the statutes in relation to wealthier classes, and so to adjust the scheme as to meet only the de­
immediate transportation of dutiable ~oods, and for other purpos~,' to mands of the Gove:rnment administered upon a basis of judicious econ· 
said port of Lincoln;" omy. Under the present system the tariff taxes are heaviest upon the 

A bill (S. 3174) constituting Cairo, Ill., a port of delivery in the cus- prime necessai'ies of life and are greatly in excess of the amount re· 
toms-collection district of New Orleans; quired to discharge all the varied functions and obligations of the Gov-

A bill (S. 3190) to establish additional life-saving stations; ernment. 
A bill (S. 3191) for the relief of Albert Shell; SURPLUS AND BONDS. 

A bill (S. 3192) for the relief Qf John R. Blankenship; From the 3d of August, 1887, to the 3d of May, 1890, inclusive, a 
A bill (S. 3498) granting a pension to G. L. Pease; period of exactly two years and nine months, these unnecessary taxes 
A bill (S. 3545) to extend and amend ''An act to authorize the Fort upon the co::isumersofthe country have aggregated $374,287,819.01 of 

Worth and Denver City Railway Company to construct and operate a surplus in the public Treasury; sothat t;o anticipate theresnltant con­
railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes;" and gestion, and hence avert a financial crisis, the Secretary of the Treasury 

A joint resolution (S. R. 62) authorizing the Secretary of War to ap- bas been compelled to purchase $271,209,400 of Government bonds 
point a board of three engineers to examine and report on a national not due until 1891and1907. 
harbqr of refuge near the mouth of Delaware Bay suitable for deep- The enforced and premature retirement of these bonds has involved 
draught vessels. the loss to the people of$46,600,527.44 as premiums. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed without amendment That a proper conception may be had of such wanton prodigality, 
the bill (H. R. 9548) providing for the <;la.ssification of worsted cloths the fruit of this enormous and unnecessary burden upon the business 
as woolens. enterprises of the country, it may be stated that the aggregate amount 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATI, one of its clerks, was also of premiums paid in excess of the face value of the bonds is the equiva­
received announcing that the Senate agreed to the report of the com- lent of more than one-twentieth of the entire assessed value of all the 
~ittee of conference on t~e disagreeinl? vot~s o_f the two Houses on the property of Missouri, and in excess of the taxable value of all the real 
bill (S. 809) for the erection of a pub~ic buildm!! at 9hester, Pa. and personal property of the ten counties which constitute the district 

The meS13age also announced that, i:° accordance ~1th the requ~t of I have the honor of representing upon this floor. 
the House, the Senate returned the bill (H. R. 20o7) for the rehef of I Mr. Chairman, I thus briefly referred to the surplus millions of the 
Barent S. Van B_uren. . . people's money which have been wantonly diverted from their natural 

The message further announced. that the Senate ~ isagreed t? the channels, and to the use made of them by the Secretary of the Treas­
amend ments of the House to the bill (~. 1221) grantmg a pen~1on to ury, that we may discern the great weight of the burden this system 
Helen Plunkett, asked a c?nference with the Honse on the bill and thusincidentallyimposes. We must not in so doing, however, confound 
amendments, and had appomted Mr. SA WYER, Mr. DA vis, and Mr. the shadow with the substance, nor mistake the effect for the cause. 
FAULKNER as conferees on the part of the Senate. A redundant or depleted treasury may illustrate, but should never be 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. allowed to confuse, the argument. It would be a gross misapprehension 
of the respective positions of the two great political parties to revolve 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- this argument around the mere question of a surplus. 
mittee of the Whole on the sfate of the Union for the further consider- The surplus might be reduced or canceled in many ways; as, for in-
ation of t.he tariff bill. · stance, by extravagant appropriations or by the abolition of the whisky 

Mr. HILL. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that the tax, and yet would the burdens upon the agricultural and other un­
bill (H. R. G291) granting a pension to Delia T. S. Parnell was put over protected industries remain undisturbed. Great as might be the rela· 
from yesterday until this morning. I think it will delay the House but tive advantages of a liberated and affiuent circulation, still this issue 
a moment to dispose of that bill now. is subordinate and inferior in vital magnitude and importance to that 

Mr. McKINLEY. I suggest that the gentleman had better defer exigentandclamorousoneofenlargingthemarketsofagriculturalprod· 
the request for the present. We should probably make no progress nets and unshackling life's daily needs of unnecessary and paralyzing 
now in any mat.ter requiring a division. · taxation. Here, Mr. Chairman, is the gist of the controversy, and 

Mr. HILL. Very well. around this issue twines and clusters the entire argument. 
LEAVE OF ABSEKCE. I was pleased to hear on yesterday the confession that came from the 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: leader of the Republican side of the House [Mr. McKINLEY], when be 
To Ur. LEHLBACII, until Wednesday, the 12th instant, on account of reluctantly conceded the depression which now characterizes the agri-

important business. cultural interests of the country; and yet, Mr. Chairman, when gentle-
To Mr. DE LANO, indefinitely, on account of important business. men on this side in the great tariff debate of 1888 referred to that grow­

TARIFF BILL. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 

from Ohio [Mr. McK~LEY] that the House resolve itself into Com­
mittee of tbe Whole on the state of the Union for the further consider­
ation of Honse bill No. 9416. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 

(:Ur. P AYSO~ in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, theexerciseofthefunctionsof gov­
ernment involves the expenditure of money. Any system of taxation 
which may be devised to provide the necessa1·y revenue should illus­
trate the principles of perfect equality. The burdens of taxation have 
al ways been willingly assumed by the people when restricted to legiti­
mate public purposes, but history makes no record of an instance of 
their willingness to be hampe1·ed with exactions intended to subserve 
private interests. A tax so unjustly imposed may be disguised for a 
long ti me, but the device will al ways be discovered in the end. It has 
proven so with respect to the existing system of taxation, and the gath-

ing depression, now no longer denied, the statement was controverted 
by every Republican Representative on this floor under the lead of the 
eminent gentleman who now presides over this House. 

Mr. Chairman, I recall especially the declaration of the present chair· 
man of the Committee on Agriculture, Mr. FUNSTON, who ridiculed 
the statement that the farmin~ interest was burdened and depressed. 
Denfal is no longer possible, for to-day the most plaintive wail from 
that industry comes from the great State of Kansas, and from her 
farmers, who during the past winter have been compelled to rely on their 
surplus corn for fuel. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

MISTAKEN FARMERS. 

Sir, the time bas fully come for a change of this vicious financial 
policy which is rolling its wheels of Juggernaut across the prostrate 
body of agriculture in the service of discriminated and fostered cl~sses. 
The conditions which to-day confront the Western farmer are ommous 
of evil and somber with the shadows of neglected redress and reform. 
The farm-mortgage industry is spreading octopus·like all over the. 
Union, and has already embraced within its grasp the ferUle acres of 
the broad Wes~. 
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President Cleveland, in his ringing message to the Fiftieth Congress, 

characterized in :fitting terms the existing system of tariff taxation, 
and yet, sir, at every point of attack he was confronted by Republican 
farmers, who, echoing the assertions of Republican omtor.s and Repub­
lican platforms, prophesied of phantom disasters that were to follow 
hard upon the ad.option of a. "free-trade policy." The Republican 
farmers of the West, however, who thus apprehensively voted against 
Cleveland, low taxes, and freer trade, in advocacy of Harrison, high 
taxes, and as they thought of enhanced prices and better times, sit 
to-day, sir, dejectedly amidst the gathering shadows of disappointed 
expectations. The banners they carried in the last ca.mpaign on which 
was emblazoned the strange and anomalous device, ''Protection gives 
the farmer better prices for his products,'' are now silently folded 
away. 

Those farmers as they now return from the markets to their homes, 
mortgaged to Eastern loan companies, are grievoa'!ly and sorely dis­
comfited because they have realized lower prices for everything they 
produce, although but a little more than twelve months gone they i·e­
joiced in a great "protection'' victory that speciously assured to them 
all the boasted benefits of a ''home market.'' The prices of every item 
that goes to make up the agricultural output of a Western farmer are 
to-day ruling lower than they have for many years past, whilst the 
discontent and unrest of the farming classes a:re more pronounced than 
they have ever been within the period of our national existence. 

Mr. MORSE. Jnstatthis point, will the gentleman permit an inter­
rogatory? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 
Mr. MORSE. I want to ask the gentleman whether he does not 

think the interstate-commerce law interferes much more with the in­
terchange of commodities and has had more to do with the depression 
in the price of farm products than the tariff. 

Mr. DOCKERY. .Mr. Chairman, substantially the same condition 
of affairs, so far as the interstate-commerce law is involved, prevailed 
prior to its adoption a.s has prevailed 1mbsequent to it. 

In fact, the Jaw has been in operation but a little more thari three 
years. I may say further, Mr. Chairman, that this is not a temporary 
condition with which we have to deal, for, sir, hailing as you do from 
the great West, I feel assured that you will confirm the entire a-0enracy 
of my statement when I aver that in the entire West farm values have 
not at any time recovered from the depression consequent upon the panic 
of1873, whilst the decline, during the last ten years, has been so marked 
that we have at last reached a point where values have almost disap­
peared. 

The evidence of this disheartening condition is to-day disclosed on 
the streets ofour Western cities and towns in the public announcements, 
"Eastern money to loan on improved farms." LApplanse on the Dem­
ocratic side.] 

EXISTING CONDITIONS. 

In the light, therefore, of existinj!: conditions, which have made 
farming no longer profitable, and in the conviction that these condi­
tions are in a paramount measure the result of a discriminative sys­
tem of protective taxation, the Democratic party again proclaims the 
issue of tariff reform and will never strike its flag until there shall be 
re-established the perfect equality of affinterests under the law. 

The farmers of the United States, with slight variation of phrase and 
slighter variation of faet-I was about to say the mortgaged farmers of 
the United States-are vastly more int-eresred in a proper revision of 
the existing schedule of tariff taxation than perhaps any other class of 
our people, and for these reasons: that whilst the present vicious and· 
inequitable sysrem enhances the prices to them of those things whose 
demand is constant, indispensable, and relentless, they are at the same 
time compelled to resort to the markets of the world with their sur­
plus products, handicapped by restrictive trade regulations. 

This policy of exclusion has, in the language of the Declaration of 
Independence, ''cut off our trade with all parts of the world," whilst 
the farmer, its especial victim, is forced by the inexorable logic of the 
situation into the position of a free-trader a.s to his surplus prod­
ucts, and compelled to barter his only merchandise in utter disregard 
of the law of reciprocity. 

A policy of taxation, therefore, which will give the farmer all articles 
of necessity at a lower cost and at the same time permit an exchange 
of his surplus products for those he needs of other nations, offers to him 
the best and only guaranty of remunerative prices. For now nearly 
thirty years, Mr. Chairman, these desirable conditions for the farmer 
have been annulled by the Republican policy of discrimination and 
exclusion, sunendering the seas, with all their vast commerce, to Eng­
land and other nations, diverting the currents of wealth into artificial 
and arbitrary channels, multi plying pan pers among the laboring classes, 
and impoverishing the farming class, who constitute one-half of our 
population engaged in productive occupations. 

Mr. Chairman, I am aware that there yet remain some differences 
among our Western farmers as to the causes which have wrought the 
steady decline of the agricultural wealth of the nation; but, sir, itis be­
yond the pale of controversy and denial that a remedy must be speedily 
devised J,o check that disintegration and decay in the farming interest 
which are to-day illustrated in a mortgaged indebtedness swelling to 

appalling proportions. Sir, the We3tern farmers in other days were 
the heaviest depositors in our banks; at this time they are the largest 
borrowers. 

WHAT IS PROTECTIO~? 

Let·ns then endeavor, Mr. Chairman, to make an impartial exami­
nation of this question and to detect the vice inherent in and properly 
chargeable to the present protective system; and to accomplish this 
and so fix the responsibility we must first understand the exact nature 
and effects of the system. In this investigation let us not forget the 
fundamental proposition, so often repeated, that a tariff is a tax levied 
upon foreign goods, or, if you please, a tribute paid on such goods for 
the privilege of selling them in the American markets; and that when 
the scope of the taxing power is limited to a provision for the actual 
n~ities of the Government alone it is properly characterized as ''a. 
revenue tariff" or tax. 

A protective tariff or tax is however, essentially different both as 
to its purpose and effect, as will be readily recognized from the reading 
of the declaration of the last Republican national convention. The 
Republican position in respect to a protective tariff is stated in the fol­
lowing terms: 

The Repuhlica.n party would effect all needed reduction of the nation1'1 
revenue by repealing the taxes upon tobacco, which are an annoyance and 
burden to agriculture, and the ta.:x upon spirits used in the arts and for mechan­
ical purposes; and by such revision of the ta.riff laws as will tend to check: im­
ports of such articles as a.re produced by our people, the production of which 
gives employment to our labor, and release from import duties those n.rticles 
of foreign production (except luxuries) the like of which can not be produced 
at home. If there shall still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the 
wa.uts of the Government, we favor the entir6 repeal of internal taxes, rather 
than the surrender of any part of our protective system at the joint behest of 
the whisky trusts and the a.gents of foreign manufacturers. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, the avowed purpose or a protective 
tax is to prohibit competition by adjusting the scale of taxation upon 
foreign goods so high that foreign competition will be excluded from our 
market, or if the rate be not absolutely prohibitory it is at all events 
to.be fixed sufficiently high to enable protected interests to advance 
materially the price of their wares and merchandise. Inereased profits 
to protected industries is the 'logical intent of the Republican position, 
since the plea that protection protects their labor is only tenable on 
the assumption that the actual realization of increased prices enables 
them to advance the wages of their employes. 

It will thus be readily discovered that this system inures to the benefit 
exclusively of those industries so shielded from competition, since the 
Government is not a benefici;uy and can derive no revenue except from 
foreign goods brought to our market. The analysis of the theory of 
protection may be briefly resolved, therefore, into the proposition that 
a high tariff on foreign goods excludes competition in whole or in part 
anil that the absence of competition enables American industries to en­
hance the price of their products to the amount substantially of the 
tax; and, although it may be conceded in perfect frankness that this 
result does not always follow,yetwhere it fails to do so it is solelybe­
cause of domestic competition ensuing upon a production and dissem­
ination of the article in question so widespread as to preclude the for­
mation of a combinatiou for raising the price. The fact that protected 
industries are unwilling to surrender their protect.ion attests the truth 
of this statement. 

It follows, therefore, Mr. Chairman, as a logical necessity, that the 
enhanced price thus received by reason of the absence of competition 
constjtutes the "protection" on the article, whilst, at the same time, 
it can be neither successfully controvert-ed nor gainsaid that such in­
creased price is paid by those w bo consume; that is to say, the '' prorec­
tion" is ext.ended at the expense of the party who does the protecting, 
the American consumer. In this view it is at once desirable and per­
tinent to inquire as to the membership of this "prorective system," 
which bas so intrenched itself within the affections of its votaries that 
they prefer to strike off the tax from whisky, tobacco, and oleomar­
garine rather than "surrender any part" of their Government bounty. 

WAGES OF LABOR. 

Mr. Chairman, who, then, are the beneficiaries of the "protective 
system?" The laborers in protected industries are in no wise bene­
fited by its operation, although the manufacturers of protecred articles 
have constantly demanded and received the increased price under the 
direct plea that their laborers should share in such profits. The ex­
perience of the last thirty years not only attests the entire accuracy of 
this statement, but further shows that the laborers in protected indus­
tries have been at all times confronted with competition in the free­
tracle labor market, in no case receiving more than their competitive 
value in such market, where the wage is :fixed by the inexorable law of 
supply and demand. 

Ur. Chairman, I will not at present attempt to elaborate this phase 
of the tariff question further than to advert to the fact that the labor­
ing men in protected industries enunciated their views and conclusions 
for themselves in the recent Presidential contest. It is no longer in 
issue. The result in Connecticut, New Jersey, and other manufactur­
ing districts voiced their convictions for Cleveland and commercial free­
dom. 

They have learned by the bard lessons of experience how mislead­
ing and untrue was that motto displayed in the last 'campaign on 

-~:-~;{~: 
;, 

._ 

__ , 



0- ,.~_ ::-'•. ... • ... •. 

' 

.-

4310 

·, (:'; 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD~HOUSE. 

. ~.;,::. 

MAY 8, 

Republican banners which read "Protection fills the dinner-pail." that these countries do not now, nor have they within the past century, 
The Jaborers employed by Andrew Carnegie' at Pittsburgh who were produced a sufficient quantity of agricultural products to supply their 
compelled, subsequent to the eJection of Mr. Harrison, to submit to a home demand. Our agricultural exports for the fiscal year ending June 
reduction of their wages under the shadow of Pinkerton detectives, 30, 1889, amounted to $532,141,490, the principal items being: 
armed with Winchester rifles, know that their dinner-pails have not 
been so filled; and how often has it been in the history of the country 
that these dinner-paiJs have been filled by contributions from char­
itable people ! 

But I will not pursue this question further at the present moment, 
for I desire to review the condition of the farming population. 

l\fr. HILL. Will the gentleman allow a question? 
Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 
Mr. HILL. Before the gentleman leaves the point he has just been 

discussing, bow does he explain that the city of J olietl, one of the 
greatest manufacturing cities in the West, employing more than five 
thousand laborers, went Republican for the first time in 1888?. 

1\Ir. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman refer to labor employed in the 
penitentiary? 

Mr. HILL. No, sir. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Why, Mr. Chairman, I stated substantially that 

the laboring men employed in "protected industries'' had almost every­
where recognized the fallacy of the Republican position on this ques­
tion. I am not advised as to the conditions which prevailed at Joliet; 
but I do know that one of the district.s of the city of Chicago-a manu­
facturing district-sent FRANK LAWLER to Congress in 1886 backed 
by only 16 majority, while in 1888 on a platform of freer trade and 
lower taxes he was indorsed by over 6,000 majority. I have not re­
ferred to the city of St. Louis, in the State from which I come, for it 
is notorious and "known of all men" that the result in that city was 
largeJy due to the contribution of money by "protected industries," 
which ca.rried it for the Republican party and elected three members 
to this House. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I w&nt to say to the gentleman 
from Missouri, in relation to what he bas said as to the first election 
of Mr. LA. WLER, there was a controversy among the Democrats them­
selves that reduced his majority, and when he received the maj!lrity 
that the gentleman speaks of it was not because there was any defec­
tion in the Republican ranks, but that the two wings of the Democratic 
party in the district pulled together. 

.Mr. DOCKERY. It seems, however, Mr. Chairman, according to 
the gentleman's own statement, that the postion of the Democratic 
party did not lose Mr. LA. WLER any votes among the laborers employed 
in fhe "protected industries." 

l\Ir. CLUNIE (to Mr. DOCKERY). It also increased the Democratic 
vote in San Francisco 7, 000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. My friend from California suggests to me that the 
laboring men of San Francisco recorded their approval of Mr. Cleve­
land's position by increasing the Democratic majority 7,000 38 between 
1884 and 1888. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman has not answered my question. I asked 
him how he could account for the fact that the city of Joliet, Ill., which 
jg a city of 20,000 inhabitants, went Republican for the first time in 
1888, directly upon a protective tariff. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am not acquainted with the local conditions 
which prevailed at Joliet, but it is possible-however I do not assert 
it as a fact, as I do not know-that the same influences that were at 
work in the city of St. Louis might have also operated in the city of 
Joliet. 

Breadstuffs, including corn, com·meal, oats, wheat, o.nd wheat 
flour .............................. . ................................................................. $123, 876, 661 

Provisions, including beef, hogs, mutton, dairy products, etc ......... 104,, 122, 444 

~~-~~~n::·:::.:::·:.::::::::::::·:::.::::::::::::::::::·::.:::.:::::::::::::::::::::·:::::.:::::::::: J~:~~:m 
Again, Mr. Chairman, will some gentleman on the other side of the 

Chamber explain how it is possible to raise the price of agricultural 
products for the Western farmer by a tariff that shuts out competition, 
in the teeth of the fact that there is no competition? I await an an­
swer. [After a pause.] Don't all speak at once. [Laughter and ap­
plause.] Why, sir, the experience of all these farmers, as well as the 
statistics of the Treasury Department, will confirm the truth of the 
statement, when I affirm that foreign corn, foreign wheat, foreign cat­
tle, foreign hogs, and other like products, except for special purposes, 
are never sold in this market, nor would they seek a market here 
under a system of absolute free trade. 

l\1r. MORSE. Will the honorable gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question there? 

Mr. DOCKERY. With pleasure. 
1\Ir. MORSE. Does the gentleman pretend to say to the country that 

we have no competition in agricultural products coming from Canada? 
Mr. DOCKERY. I am obliged to the gentleman for the question, be­

cause it suggests another injustice in the operations of the existing tariff 
system. 

The Western farmers hav~ not been confronted with foreign compe­
tition in their home market, and no argument of the gentleman-it 
matters not how eloquent-can convince them to the contrary. The 
only agricultural competition worthy of the slightest consideration is 
manifest either on the Rio Grande or the Canadian border. 

The effect of the tariff, therefore, as may be plainly seen, is to bur· 
den the Western farmer without any compensating advantage, whilst 
at the same time it operates as a tax upon the Eastern farmer and 
those who labor in all the varied avocations along the line of our bor­
der, for the reason that they are compelled to pay the duty upon all 
their agricultural imports. In other words, it is cheaper for them to 
pay the duty upon agricultural produc;t.s than it is to pay railroad trans­
portation. In all such cases the duty is added to the cost of the article 
and paid by those who consume the imported agricultural products. 

1\Ir. MORSE. If the gentleman will assist me in abolishing the 
long and short haul clause in the infamous interstate-commerce law 
that will prevent this discrimination. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, well, I do not intend to be diverted from the 
discussion of the question under consideration. The responsibility for 
whatever defects there may be in the interstate-commerce law rest.s 
with equal weight upon both political parties, and it i8 not my purpose 
to occupy any part of the time allotted to me in the discussion of that 
question. 

Mr. Chairman, let us for a moment consider the nature of the so­
called competition which confronts the Western farmer and in the 
opinion of our Republican friends is the cause of the depression that 
now encompasses him about. It may also be well to advert briflfl.y to 
some of the remedies proposed in this bill. 

The statement of our foreign commerce for the last fiscal year shows 
that we exported 88, 600, 742 bushels of wheat, in the form of wheat and 

cAN NOT PROTECT FABMERS. fl.our, whilst our imports were but 1,946 bushels. The McKinley bill, 
Now, Mr. Chairman, let us inquire whether the fa.rmer is entitled realizing the imminent danger to the Western farmers by reason of such 

to membership as abeneficiaryofthe ''protective system." It is ma- large(?)importationsofwheat, proposes to relieve them from this peril 
terial to the proper understanding of this question to remember that by advancing the rate of duty on wheat from 20 to 25 cents per bushel, 
the purpose of the system is to prohibit '' imports of such articles as so as to hereafter keep out the 1, 946 bushels of foreign wheat. [Laugh­
are produced by our people," or, in other words, to keep out forei~n ter.] 
commodities the like of which ar~ raised by our own farmers. Tried M:r. MORSE. That is good so far as it goes. 
by this fundamental proposition, let us ascertain whether it is possible .Mr. DOCKERY. Why, Mr. Chairman, if my friend were acquainted 
to protect our Western farmers under any system of high tariff. I am with agriculture he would know that the 1,946 bushels of wheat was 
the more prompted to this inquiry by the demand of the Iowa Repub- bought by the farmers of the West and other sections of the country 
licall.8 in their recent platform for the " same protection to farm prod- for seed purposes, and that the effect of the McKinley bill, if it keeps 
nets that is t?iven to the products of labor in other classes." The out that 1, 946 bushels of foreign wheat and to that extent "relieves 11 

principal output of the farms of the West are corn, wheat, bay, cattle, the farmers from competition, will be to prevent those same farmers 
hogs, oats, potatoes, lard, butter, honey, rye, cheese, ap.d wheat fl.our. from securing superior seed-wheat from the older countries. Why, sir, 
I find the existing tariff tax: on the like foreign articles to be as fol- less than a. section of land in the agricultural district from which I 
lows: come will raise more wheat than was imported into the United States 

Corn, IO cents per bushel; wheat, 20 cents per bushel; hay, S2 per ton; cattle during the last fiscal year from foreign countries. 
and hogs, 20 per cent. ad valorem; oats, 10 cents per bushel; potatoes, 15 cents Again, l'lir. Chairman, official statistics show that during the last fis-
per busbel; la.rd, 2 cents per pound ; butter, 4 cents per pound ; honey, 20cents 
per gallon ; rye , 10 cents per busbel; cheese, 4 cents per pound; wheat flour, 20 per .::al year we sold to foreign countries 69, 592, 929 bushels of corn, w bilst 
cent. ad valorem. we UoU'1;ht in the same period from them only 2,388 bushels. The 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while the McKinley· bill advances ihe tariff McKinley bill, alert and ever-watchful, recognizes in the importation 
rates upon this entire list it still goes without saying that it is not of these 2,388 bushels of seed-corn a peril of overshadowing magnitude 
within the power of any tariff to raise the price of a single one of these to the farmers of my section, and forthwith advances the tariff rate on 
agricultural products, unle..~ it can be demonstrated that they are corn to from 10 cents to 15 cents per bushel, so 38 to hereafter prohibit. 
brought into competition with the like foreign articles. It is scarcely our farmers from polluting American soil with foreign seed-corn. 
necessary to refer to statistics to show the fact that instead of having I This is another measure of ''relief" that is offered to the farmers, 
"to meet foreign competition on our own soil European countries are and I leave it to the chairman of this committee, who is an admirable 
obliged to look to us to supply their own deficiencies, for the reason lawyer and I doubt not also an excellent mathematician, er to some 
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other gentleman on that side of the House, to estimate at his leisure wooL TARIFF. 

'moments how lonp; it will require such measures of ''relief" to lift Wool, Mr. Chairman, is the keystone of the arch which binds the 
'the mortgages that now encumber the farms of the West. [Laughter.] great body of agriculturists to the protective system. If it were pos-

The utter fallacy of the Republican theory, which assumes that West- sible to protect the farmer in any aspect or degree by a tariff it must 
ern farm products are brou?ht into competition with like foreign pro·d- be in respect to this one product. AB I have, however, discussed this 
ucts and can therefore be ' protected'' by a tariff! is further revealed question at some length on a. former occasion, I shall content myself 
in the following summary of our foreign trade for the last fiscal year. at this time with a bxief summary of its salient features. It is evident, 
These statistics are decisive and conclusive. They show that our then, sir, that wool offers the only basis upon which the Western 
ex.ports of corn-meal were 312, 186 barrels, while our imports were farmer can indulge the hope of sharing the benefits of protection, as it 
only 396 bushels; our exports of rye, 287,252 bushels, imports only 16 is apparent that foreign competition with any other product of the 
.bushels, and the exports and imports of other fa.rm products were as Western farm is a prima facie absurdity, tariff or no tariff. 
follows: Wool, Mr. Chairman, sustains a unique relation to tariff taxation be-

Tallow: Exports, 77,844,555 pounds; imports, only 34,931 pounds. cause this country not only produces less than one-half of the wool re­
Lard: Expom, 318,242,990 pounds; imports, only 1, 703 pounds. Bef:f, quired for home consumption, but also fails to produce all the classes 
'mutton, and pork: Exports, 286, 9911121 pounds; imports, but 215,- of wool essential in the manufacture of the best grades of woolen goods. 
'575 pounds. Bacon and hams: Exports, 400, 224, 646 pounds; imports1 Most of our wools are of the inferior grades and are best adapted to the 
but 272:130 pounds. Apples, dried: Exports, 22,101,579 pounds; im- "filling" of manufactured goods, while the superior fibered wools of 

1
ports, none reported. Apples1 green or ripe: Exports, 942,406 barrels; England and Australia are peculiarly adapted to what is classified as 
:imports, none reported. Oats: Exports1 624,226 bushels; imports, but "warps." Wools from the Territories and the Southwest are largely 
22,324 bushels. of the cheaper grades, and are hence valueless for the manufacture of 

I should now be glad, sir, if some gentleman on the other side would the better class of woolen fabrics unless mixed with foreign wools. 
kindly state to the Honse how protection could or did advantage the The most reliable estimate of the wool clip in the United States for 
'farmer in the sale of all the items which constitated the more than the year 1888 fixed the product at 265,000,000 pounds1 whilst the es­
five hundred and thirty-two millions of agricultural products sent to timate of our necessary consumption for the same year required 600,­
foreign markets during the last fiscal year. 000,000 pounds either of raw wool or its equivalent in manufactured 

Mr. Chairman, it is simply not possible to give the mortgaged Iowa woolen fabrics. The importation of raw wool for the fiscal year ending 
Republican farmers or any other farmers of the West ''the same protec- June 301 1889, was in excess of 126, 000, 000 pounds, thus leaving a de­
' tion thn.t is given to the products of labor in other classes;" neither is ficiency of a little over 200,000,000 pounds, which was overcome by 
it possible, as expressed in the phrase of the President1 to "apply the the importation of manufactured woolen goods amounting in value to 
protective principle to the products of our farms. n $52,6811482.56. On thesethe Government collected tariffta.Xesamount-

·A tariff under no conceivable guise, nor adjusted upon any possible ing in round numbers to forty-two millions. 
scale, can avail to raise the price of the corn consumed as fuel by the The present duty of 10 cents per pound on wool is largely instru­
farmers of Kansas or appreciate the price of any other product of the mental in forbidding the importation of foreign wool, the pernicious 
:field. It would be as logical to attempt to check the course of a Kan- effects of which are seen in the large importation of woolen goods of 
sas cyclone with a barrier of Kansas grasshoppers as to anticipate such foreign manufacture, and wholly out of foreign wool, thus depriving 
'results from a tariff. the American laborer, the American wool-grower, and the American 

Let me repeat again, li:Ir. Chairman, and emphasizethe proposition, manufacturer of business and employment to which theyarejustlyen­
that a protective tax can only benefit the products of labor in this titled1 and which would be secured to them under any correct system 
eountry when such products are brought into competition with like .of taxation. 
'foreign products, and that it is therefore apparent that the existing The interests of the wool-grower and of the wool-manufacturer are 
tariff rates, alike with the McKinley bill in their assumption of pro- indissolubly associated, the prosperity of the manufacturer being essen­
tecting the corn, cattle, hogs, wheat, and other products of the farm, are tial to the prosperity of the wool-grower, inasmuch as the former fur­
illusive, elusive, and delusive, a deception intended .to ensnare the nishes the only market for the disposition of that product. The ex­
ignorant and uninformed. Indeed, sir, there is only one product of isting tariff on wool averages 33.26 per cent., whilst the rate on woolen 
the Western farm that can, under the theory of protective reasoning, be goods averages 69.49 per cent.; and yet, sir, with these sturdy protect­
supposed in anywise to enjoy the benefits of the system, and that ive barriers1 the depression in both of these industries was never more 
article is wool. pronounced than at this moment. The price of wool bas depreciated 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. How about barley? How much barley was in a marked degree, whilst utter ruin and bankruptcy confront the 
brought into this country from Canada last year? woolen manufacturer. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have the statistics here. Doubtless the gentle- Since the election of Mr. Harrison upon a platform especially cham-
man is familiar with them. I believe there was a larger importation pioning protected wool and condemning "the proposition of the Demo-
of barley than of any other agricultural product. cratic party to place wool on the free-list, 11 at the same time insisting 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ten million bushels last year. that the duties on wool should be "adjusted and maintained so a.s to 
Mr. DOCKERY. Very well. So far as my section of the country furnish full and adequate prot.ection to that industry," woolen mauu­

is concerned, we have but little interest in the production of barley. facturers in large numbers have closed down, labor has been driven 
It is imported from foreign countries becauseitcan be produced cheaper into enforced idleness1 while scores of establishments have gone into 
elsewhere than we can produce it. the hands of receivers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What about flaxseed? Last year flaxseed to the Sir, if the existin~ depression in that industry continues the logical 
value of $7,691,763 was imported. Of beans and potatoes there were sequence of this phase of the protective system will be the expensive 
importations tothe value of $2,295,477, and ofsomeofthemoreprom- appliances of a national bankrupt act. That neither the wool-grower 
inent agricultural products, of which I have a. list in my hand, the ag- nor the manufacturer bas prospered under this policy of exclcJ:;ion the 
gregate importation was over $68, 000,000. history of these industries fully establishes. The rate of duty imposed 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, the explanation I have already on wool by the tariff act of ~larch 2, 1867, averaged 40.59 per cent., 
made of the operation of the tariff tax along the Canadian border ap- and was found to be so unsatisfactory in its operations that it was 
plies to all the agricultural products to which the gentlemen have re- slightly lowered by the Republican party in the act of March 3, 18831 
ferred.. I may add, however, that I could never understand the phil- in accordance with the recommendation of President Arthur. 
osophy that induced the Republican party to put a tariff tax on pota- The scale of taxation fixed by both measures wa.s intrinsically pro­
toes, unless it be an attempt, as I have beard suggested, to catch the hibitory, and their results may be scanned in the following brief re­
Irish vote. [Laughter.] In this view the tariff has proved to be a view and analysis. In 1868 the number of sheep in the United States 
dismal failcMe. amounted to 38,991,912, which after twenty years of protection had 

Mr. l\IORSE. There were three cargoes of potatoes brought from only increased to 42,599,079; in 1868 the value of our sheep was $98,-
Scotland to Boston last year. 407,809 and in 1888 only $90,640,369; in 1868 the wool product was 

1\Ir. DOCKERY. I have already given the explanation for that im- 180,000,000 pounds, in 18 8 only 265,000,000 pounds; in 1868 the im­
portation, and have nut the time to reiterate, as I notice that my time port of wool was 39,275,926 pounds, whilst in 1888, notwithstanding 
is fast passing and the gavel of the Chairman will soon descend. Be- the onerous duties on the foreign product, the import aggregated 113,­
fore passing, however, from this phase of the tariff question I desire 558, 753 pounds. 
to say that we purchased agricultural products of Canada for the fiscal Thus briefly analyzed these statistics tell a story of disaster to wool 
year ending June 30, 1888, to the value of $17,341,576, whilst for the under a system of protection for two long decades, showing an increase 
same period we sold to Canada surplus farm product..q amounting in ofonly 3, 607, 167 sheep, increased production of but 85, 000, 000 pounds 
value to $21,582,836. The policy of the McKinley bill is to prohibit (which is almost equaled by the increased importation of foreign wools, 
these exchanges, although it is apparent that the United States had amounting to 74,282,827 pounds), and a decrease in the value of sheep 
an advantage in the barter of $4,241,260. I may also add that I have of $7,767,440. These statistics furnish their own best commentary 
made a careful examination of the agricultural import trade of this when we remember that our population in these twenty years bas al­
COUlltry for the last fiscal year, and find that of these imports only $16,- most doubled; and, whilst it may furnish ground for reflection that the 
935,892 can be said to compete in any wise with the products of West- tariff barrier bas not at all times proven au effectual one, some of the 
ern farms; and, as a matter of fact, there is no real competition even to j 1argest importations offore:gn wool having been made under the sway 
this extent. of the highest protection, notably in 1871 and 1879, yet in all such in-
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stances the tariff has proved a grievous burden, the law of supply and 
demand being compe11ed to operate at the e:::tpense of the consumer. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do I understand the gentleman from Missouri to 
assert that the production of wool in this country has fallen off per in­
habitant since 1860? Is -he not aware that, on the contrary, it bas in­
creased from lf pounds per inhabitant to 5! pounds per inhabitant in 
that period ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not so state. I stated that the production 
of wool in this country in 1868 was 180:000,000 pounds and that in 
1888, notwithstanding the enormous increase of population, the pro­
duction was but 265,000,000 pounds, while the value of our sheep had 
decreased in twenty years about $8,000,000. These are t.he official 
figures and can not be called in question. I do not remember what 
the production was in 1860. 

FREE WOOL. 

Sir, there is but one a.venue of escape from the depression that now 
clouds the outlook of these industries and hinders their prosperity, 
and it is found in the pathway alone that leads to free wool and to a 
corresponding or greater reduction of the taxes on the manufuetured 
produc~. The results of such legislation will be to enable our manu­
facturers to secure all classes and grades of wool freed from the burdens 
of taxation and so to enable them to supply the American market with 
woolen goods, thus driving En gland from our markets where for so many 
years she has found a ready sale for about fifty millions annually of 
woolen goods. 

To this auspicious result will be added the establishment and en­
largement of a foreign market. Untaxed wool will then enable our 
manufacturers to sell their goods at a lower cost and thus give them 
that post of vantage in the marts of the world upon which our manu­
facturers of leather have stood since hides were taken from the duti­
able and placed on the free list in 1872. In this consummation the 
American wool-grower will reap the twofold encouragement of in­
creased demand and increased price for his product consequent upon 
the enlarged market for our manufactures both at home and abroad. 

That a mixture of American and foreign wools will, by reason of the 
facts to which I have adverted, inure to the benefit of our wool-~row­
ers finds ample evidence and confirmation in the sta-tement that wool 
was highe1· before the war, when free of duty, than it has been at any 
subsequent time. But even, Mr. Chairman, if it were true, as is claimed 
by our friends on the other side of this Chamber, that a remo>al of the 
duty on wool and a reduction on its manufactured products, as pro­
posed in the Mills bill of the last Congress, should result in the lower­
ing of the prices of such prod nets to the amount of the abrogated duty, 
still, sir, would I be found ndvocating the step, because it is in entire 
accord with the doctrine of the greatest good to the greatest number. 

.A.gain, M:r. Chairman, whilst the wool-grower may suffer some loss 
under the suggested remedy, the wool-consumer will be largely the 
beneficiary. The census reveals the fact in this connection that in the 
State from which I come there are nearly 1,000,000 more consumers 
than there are sheep; and as between the consumers and the sheep I 
have but little hesitation in declaring my preponderance of interest and 
sympathy for the consumer. (Laughter. J 

Let us examine for a. moment, however, the effect of removing the 
tax upon wool and reducing the duty upon its manufactured products 
as proposed in the bill of the last session. By the census of 1880 it ap­
pears that the population of the ten counties constituting the district 
I have the honor to represent was 158,316; the number of sheep, 182,-
369; the number of farms, 21,806; the production of wool, 1,016,148 
pounds; the average number of sheep per farm, 8; and the average 
pounds of wool to each farm, 46. If, therefore, the removal of the tax 
upon wool should entail a loss equal to 10 cents per pound of duty the 
average loss to each farmer would be $4. 60, a total loss to the ten coun­
ties on the 1,016,148 pounds of $101,614.80. 

In order, however, that we may fairly estimate on which side of the 
ledger the profit or loss should properly appear, it is necessary to take 
into a~count the saving effected by the lower price of the manufactured 
goods. The census of 1880 shows the t>er capita consumption of do­
mestic and imported wool in its various forms to be $6.50, which, multi­
plied by five, would show the average consumption of each family to 
be $32.50. The reduction of 29 per cent. upon manufactured goods 
proposed by the Mills bill would thus reduce the cost of woolen goods 
to each family in the sum of $9.42 ; and when from this is deducted the 
$4.60 of duty on the 46 pounds of wool raised on each farm, the result 
is a net gain of $4.82 to each family of five persons, or of 96 cents to 
each individual member thereof. 

Multiplying this individual gain by the total population of 158,316, 
we find that the annual saving to the consumers of woolen fabl'ics in 
my district, under the Mills bill, would be $151,983.36. Again, Mr. 
Chairman, by the official statistics of 1880, it appears that Missouri 
had a population of 2,168,380; number of farms, 215,575; production 
of wool, 7,313,924 pounds; number of sheep, 1,411,298; number of 
sheep to each form, 6; number of pounds of wool to each farm, 33. 
By applying the same method of calculation, we discover that free 
wool and a reduction of 29 per cent. on its varied manufacture would 
save to each family in the State, $6.12; to each individual Dlember of 
such family, 51.22; and to the entire population of 2,168,380, the sig­
nificant and handsome sum of $2,645,423.60. 

In the light, therefore, Mr. Chairman, of an unbiased consideratiop. 
of the relation of wool and its manufactured results to both the exist­
ing tariff and the prices realized under its schedules, the conclusion 
must be reached that the tax on wool is a hinderance to that industry, 
both operating to restrict the markets for its manufactures and en­
hancing the price of the products of a. commodity of universal con· 
sumption. 

And right here, Mr. Chairman, I desire to enter my emphatic pro­
test against that feature of the McKinley bill to which our attention 
was invited on yesterday which gives the foreigner the benefit of cheap 
American goods and denies that privilege to the American customer. 
This gross injustice is wrought in that provision of the bill which gives 
the manufacturer untaxed raw material for the goods he manufactur~ 
for the foreign trade whilst at the same time charging him the full 
duty on the raw material entering into goods for the home market. 

Mr. W .A.DE. Will my colleague yield for a question? 
Mr. DOCKERY. With pleasure. 
Mr. W .A.DE. I want to ask the gentleman if he does not know that 

the low rate of duty on lowt coarse grades of wool has driven the coarse­
wool sheep out of this country? Do yon not know that that is true 
of your own State? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir; I do not. Why, sir, that whole question 
was fully reviewed in the tariff discussion in 1888, and I thought my 
colleague from Missouri [Mr. WADE] heard the very elaborate presen­
tation I made of that subject at the time, but it seems to have escaped 
his memory. 

Mr. W .A.DE. Well, I say to my colleague that I do know that what 
I have stated is true. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The major part of the wool that we raise in this 
country consists of the lo wt cheap-grade wools which are produced in the 
Western States and Territories; and, to quote the language of the lead­
ing Republican paper of my State when defending the reduction of the 
wool duty in 1883, I will say that "wool-growing is bound to increase 
in importance on the plains and in Texas and California and to become 
less and less important in Ohio and the East, tariff or no tariff." 

Mr. W .A.DE. May I correct my colleague's statement? 
Mr. DOCKERY. I will hear the gentleman. 
Mr. W .A.DE. I want to say to you that if you know anything about 

this question you do know that there has been an increase in the fine 
wool sheep in this country; and you do know, if you know anything 
about it, that there has been a very large reduction in the coarse-grade 
sheep, and that the low rate of duty has prevented the growth of the 
coarse sheep and coarse-wool industry in your own State, and has in 
fact wiped it out. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I do not know what I know about 
this matter. [Laughter.] The gentleman's style of statement and 
argument are somewhat peculiar. It is not for me, Mr. Chairman, to 
pass upon the question of my knowledge or lack of knowledge on this 
subject, a.nd I certainly hope that the House will not be called upon t.o 
pass on the proficiency of the gentleman himself on this or other ques­
tions. [Laughter.] 

I desire, however, to say that whatever depreciation there may be in 
the value of sheep or whatever decrease there is in the number of sheep 
in my State has come to pass under a tariff which was enacted by the 
Republican party, over the protest of this side of the House. 

Mr. W .A.DE. Well. we are going to correct that now. 
Mr. DOCKERY. The revision of 1883 only made a slight redaction 

of the duty on wool. 
There is now a high rate of duty on wool, averaging, as I have here­

tofore stated, 33.26 per cent., and from 1867 to 1883 there was a still 
higher rate; so that whatever decrea.se there has been in my State~ 
the number and value of sheep has occurred under the highest wool 
tariff ever known in this country, and which was imposed by the Re­
publican party. 

HOME MARKET. 

Mr. Chairmant the illusory assumption that a protective tariff is es­
sential to the prosperity of our manufacturing industries and th~t with­
out the aid of such a bounty these great interests would decline a:nd 
decay becomes apparent in the history of the low-tariff era from 1846 
to 1861. The exhibit of official statistics alike with the"testimony of 
those who bad actual knowledge of the business operations of that pe­
riod established beyond cavil the marvelous prosperity of that epoch, 
a prosperity which was especially accentuated in what are now known 
as the protected industries. 

The great leader of the Republican party, Mr. Blaine, in his Twenty 
Years in Congress, himself bears witness to the accuracy of these facts 
so important in this connection, as upon the exp:ress claim that Gov­
ernment aid is essential to the establishment and continuance of man­
ufactures reposes the expensive fallacy of the home-market theory. A 
very large number of our agriculturists have hitherto maintained 
this theory and sustained the system under the apprehension that the 
abolition of protection would speedily result in ruin to the manufact.. 
urer and so drive those employed in manufactures into agrlcultu~ 
and other pursuits, crowding the already overcrowded, and thus lesit­
ening the opportunity to the farmer of disposing of his surplus prod­
ucts. 

'l'his assumption is wholly without substantial foundation in fact, as 
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the experience of these sixteen years abundantly attests. With the ad­
vantage of untaxed raw materials our manufacturerscouldsafelychal­
len~e the competition of the world in the sale of at le~t 90 per cent. of 
thell products. The home market they conld easily hold against all 
comers at least to that extent, the report of the Bureau of Statistics 
showing that under the low tariff of 1850 the United States consumed 
88.39 per cent. of our own manufactures; that in 1860, with a tariff 
still lower, the homeconsumption was 87.57 per c~nt.; and that in 1~80 
the percentaO'e was still more pronounced, the Umted States consummg 
of home-ma~ufactured goods 92.58 .per cent., with only 7.42 per cent. 
of foreign manufactures. 

We can therefore, as is thus seen, Mr. Chairman, challenge the com­
petition of the entire outside world, because with our superior ia.bor 
and unrivaled machine.ry, coupled with our natural advantages, we can 
manufacture at least this.percentage lower than any other nation of the 
earth. It follows therefore, that protection is not essential to the 
growth and develdpment of manufactures,. whilst at the same ti?le we 
have shown that the tax imposed under thlS erroneous hypothesis falls 
most heavily upon the unprotected farmers. 

The protective system, indeed, sir, not only fails to give the farmer 
the advantage of the boasted home market, but has further operated 
as a hinderance to him, in decreasing the profits on wbat he has to sell 
a broad. This additional damage is revealed in the reflection that com­
merce between nations is but an exchange of surplus products, and 
that such exchanp;e should be free and uninterrupted, subject only to 
such exactions as are necessary for legitimate governmental needs. 
Farmers moreover, are, more than any other class, interested in freer 
trade, o;, as our Republican friends would express it, " reciprocal 
trade " for the reason that they must :find a market abroad for a large 
per c~nt. of their products, the home market being an utterly inade­
quate one. 

The interests of the farmer, therefore, demanding an enlarged market, 
anything that operates in this behalf will in~e to his be~efit, and ~y­
thing that obstructs or limits the market will lessen his opportumty 
for satisfactory prices in exact proportion to the measure or extent of 
such restriction. The farm products of this country sold abroad dur­
ing the last fiscal year constituted abou~ 15 per cent~ of the entire agri­
cultural output, while the American manufacturers sold in the home 
market in 1880 their entire product, with the exception of 1.48 per 
ce~ • 

The average amount sold abroad of agricultural products for a num­
ber of years has been at least 15 per cent. of the entire crop. Th~ im­
mensity of this agricultural export is more clearly apprehended if we 
first deduct the consumption necessary for the farmers' own use, and 
when this obvious consideration enters into our estimate it will be 
found, Mr. Chairman, that at least one-half of all the surplus of the 
farmer goes abroad for sale. . 

We might pertinently Rtate just here that we sold abroad m 1880 
5. 7 per cent. of the value of our corn, 39.2 per cent. of our wheat, and 
12 per cent. of our meats. For the fiscal y~ar 1889 the per cent: of 
the exportation of corn and wheat was considerably less, corn being 
3.6 per cent. and wheat 21.3 per cent. In fact, there has been a de­
creasing exportation for l!everal years, exemplifying not an increase of 
home consumption, but indicating a decadence of the farm industry 
and consequent depreciation in the value of its products. 

Upon this point Senator TELLER, of Colorado, in a recent debate was 
coerced into an admission which was startling in its explicitness and 
significance. He confessed that although the wheat crop of 1880 ex­
ceeded that of 1889 by only 8,000,000 bushels its value was $180,-
000 000 greater ·and that whilst the corn crop of 1882 was actually 
500: 000, 000 bushels less than that of 1889 it was at the same time worth 
$78,000,000 more than last. year' s crop. 

He also furnished a graphic summary of t!:te whole situation in the 
statement that the farmer who in 1880 purchased a farm for which he 
expected to pay in corn and wheat found that he must now sen from 
135 to 140 bushels to realize what in that year he obtained upon 100 
hushels; that he must now part with 30 per cent. more of por~ t~an 
he did in 1880 to realize the same amount of money; and that a srnnlar 
ratio of depreciation ran through the entire range of farm products. 

Mr. Chairman, the disheartening facts as set forth by Senator 
TELLER have but recently received an alarming official confirmation. 
The Illinois .Agricultural Report Shows that the corn crop of that State 
for the year 1889 actually cost $10,000,000 more than its estimated 
value the latter, estimating the crop at 2~ cents per bushel, being 
placed at $58,337,0-19, while the cost of its production was $68,273,-
872. 

.And just here, sir, we must not forget that of the 17, 392, 099 persons 
engaged in the various avocations of life the farmers constitute 7, 690, -
493, or in round numbers one-half, furnishing products which amount 
annually to from 75 to 80 per cer.t. of the entire export trade of the 
com1try, while those engaged in manufactures constitute but2,623,089 
persons, or but 15 per cent of the entire population, while of the ex­
port trade they furnish only from 15 to 18 per cent. 

.A. careful study of these statistics only serves to emphasize the in­
equalities of the present system, an emphasis which grows sharper 
when we remember that the farmers of the United States, in 1880, 

had invested in farms and farm implements a total capital of$10,603,-
616,821, which yielded products valued at $2,213,402,564t whilst the 
manufacturers, with a. capital ofbut$2,790,272,606, realized a produ-ct 
the estimated value of which was $5,369,579,191. In other words, the 
manufacturers with but one-fourth the capital realized a product of 
more than twice the value of the farmers' product. These :figures fur­
nish their own significant commentary upon the relation of farmers and 
manufa-0turers to the '•home-market theory,'' as well as upon the profit.a 
realized in each industry. 

DISAPPOINTED REPUBLICAN FARMERS. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, discarding for the moment both theory and 
argument, let us come to a brief review of the condition of the home 
market, as its present status becomes peculiarly significant, following 
as it does so closely upon the recent triumph of the H home market the· 
ory." .A. little mol'e than twelve months ago the skies were radiant 
with auspicious omens to the Western Republican farmer; he stood 
upon the threshold of an era which seemed to him bright with the as­
surance of ''good times.'' 

With banners blazoned with stirring and exultant watchwords, with 
torch and transparency and the tread of a mighty host, he kept step to 
the music of protective promise.!. Was it st-range, Mr. Chairman, if 
his pulse beat strong and quick and his eye kindled with the light of 
buoyant hope? What, then, has been the outcome of Republican 
promises and the glowing anticipations they awakened in the mind 
of this WesternRepublican'.furmer? Why, sir, it has been far sadder 
than the hope deferred which maketh the heart sick. To him it has 
been the passing away of a delusion to which he bas clung for years as 
the prop of his waning fortunes. 

In the bitterness of bligllted expectations he feels that in the lan­
guage of Seri pture he has been wounded in the house of his friends; 
and to-day face to fa~e with mortgaged farm and ruinous prices his 
mind sadly reverts to the lamentations of Bunyan's pilgrim in the 
Slough of Despond. Will any gentleman on the other aide of this Ch~­
ber assert that this picture is overdrawn? If SP, listen to the adml.8· 
sion so recently reluctantly wrung from one of the leading Republican 
journals of the West, a paper which has been pronounced, persistent, 
and untiring in its advocacy of the protective theory: 

Their [the farmers'] business has become unprofita}?le, in spite of all their in­
dustry and econoruy; and they are firmly of the opinion that this is due to 
causes which can be and should be removed, causes for which they are not re­
sponsible, but which involve devices of injustice and unfairness aimed strictly 
against them. The prices which they nre obliged to accept for their grain are 
below the actual coi>t of production. There are millions of bushels of C<?rn 'tYeefi 
of the Mississippi River which will not bring enough to pay for taking i.t to 
market. Live-stock can not be sold for much above the expense of feedmg. 
The farmer can not get a decent remuneration for his labor in any branch of 
bis calling; he is lucky ifhe realb:es as much a.s a dollar a day,counting noth­
ing for interest on his investment. 

It will be seen a.ta glance that these people have substantial reasons for com­
plaint. There is manifestly something wrong somewhere, and they can not be 
blamed for seeking to find out what it is and to have it corrected. The familiar 
argument of overproduction is not a. sufficient explanation and answer in their 
case. They can readily sell all they produce at the prevailing prices, which 
proves that it is needed for consumption. The supply does not exceed the de­
mand or they could not sell the surplus at any price. They know very well 
that all the food products which they turn off year by year are consllJJ?-ed; and 
they have a right to demand a rea.sonable return for the work by wb!ch .tho99 
products are made available for the uses of all other classes. The question 1S one 
of vital importance to them. Adverse influences have plaeed them where they 
can not make a decent living by the hardest toil and closest saving; and they 
have a right to demand a fair share of the proceeds of their labor. 

Mr. Chairman, I speak within the limits of truth when I say, in 
view of the causes which have wrought this ruin, that I ha.Ye never 
read a more remorseless arraignment of the protective theory than the 
one so graphically portrayed in this editorial utterance. Its cold 
phrases read like a legal indictment.. Indeed, sir, it has more than 
one le.,..al resemblance; it sounds like the confession of the culprit who 
says, •'The game is up. .A.11 is discovered. I might as well tell the 
whole truth." 

.And yet, Mr. Chairman, in this unhappy confession there is one touch 
of irony so exquisite as to caBt a gleam of light upon the darkness of the 
picture. ''There is," says the writer, "manifestly something wrong 
somewhere;" that is to say, after more than a quarter of a century of 
protective treatment it is suddenly discovered that ''something is rotten 
in the state of Denmark," that the patient is sick well nigh unto death, 
and that his friends "can not be blamed for seeking to :find out what 
it is (this something wrong) and to have it corrected." 

Sir, this vision of calamity is not a mere flashing of the distempered 
fancy of the writer, but it is a. sober record of disMtrous fact.a! I hold 
in my hand the synopsis of a recent bulletin of the .Agricultural De­
partment, which I will read: 

The returns of prices of farm products to the Department of Agriculture o.re 
lower than ever before. The lowest average estimated value of corn in former 
year s was 31.8 cents in 1878, and since that date 32.8 in 1885. The present aver­
age is 29.1 cents. The average of wheat estimates is 70.6 cents. This is not the 
Jowest, as the average in December, 1884, was 64.5; in 1887, 68.1; in 1886, 68.7 
cents. 'l' he average price of oats is lower tho.n ever before reported. In 1878 
it w!ls 24.6 cents p er bushel; at the present it is 23 cents. Prices of barley, rye, 
and buckwheat are also very low. 

.And, sil, if it is necessary to emphasize the fact that there is ''some-. 
thing wrong somewhere" in our :fiscal policy, I have only to state that 
in the newspaper from which I clipped this synopsis appeared dis-

•1 



.:... -t- ... 

: 

.. 

· ... 

,, 

-.r,. -. ..: -

4314 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. MA_y 8, 

patches from Pittsburgh, Pa., announcing that representatives of the 
iron and steel manufacturers of the United States were assembling for 
the purpose of advancing prices. l\Ir. Chairman, these facts them­
selves contain a lucid exposition of the fallacy of the "home market 
theory." And, sir, of this great harvest of ruin now being garnered, 
the Democratic party has not sowed a grain. Against argument and 
admonition the Republican party has sowed to the wind, and it will 
reap the whirlwind in the reckoning soon to be had with a deceived 
and despairing agricultural constituency. 

There is, sir, an ingenuity of sophistry indulged in by the advocates 
of protection, whose aim seems to be to vindicate the policy of ''heads 
I win, tails you lose.'' When, despite their greatly advertised panacea 
of a'' home market:'' ruinous prices obtain for the products of the field, 
they are fluent with the laws of supply and demand; but when prices 
grow liberal and encouraging the argument is adroitly shifted and the 
result is attributed to the blessings of a high tariff. When congenial 
:European and Asiatic suns and propitious seasons make the competi­
tion hot and heavy in European markets and the Western farmer suc­
cumbs before it, then the law of supply and demand they declare to be 
unavoidable. 

If, however, flood, or frost, or adverse seasons, or other causes reduce 
the foreign yield, and hence the demand becomes imperative for our 
cereals, the result is, under the flexible logic of this system, accredited 
t.o protection. The tariff at once becomes the guardian genius of the 
golden grain, before whose magic wand the valleys burst forth into 
singing and all the hills clap their hands with joy. I have always 
heard, 1\Ir. Chairman, that it was a poorrule that would not work both 
ways, but, sir, in the operations of this "home market theory" we 
have~ law of such rare and unprecedented merit that its triumphant 
course is unaffected by the facts of the case, by the logical operation of 
cause and effect, or by the economic law of supply and demand. 

Indeed, sir, when protectionists draw upon the armory of political 
economy, they unwittingly choose a two-edged sword in their attempt 
to shelter themselves behind this law of supply and demand as an ex­
planation of the prevailing low prices, inasmuch as it inevitably and 
logically involves the concession that higher prices must be and are 
determined by the same law. 

TRUSTS. 

Mr. Chairman, I come now in the order of my argument to a con­
sideration of the protective system in its relation to those combinations 
which have so frequently and so arbitrarily limited production and in­
creased the prices of the prime commodities of life, and which in com­
mercial circles are classified as "trusts." And at the outset it is perti­
nent to remember that trusts were unknown during the low-tariff 
period, when the operation of wholesome and r~nable competition in 
all industries precluded their existence. 

Their baneful presence is the logical outcome of a closed market, 
which is it.self the characteristic result of the Republican policy of ex­
clusion; and in making this declaration I am not unmindful of the 
position of the Republican party as announced in their last national 
plattorm. This utterance, however, fails to accord with the views of 
the present Secretary of State and of the distinguished gentleman who 
at this time presides over the deliberations of this body, the former 
having declared in a speech at Portland, Me., during the fast Presi­
dential canvass that-

Trusts are largely private affairs, with which neither President Cleveland nor 
any private citizen had any particular right to interfere. 

Whilst the latter, in the great tariff discussion of 1888, expressed the 
conviction-

That 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 shall not, however, attempt to reconcile the conflicting opinions of 
platform and leaders, but will merely submit the views of these emi­
nent Republicans to the candid judgment of the Western Republican 
farmers who have during the last year been subject to the unprece­
dented exactions of trade combines, notably the binder-twine trust. 
The enhanced prices the farmers have been compelled to pay by reason 
of these organizations have coerced the Republican party of the West 
into a modification of its committal to protection, as appears from the 
recent Republican platform of Iowa. Here we discover that the de­
mand for protection to American industries is reaffimed, ''where it 
does not foster trusts or trade conspiracies.'' 

In this avowal of party faith there is a tacit confession that certain 
phases of the protective system do foster these ''trusts or trade con­
spiracies," although the platform fails to indicate the precise point in 
the line of protected industries at which the criticism is applicable. 
The evil being recognized only in general terms it becomes necessary 
that we first ascertain the exact nature of this disease which is so vexa­
tions to our agricultural interests, that we may thereby be enabled to 
suggest the remedy if it should be found to lie within the province of 
remedial legislation. A trust may be properly characterized as a 
combination of either individuals or corporations producing or dealing 
in a certain commodity which is so held or controlled by the combina­
tion in question that its production may be limited and its price thereby 
enhanced regardless of the cost of production, the supply of the article, 
or the demand therefor. 

It being impossible to successfully operate a trust where the pro­
d nction of the article is widespread and the know ledge of the methods 
of its production general, it follows that a monopoly must be and is 
necessarily antecedent to the creation of a trust. While a monopoly, 
then, is the very basis of a trust or trade conspiracy, such monopoly 
may be the result of either natural or artificial laws. AB an illustra­
tion of the monopolies that are the outgrowth of natural laws I might 
instance, as those most grievous and exacting, the anthracite coal trust, 
the Standard Oil trust, and the great cattle· trust or dressed-beef mo­
nopoly of Chicago. 

The anthracite coal trust is made possible from the fact that the 
production of this variety of coal is limited to a few mines in the State 
of Pennsylvania, whilst at the same time the ownership of the mines 
is confined to a few individuals. The Standard Oil trust is the result 
of the united ownership of a very great proportion of the wells which 
yield the oil, a trust originally buttressed by the discriminating fa­
vors of railroad transportation rates and now strengthened by the ex­
clusive ownership of the patent for refining the oil. The Cattle trust, 
or dressed-beef monopoly, of Chicago, is the association of Nelson l\for­
ris, Swift., Armour, and a few others, for the purpose of forcing down 
the price of cattle, and thus securing this product at ruinously low fig­
ures for the use of this gigantic combination. This trust, which has 
plundered the farmers of the West by its ruthless and unscrupulous 
exactions, is a gross perversion of honest business methods and a trav­
esty upon every element of fair dealing. 

This special monopoly seems to be, in a certain measure, the out­
growth of our artificial and stimulated commercial civilization which 
calls for the aggregation of vast sums of capital and extensive appli­
ances of improved machinery, thereby operating to exclude the organ­
ization of less pretentious industries and enabling these colossal trusts 
to overawe and intimidate competition. They are hurtful to every in­
terest of the farmer, and whatever authority can be constitutionally 
exercised by Congress, the State Legislature, or the j ndiciary should be 
summarily interposed to subvert their power, and so limit prices to an 
equitable and legitimate profit upon invested capital. I am greatly 
gratified, sir, to be able to say that the Legislature of my own State has 
given a swift response to the demand of the people in this behalf by the 
enactment of a law that revokes the charters of all corporations which 
have so conspired and confederated against the general welfare. 

It is not claimed that these types of trusts are related to tariff taxa­
tion any further than in the sympathy or kinship that must logically 
be developed because of their nature, effects, and general character­
isti~. 

TARIFF TRUSTS. 

The tariff, however, in its ultimate effect has fostered trusts by ex­
iling competition, and thus establishing monopolies. A monopoly is, 
moreover, as heretofore stafod, essential to the organizn.tion of trusts, 
because they can not prosper in the presence of competition, and there­
fore, wherever monopoly is, trusts follow as richfruitageand inevitable 
sequence. That great political economist, John Stuart M:ill, has well 
expressed the causes which establish monopoly in the pithy statement 
that ''Where competition is not, monopoly is," or, as expressed by an­
other eminent writer, "Where combination is p0ssible, competition 
impossible.'' 

The responsibility may therefore be located in the general averment 
that a high tariff precludes competition and that the absence of com­
petition establishes monopoly, which in its turn encourages trusts, 
these not being able to exist when confronted with the healthy com­
petitive laws of unfettered trade and commerce. 

One phase of the theory of "protection," Mr. Chairman, seems, in­
deed, a fair fabric, beautiful to contemplate, resting as it does upon the 
guileless assumption that when foreign competition is excluded do­
mestic competition will insure reasonable prices; but this illusion, which 
entirely ignores the selfishness of human nature, has been rudely dis­
pelled by the logic of the situation. 

The trust conspirator is fully indoctrinated with the idea of the Re­
publican party that it is a sound public policy which banishes foreign 
competition, and he therefore logically proceeds to take the additional 
step of crushing out home competition as well, and hence it is that the 
sugar trust, the castor-oil trust, the linseed-oil trust, the nail trust, 
the binder-twine trust, and hundreds of other organizations equally 
rapacious have plundered the farmer and wasted his substance. 

The paternal theory, therefore, Mr. Chairman, which finds expres­
sion in an obstructive tariff, is tbe origin ofthoserichandpowerful as­
sociations which combine and confederate to dictate the amount and 
cost of life's inexorable necessities . 

These tariff trusts, sir, are an increasing menace to our commercial 
prosperity, and no remedial legislation will be of enduring efficacy 
which shall deal alone with the symptoms and not the source of the 
evil. You must strike at the root in order that the branches may 
wither. With the removal of this obstructive tax will follow the 
normal flow of wholesome competition which will forever banish from 
our body politic these obnoxious parasites whose life springs from this 
prolific fountain of our great economic ailments. 

Before paggjng from this question, Mr. Chairman, permit me t.o ex­
press the obligation I feel to the binder-twine trust, which has prob-
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ably had more to do with striking: the scales of the protective theory 
from the political vision of Republican farmers than any other one 
~use, and which has at last aroused them to the necessity of an en­
larged market for their products, as well as cheaper necessaries oflife, 
if they shall ever hope to pay the East.em mortgages which now encum­
ber their farms. 

FARM MORTGAGES. 

Now, :Mr. Chairman, let us review somewhat farther the condition 
of the American farmer as it has appeared for now nearly three dec­
;i.des under the ample and unbroken sway of the protective policy. 
If it can be shown that the syste.m has brought prosperity and happi­
ness to the farmer and has secured to him bis just share in the distri­
bution of wealth, then I am quite willing to concede to the Republican 
party a monopoly of merit and distinction, since every line of high­
tariff legislation has been placed on the Federal statute-books by t,he 
votes of the Republican party and against the. protest of the over­
whelming majority of the masses Of the Democratic party. 

l\Ir. Chairman, it is well now and then in the controversies that may 
be bad upon varying questions of public policy to discard theorie3 and 
discussions for the time, and by the test of experience and actual re­
sults determine the merits or demerits of the subjects under considera­
tion. For instance, if it be found that the agricultural wealth of the 
country has kept pace with the accumulation of wealth in other de­
partments of industry and that comfort, prosperity, and happiness 
have characterized the farming classes, then it must be conceded that 
this policy is without fault and beyond the pale of candid criticism. 
Tried by this standard, let us ascertain whether wealth has in reality 
been added to the farmers of the country. And just at this point, be­
fore attempting a brief summary of the essential :tacts of the case, I 
wjsh to advert to one phase of the agricultural industry pregnant with 
present evil and ominous of ultimate disaster. I allude, Mr. Chair­
man, to the widespread presence of the farm mortgage. 

Sir, I remember that in the great tariff debate of 1888 the eminent 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] employed his most pungent satire 
in ridiculing the assertions of this side of the House touching the im pov­
erishment and mortgaged indebtedness of the W estem farmer. Revert­
ing to a Western trip, his comment was that "the land was so rich that 
if we had an acre of it in Maine we would have sold it by the bushel.'' 
Why, sir, the statement of the gentleman but gives a deeper color to 
the picture of disaster, for manifestly a soil of such prolific and redun­
dant virtue can only fail of a satisfactory reward to the labors of the 
farmer when hampered by the extraneous and unnatural conditions of 
'an inequitable and oppressive tariff. 

It was never intended, Mr. Chairman, that such soil should be 
weighted with mortgages, and yet under a system of unequal taxation 
the "farm-mortgage industry" in the great West is perhaps the most 
vigorous of all the "protected" industries. For illustration, let us 
refer to the State of Illinois, where this industry bas found full scope 
and ample play. Of that great Commonwealth, whose borders were 
never vexed by guerrillas, whose citizens were never pillaged by ar­
mies, and whose population is industrious and frugal, we have upon this 
question a recent exhibit emanating from Republican authority. 

The official report of the Illinois bureau of labor statistics for 1888, 
on page 36, gives the following grim exhibit of the mortgaged indebt­
edness of 102 counties: 

Lands ............................ .. ....... _ ...........•...•.. 
Lots ......................... ............. •··•··············· ··· 
Chattels ........................................ ............. . 

Totals ....••. : ................................ ~······· 

*Acres. 

Whole 
number of Cash total 
mortgages. 

92, 777 l!H7, 320, ffi4 
142, 750 246, 704, ff2'l 

74, 740 22, 354, 187 

310, 267 416, 379, 068 

t Lots. 

Property 
encun1-
bered. 

*8,082, 794 
t237,336 

Mr. Chairman, we further learn from the same official record that in 
the year 1887 alone there were filed 25,334new farm mortgages, aggre­
gating $37,04.0,770 and covering 2,178,532 acres of land. We have 
here, then, the startling revelation that of the immense farm-mortga!Ye 
indebtedness for the whole State of $147,320,054 upon 8,082, 794 acr~. 
very nearly one-fourth of the amount was contracted within the year 
1887, and yet, sir, this is far from an exceptional disclosure as concern­
ing our great agricultural domain. 

The untoward experience of the Illinois farmers is even more pro­
nounced in Kansas, Iowa, Michigan, l\Ii.swuri, and other Western agri­
cultural States, but I have selected the imperial State of Illinois to 
illustrate the ruinous decadence of agriculture because we have here 
the seal of official testimony. In this splendid Commonwealth we see 
the cumulatirn and acceleratied sweep of disaster in one year alone, 
and when for the whole country the record is made up there will be a 
kindred story for the hills and valleys of New England, which bask in 
the sunshine of perpetual protection, and for the almost illimitable ex­
panse of fertile soil that stretches away from the Alleghanies to the 
golden shores of the Pacific. 

I can not forbear, sir, a single further allusion to the comment of the 
ge?tleman from Maine when he happily described the wealth of our 
soil, but the fallacy of whose inference may be well understood when 
the Illinois bureau of labor statistics, in their annual report for 1888 
state that the heaviest mortgages in that State were found in the twenty~ 
one counties possessing the greatest wealth in agricultural lands. I 
quote the exact language of the report in respect to this point. 

These twenty-one counties, while encumbered with the great~t amount of 
~ortg~ge debt, at the same time possess, with few exceptions, the greatest wealth 
m agricultural lands. The general deduction from this grouping is that the 
counties enumerated, constituting 20 per cent. of the whole number, contain 31 
per cent. of the t-0tal acres, represent 38 per cent. of the total value, and sustain 
41 per cent. of all the mortgage debt of the State. 

An examin.ation of the table giving the mortgaged indebtedness of 
these twenty-one wealthy agricultural counties shows that they com­
prise 10,807,767 acres, that their assessed valuation is $382,091,637 
and that the mortgaged indebtedness thereon is $59,303,326. In othe; 
words, more than one-six.th of the entire value of the agricultural 
lands in these counties is encumbered, and the average encumbrance 
per acre is $5.48. The ex.tent of the burden is l1uther revealed in the 
fad that these counties represent more than one-third of the total value 
of the property of the State and carry the. weight of nearly one-half of 
the entire mortgaged indebtedness. The statistics are offici~ and, 
coming as they do from Republican sources, can not be successfully 
challenged by Republican partisans. 

Their value in relation to this question of farm mortgages is espe­
cially significant when we remember that .Missouri and Illinois are two 
of the most prosperous States of the West. If in these great Common­
wealths, blessed with their natural affluence of soil, the farmer is driven 
to the mortgage market, what must be the fate of their less favored sis­
ter States? Or, to use the striking figure of Scripture, •'If they do 
these things in a green tree, what shall be done in the dry?" Sir, 
in every campaign we hear much of the prosperity and wealth that 
have come to the nation under this system of taxation, but is it not 
already apparent that the farmers have not received their just and com­
mensurate proportion? 

No class of our citizens is entitled to higher meed of praise than are 
the farmers for the true and sterling qualities that constitute the glory 
of American citizenship. They are sober, industrious, enterprising citi­
zens, are not protected by the provisions of any eight-hour law, but 
with tireless energy from early morn till late at night do they labor 
with brain and muscle to acquire those resources which alone can give 
the leisure so essential to mental culture and intellectual growth. If, 
therefore, we find that the distribution of wealth has gone into other 
hands, to the detriment of the farmer, it must be conceded that the 
fault does not lie at the door of this toiling class of our people. 

Before passing to a review of the distribution of wealth, I desire for 
a brief moment to express the gratification I feel in view of the passage 
of the law which so recently received the approval of this body, a law 
demanded with almost entire unanimity by the farmers and labor or­
ganizations of the country. It provides-

That it shall be the duty of the Superintendent.of Census, in addition to the 
duties now required of him by law, to ascertain the number of persons who live 
on and cultivate their own farms, a.nd who live in their own homes and the 
number who hire their farms and homes, and the number of farms a~d homes 
which are under mortgage, the amount of mortgage debt, and the value of the 
property mortgaged. He shall al!!O ascertain whether such farm.s and homes 
have been mortgaged for the whole or part of the purchase-money for the same, 
or for other purposes, and the rates of interest paid upon mortgage loans. 

Mr. Chairman, I beg the indulgence of the House to state that at 
the beginning of this session I introduced a bill sa.bstantiallythesame 
with the law which I have just quoted; ,'\nd it therefore afforded me 
peculiar pleasure as a member of the conference committee to unite in 
the favorable report recommending its passage after having secured tbe 
adoption of an amendment making the law effective. An important 
effect of the law will be the disclosure to the country of the amount 
of the mortgaged indebtedness of the farmers and thus to place beyond 
further controversy its vast and alarming aggregate. It will furnish 
a revelation, sir, of an appalling condition of affairs which, although 
not due alone to one cause, yet, in my judgment, is in a paramount 
measure due to the existing system of ''protection." I do not by 
any means ignore the pernicious consequences of a contracted circula­
tion which is so largely due to the hostility of the Republican party 
towards silver, but the limitations of my subject preclude the indul­
gence of any amplification of this topic. 

THEN .AND NOW. 

Mr. Cb~irman, let us now scan the financial horizon and see where 
the aggregation of wealth is to be found. . 

Prior to the great civil war the accumulation and distribution of 
wealth bad kept substantial pace with the increase of population, and, 
as the popu1a.tion like ''the star of empire west ward took its way," so 
did the distribution of wealth go hand in band. Let us make a brief 
comparison of the condition of the farmer then and now. Then the 
farmers owned in round numbers one-half of the entire wealth of the 
United States; in 1880, after two decades of protection, they owned 
in round numbers but one-fourth of that wealth; and, while laying no 
claim to gifts of prophecy, I yet venture the prediction that the census 
of the present year will disclose the fact that although numbering one-
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half of the entire population, they own less than one-fifth of the wealth 
of the Republic. 

In 186-0, after sixteen years of just and equal laws, the per capita 
wealth of each citizen of the agricultural States wns found to be $507, 
while the average per capitia in the manufacturing States was $529; in 
1880 the startling disappearance of analo~y was revealed in the state­
ment of per capita wealth in the agricultural States of only $673, while 
the average in the manufacturing States had swelled to the utterly 
disproportionate figure of $1,353; in 1860, after a decade of equal taxa­
tion, the average wealth of each farmer had increased from $171 to 
$254, while from 1870 to 1880, under high tariff, the increase of wealth 
was only from $231 to $241 per capita, showing an actual los.s of $13 as 
compared with 1860. 

In other words, the increase of individual wealth among the farmers 
was eight times as great during low tariff as during high tariff. In 
1860, after a decade of low tarift~ the increase of the value of agricult­
ural property amounted to $3,013,149,483, or 6.6 per cent. annually, 
while from 1869 to 1880 the increase was but $4,123,588,377, or not 
quite 2~ per cent. annually. 

It is pertinent to observe in this connection that the increase of oar 
population ba.s been at a very rapid ratio, and that this ratio has far 
exceeded that of the increase of the individual wealth of all classes, 
the average yearly increase of individual wealth during ten years of 
low-tariff era having been $20.60 as against an annual increase of but 
$9.10 during the high-tax period from 1870 to 1880. 

In 1850 the farmers sold abroad about one hundred and eight mill-
. ions of agricultural products, which under the laws of rticiprocal trade 

increased to an amount exceeding two hundred and fifty-six millions in 
ten years, a total increase of one hundred and forty-seven millions, or 
136 percent. in ten years; while in 1880 the increase of the farmers' prod­
ucts sold in foreign markets was only two hundred and seventy-five 
millions, or but 107 per cent. in twenty-nine years. These figures tell 
the story of restricted agricultural markets more eloquently than any 
words of mine could do, however carefully studied or chosen. They 
proclaim the necessity of the speedy abandonment of the utterly futile 
policy which attempts to sell in every market of the world and buy in 
none. 

Ten yf'..ars of low tariff increased the wealth of the agricultural States 
163 per cent., while twenty years of high tariff showed an increase of 
but 127 per cent. Then the population of the agricultural States was, 
in round numbers, 20,000,000 and the per capita wealth $507, while 
in 1880 the population was, in round numbers, 35,000,000 and the 
average per capita wealth only $673. Then the West was the almost 
exclusive owner of its own wealth; now the ownership of Western 
State and county bonds, Western telegraph lines, Western mining 
stocks, Western farm mortgages, and Western railroads is to be found 
in the'' industrial States;'' then the center of population was substan­
tially the center of wealth; now, although the center of population is 
but a few miles east of the city of St. Louis, the center of W6alth is to 
be found in the States east of the Alleghanies; then, the farmers were 
thrifty and prosperous, with a surplus t-0 their credit in bank, while 
now they are dispirited, discouraged, and under the dominion _of low 
prices and mortgaged indebtedness; then farming was profitable; there 
were no abandoned farms in Vermont, New Hampshire, and other New 
England State.a; neither did mortgages vex the farmers of the West and 
exhaust their earnings; then there was no enormous aggregation ot 
wealth in the hands of the few, only two or three men among all the 
population of the United States being reckoned as millionaires, while 
now, under three decades of protection, wealth has agp;regated to colos­
sal proportions in the hands of corporations and individuals, and thou­
sands of our citizens in favored industries can count their wealth by 
millions, whilst of all this vast number of millionaires not one of them 
is a farmer. 

INEQUALITill:S. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire for a moment to allude to a feature of the 
present tariff which most unjustly augments its intrinsic hardships. I 
refer to the employment of the specific rather than the ad valorem basis 
for the.collectionofduties-thatis tosay, thebasisofweight, measure, 
and number rather than the basis of the intrinsic value of the articles. 
The effect of a tax upon quantity regardless of value is to increase the 
cost in the purchases of the poor and diminish the cost in the pur­
cha5es of the rich. The chairman of the Committee on Ways ancl 
Means of the Fiftieth Congress [Mr. MILLS] in a very able report has 
abundantly illustrated the injustice of the principle in it;s practical 
operations under the present tariff, and I shall therefore simply em­
ploy a few of his citations: 

Ha.ts that cost 81.68 per pound pay a. tax of 60 per cent., while those that cost 
32 cents per pound pay 75 per cent. duty; knit goods that cost Sl.78 per pound 
pay 60 per cent. duty, while those that cost 28 cents per pound pay 70 per cent. 
duty; woolen cloth of the value ofSl.74 per pound pays 60 per cent. duty, while 
cloth that costs 60 cents pays 91 per cent. duty. 

l\Ir. Chairman, as great as are the discriminations here presented, 
their injustice is aggravated under the McKinley bill. I quote a short 
presentation from the recent report of Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, who 
says: 

'Ve can not undertake here to point out in detail the numerous increases in 
the rates of duty on imported goods which this bill proposes to make, but a. 

few will suffice to show the genera.I cba.ract~r of the measure and the purpose 
of its authors and supporters. The lowest grades of woolen yarn, worth not 
over 30 cents per pound, are to be subjected to a. duty of 112 per cent., while the 
most costly yarn will pay 72 per cent. One grade of coarse, cheap blankets 
will be required to pay 105 per cent., but the finest blankets will pay 72 per 
cent. 

The coarsest and cheapest woolen hats will be subject to a. duty of Ill per 
ceat. and the flaest to 66 per cent.. Women's and children's cheapest dress 
goods with cotton warp a.re to be taxed 106 per cent. and the finest 73 per cent.. 
'.rhe lowest grade of woolen cloths will pay 125 per cent. and the highest grade 
86 per cent. The cheapest qualities of knit goods for underwear range from 112 
to 138 per ceut., but the finest and most expensive will pay 78 per cent. Woolen 
shawls of the coarsest and lowest grade, used by the poorest people, wlll pay 
135 per cent. duty and worsted goods of the loweit i:rade will pay 130 per cent., 
while the highest grade will pay 90 per cent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, without furtb,er reference to the ample illustra­
tions of these admirable reports, it does seem that there is in this feat;.. 
ure of the tariff a wanton repudiation of the interests of the great masses 
of our countrymen which entitles it to unmeasured condemnation. 

INVENTIVE GENIU!l. 

I trust, sir, that I may be indulged one further moment in a very 
brief reference t-0 the absurdity of the attitude in which the most adroit 
advocates of a protective tariff are at present placed. Their imme­
morial vindication of the system has been the argument that it ena­
bled the manufacturer to pay better prices to his employes, which man­
ifestly under their theory can only be done by enhancing the price of 
the manufactured product. 

When, however, causes to which the tariff is in no wise related have 
reduced the prices of manufactured. commodities they avow this hless­
ing as an additional benefaction of the same tariff, and hence involve 
themselves in the dilemma upon either horn of which they were most 
summarily impaled by the unanswerable logic of the distinguished gen­
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] in his memorable address be­
fore the House of Representatives May 19, 1888. 

John Randolph of Roanoke once used, in reference to a case analo­
gous to this, the convincing metaphor that no man could ride on boili 
sides of a sapling at the same time. And yet, sir, the sagacity which 
can construct a system of political economy demonstrating how price8 
can be raised and lowered by the same cause at the same time could 
give John Randolph's horseman valuable pointers upon experiments 
far more difficult than the one with the sapling. 

Sir, the wonderful discoveries and applications in the use of steam, 
of machinery, and electricity have alone wrought this benig:n result. 
The spirit of invention has brooded upon the troubled waters of human 
toil until the transformation is the marvel of the age. By the. aid of 
labor-saving machinery 600 hands in the manufacture of agricultural 
implements now do the work which formerly required about 2, 200. In 
the manufacture of boots and shoes one hand now does the former work 
of 5. In making carpets one man now acoomplishes that which formerly 
required from 10 to 20. 

In spinning one man now achieves the results which formerly de­
manded between 75 and 100; and in the great industries of cotton and 
woolen goods, iron, steel, sawed lumber, paper, fl.our, and grist-mills 
517,299 persons now perform the work that formerly required the labor 
of 15,495,093 persons. Further amplification is unnecessary, and when 
we remember the additional fact of the practical annihilation of dis­
tance and greatly reduced cost of transportation, it follows inevitably 
that the immen.&e increase of production carries hand in hand its own 
reduction of prices. 

THE REMEDY. 

Mr. Chairman, the conclusion of this argument, in so far as it affects 
the interest of the farmer, may then be concisely formulated into the 
proposition that the tariff increases the cost to him of almost every 
article he is compelled to buy and decreases the profits upon every 
product he is compelled to selL As a single illustration of its first 
effect, it· may be stated that for the last fiscal year the value of the 
import trade of this country exceeded seven hundred and forty-five 
millions, of which amount nearly two hundred and fifty.seven mill­
ions consisted of raw materials, entering into our manufactures, and 
upon which the American manufacturers paid duties amounting to 
thirty-eight millions. 

Now, whilst this very large tax upon raw material is of itself suffi­
cient to drive our manufacturers from any neutral foreign market, for 
the reason that it so largely enhances the cost of their products, its ef­
fects at home are more disastrous to the farmer, increasing as they do 
tbe cost to him of his daily garments, of the too1s of his handiwork, 
tbe fabric of his shelter, and of the very covering of his bed. In this 
connection it must not be forgotten that all the damage wrought to the 
farmer is not in the direct and obvious enhancement of price on what 
he buys, but that in manifest, indirect ways this protective tariff oper­
ates to his further detriment. 

For example, as is shown in a recent article in The Forum, by the 
able gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], the tariff on steel rails 
increased the cost of the construction and operation of railroads from 
1871 to 1882, inclusive, to the extent of one hundred and eighty-eight 
millions. Now, while the railroads made the original payment of this 
increased price we yet know that at last every dollar so unjustly taken 
by the steel-rail manufacturers is exacted by the railroads from their 
customers the farmer being their largest patron. The reduced price 
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for the farmer's output at the point of shipment or the increased out­
lay for transportation paid by their agents at the city stock-yards re­
'1eal the extent of this indirect tax, which is all the more reprehensible 
because of the insidious and stealthy methods of its approach. 

The remedy, Ur. Chairman, for these primary and patent hardships 
forced upon our agriculturists is as simple as the duty of the National 
Government is responsible and serious. Lessen and relieve these hard­
ships, strike the taxes from the articles in daily use among the people, 
and reduce other tariff burdens, thus cheapening everything the farmer 
has to buy. 

The second injurious effect of the tariff is; as heretofore stated, the 
re3triction of the agricultural market, which materially lessens the 
profits of the farmer. Now, .M:r. Chairman, if this nation is ever to 
enter upon that larger scope and that broader field and that more com­
manding position in the business world to which the abilities and 
energies of our people entitle them, we must speedily reverse our policy 
in respect to foreign trade. 

Indeed, sir, this course offers the only avenue of escape for the farmer 
from the gloom that now shrouds liis pathway. Sir, when I review 
the marvelous resources of this country and contemplate the genius 
and enterprise of its people I confess to a sense of humiliation when, 
under the Republican policy, we stand cowering and halt timorously 
upon the borders of aµ arena where the contest for supremacy is being 
waged by the commercial giants of the world. The United Stat.es 
should enter this arena as fearlessly as did the gladiator in the olden 
times enter the more tragi.c arena when all Rome looked down upon 
him. 

What occasion, then, Mr. Chairman, for doubt or dismay? Our re­
sources are essentially superior and infinitely more varied than those of 
any other nation of the earth, w bile our people are the intellectual peers 
of the foremost. We have 6,000 miles of seacoast, one-half of the 
world's railways, telegraphs, and telephones, all modern inventions 
and appliances, the most skillful and the most productive labor, the 
most perfect ma-0hinery, with large and ample bodies of capital seek­
in~ investments at reasonable rates. 

If the Government will but unshackle our genius, unhamper our en­
terprise, and unfetter our resources we will soon outstrip England and 
wrest from her the commercial distinction she has won since the policy 
of exclusion has confined American enterprise to Americ.-·u1 shores. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Sir, with our boasted prowess uporr 
the land, under the ensign of protection we are degraded to an inferior 
rank upon the high seas. England is to-day the banker and clearing­
house for all the nations, and her foreign trade shows the magnificent 
sum of four billions annually, while the United States lagssuperfl.uous 
behind with less than one and one-half billions, an exhibit inferior in 
magnitude and value to that of either Germany or France. 

Mr. Chairman, the Republican party has cut off our trade with the 
world and entered into partnership with unprofitable business at home. 
This "Government partnership in trade" must be dissolved; the con­
trol of the direction, the volume, and the profits of busines3 enterprise 
must cease; individual effort and self-reliant business sagacity must be 
unrestrained, and the ports of the country must be opened wide to the 
commerce of the globe. 

Open the ports and our manufacturers will have a plenteous and 
profitable foreign market; open the ports and the sunshine of prosper­
ity will illumine every industry; open the ports and trusts will take 
their flight as fogs before the rising sun; open the ports and articles of 
necessity will be cheapened and multiplied to our whole people; ope~ 
the ports and the larger market and. demani will give steady employ­
ment to labor; open the ports and the drooping energies of the farmer 
will be revived, and the mortgage no longer encumber and distress 
him; open the ports and there will be no subsidy to illustrate the fal­
lacious policy of taxing foreign trade to keep it out and at the same 
time of paying ocean carriers to bring it in; open the ports and all the 
waten! of the multitudinous seas will again be crowded with American 
ships bearing the products of American skill and American farms under 
the protecting regis of the old flag of our fathers. 

Sir, the scope of the most gifted intellect of our time is utterly in­
adequate to grasp the ultimate prosperity and grandeur of the Ameri­
can Hepublic, if we but catch the inspiration which invites to larger 
fields of ende..wor and impels to grander triumphs yet to be achieved. 
[Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. BURROWS obtained the floor and said: I yield for a moment to 
the gentleman from Missoufi. [l\Ir. FRANK], who desires to make a 
statement. 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Chairman, while I was out of the Chamber, as I 
learned, the gentleman from Missouri, my colleague [Mr. DOCKERY], 
took occ.-1sion to make this statement, that-
It is not-0rious anu open to all men that the result in the city of St. Louis was 

largely from contributions of money from protected industries tha.t carried it 
for the Republican party and elected three Republican members to this House. 

I have the honor, Mr. Chairman, to represent the only district lying 
wholly within the city of St. Louis and I wish to assert as a fact that 
noli one single dollar was contributed from any source to carry the 
Ninth Congressional district of Missouri [Applause on the Repub­
lican side.] I wish to say also that the result, not only in that district, 

but in the Eighth and Tenth districts, lying partly within the city of 
St. Louis, was due solely to the fact that for the first time in twelve 
years we had an honest election; for the first time in twelve years we 
had an unrestrained, a free ballot and an honest count. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope I may be permitted to makea statement­
Mr. BURROWS resumed the floor. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Well, I will take the first opportunity I can get 

to reply to the observations of my colleague [Mr. FRANK]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] 

is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, after the able, comprehensive, and 

exhaustive analysis of the measure now under consideration by the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY], chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and .Means, I shall venture only to make some 
general observations touching the theories dividing the two grea.t po­
litical parties. For after all, Mr. Chairman, it is a theory that con­
fronts us, and notacondition. There can be no condition of the Treas­
ury which legislation can not control. If at any time it is over.flow­
ing with a surplus, it is only necessary to diminish the supply to afford 
the needed relief. If depleted, increased taxation will replenish it. 
There is nothing, therefore, in the condition which legislation can not 
easily remedy. 

Nor is there any controversy as to the state of the Treasury. It is 
overflowing with a surplus; and all parties agree that the revenues 
ought to be reduced to the needs of the Government. The condition 
of the Treasury conceded, the appropriate remedy to be applied ad­
mitted, the only reason why the proper legislative relief has not been 
and is not promptly invoked is because the two parties can not agree 
on the theory of taxation. The Republican party would reduce the 
revenues by one method of taxation and the Democratic party by an­
other; and it is these conflicting theories and these a.lone that have 
hitherto prevented the application of any remedy to an acknowledged 
condition. 

It was a theory that prevented tariff legislation in the last Congress. 
The House was Democratic; the Senate, Republican. Each body passed 
a tariff bill, the effect of which, it was claimed, would red nee the rev­
enues to the actual needs of the Government; yet both measures failed. 
The Republican Senate struck from the House bill all after the enact­
ing clause, ingrafted thereon a mea.sure of its own, and returned it to 
the House of Representatives, where a Democratic House referred it to 
its Committee on Wnys and Means, where it slept the sleep of death. 
Both of these measures proposed a reduction of taxatioq in nearly equal 
degree; yet both failed because they were constructed on opposite theo­
ries and neither party would accept the theory of the other. 

I therefore repeat! ''it is a theory that confronts us, and not a condi­
tion." All hope of tariff revision in a Congress where the two Houses 
were of opposite political faith had therefore to be abandoned; and the 
only remaining recoun::e was an appeal to the country by a fresh elec­
tion to determine the controversy. That appeal was taken. In the 
campaign of 1888 the two theories so formulated in these measures were 
presented to the American people, and, after full and exhaustive debate 
on platform and in the press, averdictwas rendered in favorofthe Re­
publican theory of taxation, a verdict so pronounced as to wrest the 
Executive and the popular branch of Congress from the control of the 
Democratic party and confer upon the Republican party the whole leg­
islative power of the Government. [Applause.] 

Ur. Chairman, in the measure we now present we have sought to ex­
ecute that popular will, thus expressed, to crystallize it into law, and it 
was hoped that the Democratic party would acquiesce in the verdict of 
the American peopla and permit their judgment to be recorded. But 
in this it seems we are to be disappointed. The Democratic party, as 
usual, does not propose to conform to the declared will of the people 
or accept their judgment a.s final and conclusive. So upon the presen­
tation of this measure we are again confronted with the opposition of 
the Democratic party, and the conflict of '88 is to be renewed and the 
theories of the two parties are again submitted to the public, with an 
appeal to the people for a reversal of their verdict of two years ago. 

It is well, therefore, at the outset, -before entering upon a considera· 
tion of the measure proposed, to come to a clear understanding as to 
the exact point of difference between the two parties and just.what the 
conflicting theories are which have recently prevented any revision of 
the tariff whatever. 

It should be borne in mind that there is no controversy between the 
two parties as to the propriety of levying a. duty or tax on imports. 
The founders of the Republic inaugurattd the policy of raising revenue 
for the ordinary expenses of the Government by imposing and collect­
ing a duty or charge upon goodsbrought intothis market for sale from 
foreign countries; and there bas never been a year, nor an hotir, from 
the foundation of the Government to this moment, when these charges 
have not been imposed and collected, it ~attered not what pady was 
in power; and, if the Democratic party, now opposing this measure. 
should ever again be charged with the administration of public affairs, 
it would continue to levy a tax on imported goods and rely upon the 
revenue derived therefrom to meet the ordinary expenses of the Gov­
ernment. 
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'!'he parties, therefore, are in accord as to the source from which the 
needed revenues for the support of the Government should be chiefly 
derived. Both believe in levying a dnty on imported goods. Even 
the American Free '!'rade League declares: 

We believe in the utmost possible freedom for a.II citizens of the United 
States in trade as well as in other relations of life; but we recognize that abso­
lute freedom of trade must be limited by the revenue necessities of the Gov­
ernment, just as absolute freedom in other respects is necessarily limited by 
Government, and therefore the Free-Trade League willingly submits to taxa­
tion and duties to meet the Government necessities. 

The gentleman from Texas [.Mr. MILLS] in his speech yesterday said: 
The Democratic party maintains that taxes should be imposed on such arti­

cles and at such rates as will bring the required revenue for an honest and eco­
nomical administration of the Government, producing the least possible restric­
tions upon importations, the least possible limitations upon exportations, and 
the least possible interference with the profitable business of the people. 

Democrat, revenue-reformer, free-trader, and Republican, all alike 
believe in imposing duties on imports as a means of defraying govern­
mental expenses. 

Nor would there be any serious C'.)ntroversy over therate of taxation 
to be imposed if we could agree upon what articles the assessment 
should be ma-de, for all admit that it should be sufficient to produce 
the requisite sum to meet the ordinary expenses of the Government, 
and if there was no other issue than the question of rates the differ­
ence between the two parties could be readily adjusted. 

The real controversy, primarily, is over the class of imported articles 
on which duties should be imposed; what articles should come in free 
and what should he dutiable; and, secondly, the rate of duty the taxed 
articles should bear. These are the only questions at issue, and their 
determination involves the conflicting theories of the two parties as to 
whether duties should be levied for revenue only or for the double pur­
pose of revenue and protection. It is possible to frame two schedules 
of duties which would produce an equal amount of revenue; yet one 
would protect American industries and the other utterly destroy them. 

The Democratic party declares in favor of a tariff for revenue only, 
while the Republican party is equally pronounced in favor of a tariff 
for revenue and protection-not incidental nor accidental, but inten­
tional protection. These are the two irreconcilable theories confront­
ing us, by one or the other of which the tariff problem is to be solved. 
Here we come, as declared in the views :>f the minority, "to the part­
ing of the ways. " 

Andnow,whatdoes the Democraticpartymean byatarifffor ''reve­
nue only?" Do you mean that in levying duties you are actuated only 
by the necessities of the Government, and that if no revenues were 
needed for the support of the Government you would impose no duty 
on imports, give the world free access to our markets, and at once open 
the flood-gates of foreign importation and expose our industrial system 
to swift and certain destruction? Do you mean that? If not, are we 
to understand by a tariff for "revenue only" that you would impose 
and collect duties exalusively on the things we do not produce in this 
country, such as tea, coffee, and the like, and thereby avoid not only 
thefact, but even the semblance ofprot.ectionorencouragement to any 
domestic industry? 

Is that what you mean? If not that, do you mean by a tariff for 
"revenue only" that in imposing a tax on imports your chief and 
only concern shall be the necessities of the Government, and so adjust 
the tax as to secure the most cert.a.in and abundant revenue without 
regard to the effect such imposition might have on American indus­
tries and American labor? Is that what you mean? Or are we to 
understand by a tariff for ':revenue only" that, if prorection comes to 
any domestic industry by reason of a duty on imports, it shall come, 
not as an end, but as an incident? 

While it may be difficult to comprehend just what the Democratic 
party means by a. tariff for "revenue only" and while the members of 
that organization themselves may not be able to arrive at a common 
understanding as to the exact signification of the term, yet the party, 
as an organized political power in this country, stands to-day as the 
avowed antagonist of the doctrine of protection and the acknowledged 
champion of the principles of free trade. 

He who believes in free trade must support the Democratic party, 
and he who believes in protection must sustain the Republican party, 
for a tariff for ''revenue only,'' however disguised, is a step towards 
free trade, and because it is a step in that direction the Republican 
party opposes it. 

The Republic.an party does not believe in a tariff for ''revenue only.'' 
We do not believe in imposing a duty on articles of foreign production 
the like of which are not and can not profitably be produced in this 
country, but all such products we would admit free of duty, that the 
purchaser may secure them as cheaply as possible in the markets of 
the world. Upon this principle we have materially enlarged the free­
list in our bill, and if e have failed to place on the free-list a single 
article of foreign production which is not and can not be produced at 
home, it is an error which the majority of the committee will be prompt 
to rectify. 

If there is any article on the free-list in this bill the like of which, 
by fair and adequate protection, could be produced in this country in 
sufficient quantities to meet the home demand, it is an oversight on the 

• 

part of the majority of the committee, and, if it can be pointed out, 
we will move that it be transferred to the dutiable list and given such 
prot.ection as will insure its production in this country. 

If there is a single article on the dutiabie list where the duty is so 
low as to expose the like domestic industry to a ruinous foreign compe­
tition and thus endan~ers its permanency, it has but to be indicated to 
secure such measure of protection as will insure its safety. 

If the proposed rate of duty on any article on the dutiable list is in 
excess of what is required to give fair and adequate protection to the 
competing domestic industry, none will be more ready than the ma­
jority of your committee to reduce the rate to the level of such require­
ment. 

Upon this theory the bill is constructed, and we present it to the 
House and the country, not with the assurance that it is perfect in all 
its details, but with confidence that its general framework is in har­
mony with the spirit and policy of the Republican party. It is in­
tended to be a measure of protection from its enactin~ clause to its clos­
ing paragraph. [Applause.] If there is a single provision in it which 
in its practical working will inure to the benefit of any foreign industry 
to the detriment of our own~ I say frankly that such provision is there 
by inadvertence, and not by intention. [Applause.] If there is a sec­
tion in this bill which will bring disaster to any American indnstry or 
paralyze the arm of a single laboring man in the United States, such 
section is there by accident., and not by design. [Applause.] 

Mr. GEAR. And we will strike it out. 
Mr. BURROWS. The entire bill is framed expressly with a view of 

admitting free of duty all articles the like of which are not and can not 
be produced in this country and imposing duties on the articles we do 
produce, with the double purpose of securing sufficient revenue for the 
support of the Government, while, at the same time, fostering and 
diversifying American industries, giving investment to American cap­
ital and employment to American labor. 

But nothing can more forcibly illustrate the two theories thus out­
lined than a compa!'ison of some of the provisions of the measure we 
propose with those of thP. 1rfills bill, so called, which is the accepted 
embodiment of the doctrine of the Democratic party on the tariff 
question. · 

The two measures fully illustrate the two conflicting, irreconcilable 
theories. At th~ hazard of repeating what my distinguished friend 
from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] has said touching an important provis­
ion of this bill I will take as an illustration the article of tin-plate. 
The present duty is 1 cent a pound. The Mills bill proposed to re­
move that duty and place tin-plate on the free-list. We propose, on 
the contrary, not only not to make it free, but to increase the duty to 
at least 2 cents a pound, with a view of establishing the industry in 
the United States. 

Nothing can more strikingly exemplify the Republican doctrine ot 
protection and the Democratic theory of free trade than the proposed 
legislation by the two parties touching this industry. 

It is conceded that we are not producing a pound of tin-plate in the 
United States, and the Democratic party would so legislate as to make 
its production here an impo~sibility for all time to come, and thus not 
only continue our dependence on a foreign country for a supply of this 
article of prime necessity, but make our thralldom complete and per­
petual 

We propose, on the contrary, by a guaranty of ample protection, to 
invite American capital to enter a new field of investment and lay the 
foundations for the prod action of our own tin-plate; and instead of im­
porting this product we would import and establish the industry itself, 
and so, not only furnish increased employment for American labor, keep 
the millions at home now annually spent abroad, but ultimat.ely re­
duce the price to the American consumer of enry pound of tin-plate 
entering into our consumption, both foreign and domestic. [Ap­
plause.] 

Note how this industry was hampered in the beginning and ultimately 
destroyed in the United States. By a ruling of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in 1864 an intended protection of 2! cents a pound was re­
duced to 15 per cent. ad valorem, by which it became impossible for us 
to compete with the cheaper foreign product. The effect of this decis­
ion was not only to shut down the domestic mills, but to deter capit.al 
from all venture in this industry. The foreign manufacturer was quick 
to avail himself of our folly, and, believing himself secure against any 
competition in the United States and hoping and believing we had 
abandoned all thought of ever producing our own tin-plate, in 1873 
advanced the price of tin-plate to $12 a box, at which price it sold in 
the American markets. 

Influenced by this exorbitant price of' foreign tin-plate, onr mills 
were again set in motion in 1873, and continued in operation until 
1876, when the price of tin-plate had fallen from $12 to $4. 50, to so low 
a point that the American makers could not survive and pay American 
wages; and so, in 1876, we were forced to close the last American mill. 
No sooner had the English manufacturer driven us out of business and 
thus destroyed all competition than be again advanced the price of tin­
plate to $9 and $10, confident that he had absolutely secured the Amer­
ican market. But in 1879, under the stimulus of high prices, the 
American mills were again opened; but they were no sooner in full 
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operation than the price again began to decline under a flood of foreign 
importations and fell from $10 to 54 a box. 

Then it was that the foreign manufacturer determined to strike a 
final and death blow to this industry in the United States, and to that 
end agents of the American mills were followed by the representatives 
of the English mills, who announced to American customers that, no 
m,.'l.tter what the American product was offered for, they would sell for 
25 cents cheaper, and by this method they were enabled to utterly de­
stroy the American manufacture and silence the last tin-plate mill in 
the United States. Master of the situation, the foreign manufacturer 
again advanced the price of tin-plate to $7 a box. 

This disastrous result was accomplished under the operation of a 
tariff for "revenue only" and demonstrates how futile it is for the 
American manufacturer under an inadequate duty to contend against 
the merciless competition of a foreign rival. 

The foreign representative of this industry had not forgotten the in­
struction of Lord Brougham in the English Parliament when he said, 
"The English manufacturer can well afford to sell his product in the 
American market at a loss for awhile, that he may thereby stifle 
American industries in their cradle." So this industry in the United 
States was, by this simple process, stifled and utterly destroyed, and, 
as I said before, to-day we are not producing a single pound of tin-plate 
in the United States. 

Now, see how this suicidal policy has advantaged our foreign rivaL 
While our last mill bas been closed, we have been paying tribute~ the 
foreign manufacturers, and the English mills have doubled and America 
has become her most profitable market. 

In 1864 England sold us only 73, 206, 384 pounds of tin-plate, for which 
we paid only$4,197,706, while in 1889 she sold us 742,136,640 pounds, 
for which we paid the princely sum of $21,726,707. To-day we con­
sume more tin-plate than all the rest of the world. 

In 1887 Great Britain exported 6,207,388 boxes, 4,526,367 of which 
were sold in the American market to the American people. 

In the last twenty-five years we have bought of England 7,835,501,-
792 pounds of tin-plate, for which we have paid her: exclusive of duty 
and freight, the enormous sum of $320,037,362. 

Thi'> has been the bitter fruit of a tariff for ''revenue only," and it 
is to a perpetual feast of this kind the free-trade Democracy invites 
us. 

Every pound of this tin-plate might have been produced in the United 
States, every dollar of those three hundred and twenty millions might 
have been retained among our own people instead of sending them abroad 
to support English labor and reward English capital. 

I would not venture to calculate the advantage which would have 
come to us as a people if during those years this great industry had 
been American instead of English, giving investment to American cap­
ital and employment to American labor. 

But in 1888 the National Association of Steel Workers made a care­
ful computation of the direct benefits for a single year which would fol­
low the establishment and maintenance of this industry in the United 
States, and on the ba~i~oftbe importations for 1887 they find that to 
produce in the United States what that year we imported would have 
required an additional consumption of 1,000,000 tons of iron ore~ 
300, 000 tons oflimestone, 2, 000, 000 tons of coal and coke, 400, 000 tons 
of pig-iron, 5, 500, 000 pounds of lead, 13, 000, 000 pounds of tallow and 
oil, 40, 000, 000 pounds of sulphuric acid, 12, 000, 000 feet of lumber, and 
wonld have given direct employment to 35,000 work-people, to whom 
would have been paid in wages $23,000,000. 

All this in a single year. 
These are some of the direct benefit.'> which would flow from the es­

tablishment of this industry in the United States, while the indirect 
advantages to all the people can not possibly be conceived. 

But it will be said by onr opponents that no amount of protection 
will enable us to supply our home demand for the reason that we are 
without the necessary raw material. True our tin mines are not yet 
fully developed, but that they promise an abundant and sufficient 
yield can not be questioned. 

But, whether in the beginning we can furnish our own raw material 
or not, tha.t is no reason why we should not manufacture our own tin­
plate. England does not produce sufficient raw material for her indus­
try. In 1887 England imported nearly 26, 000 tons of tin to be used in 
the manufacture of tin-plate, while producing at home but a trifle oyer 
9,000 tons. The raw tin is free, and if our home supply falls short of 
the ~:equired demand, yve can import from abroad as well as England. 

No valid reason can be furnished for continuingourdependence upon 
a. foreign country for the supply of this article of prime necessity in 
every household. No reason can be assigned why we should continue 
to pay tribute to England, as we did last year, at the rate of$22,000,-
000 annually, to be continued in ~ver-increasing exactions. 

This proposition to increase the duty on tin-plate will undoubtedly 
provoke the ~everest criticism of the Democratic party. This is to be 
anticipated. It is in conflict with its theories of "free trade." It 
would never occur to modern revenue reformers to build up a new in­
dustry in the United States by the imposition of a protective duty on 
the competing foreign article. They much prefer a tariff for '' revenue 
only, H and when under such a duty the domestic industry languishes, 

instead of throwing over it the shield of governmental protection, they 
would expose and abandon it to the assaults of a merciless foreign com­
petition, to which it must inevitably succumb. 

We are determined that this disgraceful surrender shall not be con­
summated. We can make our own tin-plate. We have the material, 
the capital, the labor, the skill, the ~enius, and under this bill, when 
enacted into law, a new industry will spring into life, bringing to the 
American people a renewed source of wealth and to labor increased em­
ployment. · [Applause.] 

This single example and thr course of action proposed by the two 
parties touching this industry fully exemplify the irreconcilable dif­
ferences between the adherents of protection and free trade. 

Other instances might be cited. You would put hemp and flax, the 
basis of the linen ind us try, on the free-list (as was proposed in the Mills 
bill) and abandon all thought and effort to ever produce the raw material 
in this country, and make perpetual the annual tribute we now pay of 
over $25,000,000 to the foreign producfll' of our linen goods. We pro­
pose, on the contrary, to establish and promote the culture Qf Ameri­
<'.an fiber for our linen fabrics, and so open to the farmer a new field 
of profitable husbandry. 

You would put wool on the free-list and expose our wool-growers to 
a ruinous competition with the cheap-grown wools of Australia and 
South America, which would surely result in driving our flocks to the 
slaughter-pen and our flock-masters into bankruptcy and reduce the 
people of this great nation to perpetual dependence on foreign coun­
tries for the very clothing on their backs. We propose additional pro­
tection, increased safeguards to this great industry, and would foster 
and encourage it to the fullest possibilities of its d~velopment until we 
possess within ourselves the capacity to supply our own people with 
this article of prime necessity for their comfort and happiness. [Ap­
plause.] 

What a spectacle you present! To what national dependence and 
degradation yon would reduce us! You ask 60,000,000 of people t-0 
stand up shivering, unless clothed with foreign wools, and drink the 
health and prosperity of English capital and English labor out of Eng­
lish cups. [Applause.] 

But examples need not be multiplied. From the proposed action of 
the two parties touching the industries I have mentioned, tin-plate, 
flax, hemp, and wool, it will be observed how widely separate the two 
parties are and bow irreconcilable their views. There is no room for 
compromise. There is here no middle ground. It is protection or free 
trade, pure and simple, and no mask can disguise it. 

But the opponents of this measure criticise us not only for protect­
ing the articles they would admit free of duty, but becausewe do not 
propose a general reduction of duties all along the line to what they 
may be pleased to regard a revenue basis. They seem to be laboring 
under the delusion that in order to reduce the revenues it is only nec­
essary to lower the rate of duty on imports. Nothing could be more 
fallacious. 

It is a most delicate matter to ~o a~just the duty on imports as to 
secure equitable results to all. Some one has said that "ou.r tariff 
system is like a spider's web; touch a single thread of it and the whole 
fabric trembles.'' Our industries are 80 interwoven and interdependent 
that a modification of the rates in a single particular would be felt 
throughout the entire system. 

It is a difficult matter to so adjust duties as to secure revenue and at 
the same time adequately protect the domestic industry. If the duty 
is too high, it is prohibition, with no revenue to the Government and 
danger of monopoly at home. If the duty is too low, importations 
will flow in in such abundance as not only to increase the revenue, but 
to endanger and ultimately destroy the domestic industry. Hence I 
say it is a difficult matter to so arrange the schedule of rates that, 
while securing revenue from importations, we shall at the same time 
give to the home producer at least an equal chance in bis own market. 

The folly of attempting to reduce the revenues by an inconsiderate 
reduction of the rate of duty and the disastrous consequences flowing 
from such a step are fully exemplified in the tariff act of 1883, when 
the duty on window-glass was reduced only one-eighth of a cent a pound. 
Following that reduction the importations were largely increased, and 
the revenues derived from this source for the succeeding four years were 
$1, 250, 000 great~r than for the four years immediately preceding, re­
sulting ln le3sening American production and reducing A.mericap wages. 

We have not, therefore, in this bill revised the tariff by reducing the 
rate of duties when such reduction would, in our judgment, have the 
effect only to increase the importations. enlarge the revenues, deprive 
labor of employment, and endanger the permanency and prosperity of 
American industries. On the_ contrary, when in our judgment, based 
on a thorough and exhaustive examination, rates could be reduced, we 
have not hesitated to make the reduction, keeping steadily in view, not 
the question of "revenue only,'' but the other and more important con­
sideration: the security of the American market to the American pro­
ducer. 

Upon this principle we ha.ve lowered the duty on steelrails from $17 
to $13.44 a ton and reduced the rates on one hundred and fifty other 
articles, running through every schedule and embracing almost every 
industry. In this connection it is worthy of note that we have l'.e-

' .. 



\ ..• 

· ......... .- I • ;'- '/ .. - ~, ,...._f .... • .~ '::• - • • ,_ .... ,. \ 

• I ... 

4320 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 

lieved every household in the land from the unjust burden of $56, 000,-
000 borne by all the people by making sugar free. The duty imposed 
on this article of prime necessity was a direct tnx on the consumer by 
reason of our inability to produce a sufficient quantity at home to be­
come a competing factor in our own market. 

While doing this we have cared for the domestic producer by a lib­
eral bounty, which, while protecting our cane-fields, will, it is hoped, 
so stimulate the beet industry in the United States, as it bas in France 
and Germany, as to ultimately insure a domestic supply of sugar equal 
to the borne demand. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] said yesterday, referring to 
this proposition: 

I say it is an infamous measure that proposes to give a bounty to any class of 
people, and I say, without any hesitation in the world, that it is a. measure that 
startles the whole world with its audacity. 

And then, in language more forcible than elegant, he exclaims: 
You compel him to pay tribute in eve1·y direction. You ram your hands into 

his pockets up to the shoulder and take $7,000,000 and give it as a bouuty to 
somebody to raise sugar. 

I said, Mr. Chairman, that this duty on sugar is a revenue duty. We 
do not produce one-ci.ghth of our consumption. Louisiana is producing 
less sugar to-day than in 1853, and because we do not compete to any 
appreciable extent in this industry every dollar and every penny of 
duty you levy on the foreign product is a. direct t.:u upon every con­
sumer of sugar in the United States. 

It is a revenue duty, and in 1889 we levied and collected a duty of 
355,975,610 upon the foreign product, and this duty not only advanced 
by so much the priee of the foreign product, but of the domestic prod­
uct as well, and yet you compel the consumers of sugar in the United 
States to pay $64, 000, 000 burden to sustain this one industry which we 
propose to protect witll equal efficacy by the payment of $7,000,000. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

The gentleman from Texas proposes that we sha11 continue this un­
just taxation. They propose not only to have "one hand'' in the pockets 
of the American people, but both, and take from their pockets $64,-
000,000 to protect an industry which under the system we propose will 
require the expenditure of only $7,000,000. [Applause on the Repub· 
lica.n side.] 

By this policy we will save to the people of this country $57, 000, 001) 
of this annual charge. This is ~he proposition "that startles the world." 

Mr. Chairman, Alexander Hamilton did not seem to be ''startled '' 
by it when in his famous report to Congress in 1791, touching the 
means to be employed in promoting domestic manufactures, he said: 

The bounty is a species of e'ncouragement more positive o.nd direct than any 
other, and for that very reason has a more immediate tendency to stimulate and 
uphold new enterprises, increasing the chances of profit and diminishing the 
risks of loss in the first attempt.s. Bounties al'e sometimes not only the best, 
but the only proper expedient for uniting the encouragement of a new object of 
agriculture with that of a. new object of manufacture. 

There is a degree of prejudice a~ainst bonuties, from an appearance of giving 
a.way the public money without an immediate consideration and from a suppo­
sition that they serve to enrich particular classes at the expense of the .commu­
nity. But neither of theae sources of dislike will bear a serious examination. 
There is no purpose to which public money can be more beneficially applied 
than to the acquisition of a new and useful branch of industry; no considera­
tion more valuable than a permanent addition t-0 the general stock of productive 
labor, 

As to the second source of objection, it equally lies against other modes of en­
couragement which are admitted to be eligible. As often as a duty upon a for· 
eign article makes an addition to its price, ii; causes a.n extra expense to the 
community for the benefit of the domestic manufllcturer. A bounty does no 
more. But it is t.be interest of the society, in each case, to submit to a. tempo­
rary expense, which is more than compensat-ed by an increase of industry and 
wealth, by an augmentation of resources and independence, and by the circum­
stances of e•entual cbeapness.-Alexander Hamilton, Secretarv of the Treasury, 
Report of .Manufactures, December 5, 1791. 

common people, our answer is that it is herenot infrequently that for­
eign competition is most severely felt, our foreign rivals with cheaper 
and sometimes convict labor being able to drive our manufacturers in 
this class of goods from the market, and this, too, without any resulting 
benefit tothe consumer. As an instance, take the case of pocket cutlery: 
The German manufacturer will make this knife [exhibiting sample), 
put it in our market duty paid at 30 cents a dozen less than it can pos­
sibly be manufactured for in this country, and so drive us, as they have 
done, entirely out of the manufacture of this class of goods. By this 
means a double injury is inflicted on our people: first, the American 
industry is crippled and destroyed and, second, the people are swindled 
in the purchase of worthless cutlery at a price for which they might 
have secured good American knives. 

Here is a knife of American manufacture, which can be made in this 
country for 60 cents a dozen and sold by the retail merchant at 10 cents 
apiece, or $1. 20 a dozen, ma.king a profit of 100 per cent. The German 
knife sells at retail at the same price; but no merchant will buy this 
American knife and content himself with a profit of 100 per cent. when 
he can purchase the German knife at 30 cents and make 300 per cent. 
So the home industry is destroyed. [Applause.] 

So it will be found in many instances where we have increased rates 
on the class of goods used by the mas.ses of the people that the only 
effect will be to secure the manufacture of such goods at home, give 
employment to American labor, and furnish to the consumer a better 
article at the same if not diminished cost. 

Bnt in addition to the specific criticisms of the various provisions of 
this measure we shall be confronted with the usual objections to the 
whole theory upon which it is framed and there wi11 be no end of de­
nunciation of the protective system as a whole, and all the ills flesh is 
heir to will be charged to this policy. 

First, it will be reasserted with increased emphasis that the imposi· 
t.ion of a duty on imports is a tax paid by the consumer and that the 
effect of such imposition is not only to raise the price of the foreign 
article, but to advance the price of the domestic article in an equal de­
gree. While this is true of a strictly revenue tariff raised on articles 
not produced in this country, yet it is not true when the duty is levied 
on articles the like of which are mauufactnred at home in sufficient 
quantities to meet the home demand. 

A century ago Alexander Hamilton so completely exposed the fallacy 
of such an assumption that I venture to remind gentlemen of his decla­
ration in this regard. He said: 

But, though it were true that the immediate and certain effect of a. tariff was 
to increase the price, it is universally true that the contrary is the ultimate effect 
with every successful manufacture. When a domestic manufacture has attained 
to perfection o.nd has engaged in the prosecution of it a competent number of 
persons, it can be afforded and accordingly seldom or never fails to be sold 
cheaper in process of time than the foreign article for which it is a substitute. 
The internal competition which takes pla<!e soon does away with anything like 
monopoly and by degrees reduces the price of the article to the minimum of a. 
reasonable profit on the capital employed. 

How completely the history of our industrial development exempli­
fies the truth of Hamilton's assertion and refutes the oft-repen.ted 
dogma• of the free-trader that the tarift is a tax p~id by the consumer. 

Without entering .into particular.; I challenge any man to name a 
single article on which a duty is imposed, under which the produc­
tion of such article bas grown to the extent, or nearly so, of the hom~ 
demand, that the price of such article, if competition is not interfered 
with, has not been materially reduced to the consumer. This results 
from the inexorable law of supply and demand. If the article is ex­
clusively of foreign production the American consumer is entirely at 
the mercy of the foreign producer, who can impose just such price as 
he pleases, restricted only by foreign competition, which, when neces­
sary, can by combines be easily controlled. 

But this measure will be criticised by our opponents, not only for But when by a protective tariff the industry is established at home 
transferring to the protected list articles which they would admit free and the snpply of such article increased commensurate with the de­
of duty, as also on account of its fail are to reduce existing rates in con- mand of the home market, then the price of such article, both foreign 
formity with their notions of a tariff for "revenue only;" but it will and domestic, will ineTitably be reduced to the lowest possible point; 
be specially obnoxious to them, as in some instances an increase is pro- and yet our free-trade friends will never tire of assel'ting that the tariff 
posed over existing rates. is a tax paid by the consumer, that we are taxing the many for the 

To the modern revenue reformer this is the verv '' front of our of- benefit of the few. In many instances the exact converse of this prop­
fending," and there will be no end of declamation about increased war osition is true: we tax the few for the benefit of the many. 
taxes, enormous percentages, and fabulous burdens, which would surely I have no time to go through the catalogue of our industries from 
alarm and deceive a people less intelligent than our own. steel rails to every article in the stock of the hardware merchant in con-

ThaCwe have increased rates in some instances is true. Whenever fi.rmation of this assertion. 
we have found an established American industry suffering from foreign There are many instances where we purchase the domestic a;ticle 
competition to such an ex tent as to endanger its permanency and for less than the duty; and how can it be said in such case tba t its cost 
threaten its d~truction, we have not hesitated to give it such addi- is enhanced by the amount of such duty? 
tional protection as will insure its maintenance and prospel"ity. Bnt in this connection it will be charged, not only on this :floor, but 

In this connection I am frank to say that in making these increases in the approaching campaign, that our proposed duty on tin-plate is a. 
we have not been actuated so much by a desire to avoid large percent- tax on the laboring man's dinner-pail. Admitting this to be true in 
ages as by that higher consideration, the necessities of American ind us- the first instance, let us see the exa.ct weight of this burden. 
tries and American labor. When, therefore, we have found a domestic Here is an ordinary pail [exhibiting sample] such as is used by work­
mannfocturer being driven from his own market by a remorseless for- ingmen, containing a coffee receptacle anda tin cup. This whole out­
eign competition, we have not hesitated to interpose just such govern- fit cost at retail in Philadelphia jnst 35 cents. Uemoving the wire 
mental protection as will insure to the American producer an equal handle the wejght of the remainder is just 18! ounces; allowing one­
chance, at least, in bis own market. I half ounce for wire and solder used in its manufacture ap.d we have 18 

If it is charged, as it undoubtedly will be, that the increases have ounces or 1! pounds of tin-plate in this dinner-pail. Now assuming 
been made in some instances in the cheaper class of goods used by the that the present duty of 1 cent a pound on tin-plat~ is included in the 



,, ,- ..... ~· -;·'-.. ...... --1 .;, ~ .. ~·· : •• ~ ..... " - :0 .. .. :~ .. ~ .......... - : -

·. - I' ... 
.. , ..... 

._•r_ • ... --:, 

1890. CONGRESSIONAL R~ORD-HOUSE. 4321 
price (35 cents), the 18 ounces of tin-plate used in the manufacture of 
this pail would represent exactly 1 i cents. If the duty were now to be 
doubled and the cost of tin-plate should be increased correspondingly 
and this increased duty should be added to the pric~ of the dinner-pailj 
it would cost the workman 36! cents instead of the 35 cents he now 
pays. One and one-eighth cents is therefore the full measure of the ad­
ditional burden he would be called upon to bear, as a compensation for 
theestablisbmentofagreat industryinthe United States, which would 
give employment to 35, 000 of his fellow-workmen, whose annual wage 
earnings would be $23,000,000. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

All this it will be understood is upon the assumption that the actual 
duty would beadded to the price. But who is so credulous as to believe 
that the prlceof adinner-pailwould beincreasedbythe trifl.ingamount 
Ii cents, or who so blind as not to understand that the establishment of 
this industry in the United States will, in the end, result in lower 
prices for tin goods to all the people? 

But it will be charged that this duty will enhance the cost of canned 
goods to the consumer. Here is an ordinary 3-pound tomato can [ex­
hibiting can] which. after removing contents, weighs exactly 6.l- ounces. 
Allowing one-quarter of an ounce for the solder used in it.<> manufacture 
we have exactly 6 ounces of tin-plate in the can and i~ ilU. The price 
of these tans at wholesale is at the outside $2.50 a hundred, or 2! cents 
apiece. Now, assuming that the present duty of 1 cent a pound is in­
cluded in the price of this can, the price of this can to the packer is 
enhanced just three-eighths of a cent. This can and its contents were 
purchased at retail in Philadelphia. for 8 cents. If we double the duty 
as proposed and the whole duty should be added to the cost the con­
sumer would be required to pay Si cents for this can of goods. Is it 
to be presumed that this additional duty would fall upon the con­
sumer? Is it not more reasonable to suppose that it would be shared 
by the manufacturer, packer, jobber, and retailer? But in this case as 
in the other it would not be long before the price, by reason of do­
mestic competition, would be reduced below what it is to-day. 

But suppose the duty does in some instances increase the price of 
the article to the consumer, shall we therefore abandon the policy of 
protection, throw down every barrier, and invite foreign manufacturers 
to take possession of our market because, forsooth, it will bring to our 
people cheaper products? Is it a mere question of cheapness. Cheap 
clothing, cheap wages, cheap food, cheap homes, cheap men? Are 
-there no higher considerations ? 

Sir Edward Sullivan, an English baronet, living under and realizing 
the baneful influence of free trade, tersely and forcibly says: 

After forty years' experience of on~sided free trade, the condition oflabor in the 
United Kingdom is very alarming, many industries have dJed out or removed 
to other oountrles; in nearlr every industry English labor is undersold by for­
eign labor; in most industries four days is now considered a. week's work. 

Employment, not cheapness, is the mainspring of naUonal prosperity and 
contentment. The way to make a nation happy and prosperous 18 to give every­
body an opportunity of being employed. The idea. of supplying a. population 
of 34,000,000 with everything at a lower price than they ca.n produce it Is prob­
ably the most preposterous nonsense that ever entered the bum.an mind. 

This is actually what free trade pretends to do; we are attempting to supply 
ourselves with everythinir cheaper than we can P.roduce it. In other words, 
we place before our workers cheap food, but put it out of their power to earn 
the money to buy it. 

Free tre.de moons untaxed forei~n competition. Foreign competition means 
competition in cheapness; competition in chea.pneas means competition in cheap 
lal>or; competition in cheap labor means competition in fteah and blood; and 
competition in flesh and blOod is slavery. Excessive competition is the greatest 
curse that can be imposed on a. working oommunity. The unrestricted compe­
tition of the whole world is rapidly ma.king the condition of English labor in­
tolerable. 

Cheap clothing and chen.p food are of no value if human labor is cheaper still. 
Excessive oheapness is of no valne to the community without employment. 
Employment means cheapneBS. Those who ha.ve employment can buy. Those 
who have not employment ca.n not buy. • * • Free trade means cheapness 
to the rl<ih, the idlers, those with fixed incomes, but longer hours, lower wages, 
harder work to the workers. The workers are twenty to one to the idlers, and 
therefore free trade sacrifioes the interests of nineteen to the iriterests of the 
one. 

Five shillfngs spent on the produce of English Jaber benefits the working 
class more than 00 shillings spent on the produce of foreign labor. Intet-nal 
production a.nd internal consumption a.re the only proofs of national prosperity. 
The first and panunount duty of every Government is to encourage conditions 
under which every one can find employment. 

Into this race for cheapness the Republican party does not propose 
to enter. 

Again, it has been said and will be repeated that the protective sys­
U:>m tends to prod.nee unnatural conditions, overproductions, and con­
sequent trusts and combines, to the destruction of healthy competition 
and the detriment of the people. Suppose that to be true, is that any 
reason why the system itself should be abandoned? There are numer­
ous evils growing out of a free Government, but is that any reason why 
such a Government should be demolished and a despotism erected on 
its ruins? State!manship dictates, rather, correction of these evils 
while maintaining the Government. 

We have already passed a measure aimed at these trusts and com· 
b1nes which, it is hoped, will uproot and destroy the last vest ige of 
their tyrannical power. 

I ha:ve no apology to offer for the men who seek to deprive the people 
of the benefit of fair prices, which unrestrained domestic comp~tition 
insures. When an industry in the Unit~d States has been built up 
under the fostering care of the Government and then the beneficiaries 
thereof, feeling the effect of domestic competition, combine to prevent 
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the resultant benefits to ~pe people, I would say to all such, if you will 
not permit free and unrestrained competition at home, you shall en­
counter the competition of the world. [Applause.] 

It would be well, however, to remember in this connection that 
trusts are not con.fined to pr&tect:.ed countries or to protected industries. 

But it is frequently asserted by our opponents that our protective 
policy cripples foreign commerce and will ultimately destroy it. Gen­
tlemen who make this declaration must forget for the moment, in their 
enthusiasm for free trade, that in 1860, at the close of the last period 
of a low-revenue tariff, our total exports were only $336,576,057, while 
in 1889 they were $742,401,375, an increase of more than $400,000,-
000. They forget or fail to recall the faet that our entire foreign trade 
in 1860 was only $687, 192, 176, while in 1880, only twenty years later, 
it had more than doubled, and aggregated the princely sum of $1,503,-
593,404. Why, the total value of our export trade from 1789 to 1860 
was only $9,000,000,000, while from 1860 to 1889 it was $15,000,000,-
000, greater by $6,000,000,000 during the twenty-nine years of protec· 
tiou than during the whole previous history of the Government. 

More than this. Our trade during this protective period has been to 
our advantage, and not to our detriment. From 1846to1872 there was 
an excess of imports over exports. The first .fifteen years of this period 
were those of a low tariff and a consequent prostration of dorp.estic man­
ufactures. The years of the war required large imports and the period 
of inflation following kept the balance of trade against us. From 1874, 
however, until the present time there have been only three years when 
the balance of trade has been against us. -

From 1846 to 1873 the net balance of trade against us was $1, 525-, 
240,844, while from 1874 to 1889 our exports exceeded our imports by 
$1,581,240,844. In the face of these fa~t.s it is astounqing that gentle­
men will have the effrontery to affirm that our protective system is in· 
jurious to our foreign trade. · 

It may be well to bear in mind in this connection that while our for­
eign commerce has steadily increased our annual domestic trade bas 
reached the fabulous sum of more than $40,000,000,000. 

But the gentleman from Tex.as [Mr. MILLS] says: 
To check importations is to check exportations. 
'Vhen we refuse to take from the European countries, South America, or from 

the East or West India. Islands, or from any other spot on the globe, that which 
they offer to give to us in exchani'e for our products the same interdiction which 
you make BJ?a.inst the importation of their productS is 1m interdiction against 
the exportation of our own. 

Just in proportion aa you remove the restrictions and permit the importation 
of their products, just so far do you remove the barriers in the way of exporta­
tion of our own. 

Let us see what foundation there is for this statement and what basis 
of fact it has to rest on. 

I think we shall find, upon examination of the books, that such a 
statement is wholly fallacious. As if any nation on the faoo of the earth 
because we trade with them will therefore trade with us! Nations are 
like individuals; they trade where itisfortheiradvantage. I have here 
a tabular statement of our commerce with the South .American coun­
tries. There was admitted into the United States from those coun­
tries last year, 1889, $120,560,325 worth of productst all of which bat 
$14, 738,187 came in free of duty, as the following taole shows• 

188!), 

~rlai:ag~~·::.·.:::'i-!:.:·:.::·:·:.·.:-:::.:·::::.·:.::·::::.:·.::::·:::.·.::·.·.:·.::·.:::::·::: 
Peru ...................................... ; .................... ................ . .. 

gr~~!t.:·:·::·:::::::::::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::·::::::·:·:·:::::.:.::.~:_:.:_ 
Argentine R.epublic ........... ............................... : ......... .. 
Costa.Rica. .............. ..................................................... ;. 
Brazil ......................................................................... .. 
Hondure.S .................. . : ....... ..... ...................... ; ........ ..... . 
l\Iexico ........................................... :~ .................... : ....... .. 
Bolivia. ........................ ................................................ . 
Venezuela. .................. ....... ............................. : .......... .. 
Cnili ............................................... t ............................. . 
Salva.do-r ........................................... ....... ; ................. .. 
Ecuador ...................................................................... .. 

Total ........................................... ........ .............. .. 

Total im· I 
PU~t~dto l Dutiable. 

States. 

$3, 757,443 
l, 747,246 

314,032 
2,846,685 
2, 986, 9()4 
4,263,519 
5,454,618 
l,442,865 

00,403,$04 
1,215, 561 

21,253,601 
2,126 

10,392,569 
2 622 625 
1:662:162 

695,005 

$5, 774 
250 
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-i9,526 

836,094 
37,600 

1,32-0, 212 
519 

4, 935,328 
4,958 

7,428,35':> 
23 

6, 800 
78,864 
26,696 

917 
1~~~~~1~~~~ 

120, 560, 325 14, 738,187 

But, notwithsta~ding our large imports from the South American 
countries and the further fa.ct tpat 88 per cent. were admitted free, yet 
the bulk of their trade was with the countries of Europe. 

In 1888 we took of South America $84,000,000 worth, and she pur­
chased of us $29, 000, 000. BrazU soJd ~ $65, 000, 000 worth and bought 
in the ~arkets of the world $100,000,000 worth, of which she accom­
modated us with 8 per cent. ! We give her th~ benefit of free coffee in 
our markets and she turns around and trades with England which 
imposes a duty on coffee. 

Again, the gentleman from Texas says if we would only trade with 
nations and take down QUr barI:i~~ th~y would trade mth US. 

We took of Me;i.coin 1886 $10,000,000 w9rth of products· sJie bought 
from us $7,0001000 worth. We received from Brazil $41,000,000; she 
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took of us $6,000,000. We bougbt of Central Americ.a $5,000,000 
worth, and they bought of us $2, 000~ 000 w6rth. We took of Venezuela 
$5, 791,000; she boughtofus$2,732,000. Uruguay sold us $4,925,000; 
she bought of us $1,2211 000. Cuba sold us $51,000,000 and bought of 
us $10,000,000. 

Eut let us see how the balance stands in our trade with European 
mtions and what indication there iB that we are t-0 suffer in onr trade 
relations unless this free-trade theory is adopted. England sold us in 
1886 $131,404,194 worth of productB and bought from us .$301,286,-
970. Scotland sold us $14,271,971 and bought of us $28,605,436. 
Ireland sold us $8,577,889 and bought of us $18,561,294. Belgium 
sold us $9,178,513 and bought of us $23,294,395. Portugal sold us 
$1,344,167 and bought of us $4,476,123. Northern Russia sold us 
$2,014,231 and bought of us $7,451,448. Spain sold us $5,930,202 
and bought of us $13,091,950. These figures would seem to contra­
dict the theories of the gentleman from Texas that nations will not 
trade with us by reason of the restrictions of our ta.rift: 

But finally it will be charged that the present depressed condition 
9f agriculture in this country is due in no small degree, if not chiefly, 
to our protective policy. That such depression exists there can be no 
question; but that it is attributable in the remotest degree or that it 
is the result of such n system is without the shadow of foundation. 
This depression is not confined to om people, but is general, and in 
some countries more severe than in our own. 

Italy appoints a commission to inquire into the depre..<ISed condition 
of a~riculture; France and Germany are suffering more or less from 
like conditions; while in fre&-trade England such depression has been 
severe and protracted, reducing rents and land values, destroying capi­
tal and tenant farming, bankrupting many and driving others to em­
igration. 

Since the inauguration of the era of free trade in England the farm­
ing class has been reduced from 25 per cent. t-0 12 per cent. of the en­
tire population. 

While opinion may differ as t-0 the exad cause of our agricultural 
depression, no one will be so venturesome as to ascribe it to a policy 
which has diversified our indnstries an<l created a home market capa­
cious enough t-0 absorb, exclusive of cott.on and tobacco, 95 per cent. 
of all the products of the farm, aggregating annually more than"'$3,-
000, 000, 000. 

Of the importance and value of a home market for agriculture, per­
mit me to again invoke the judgment of Hamilton: 

This idea of an extensive domestic market for the surplus produce of the soil 
is of the first consequence . 
It is of all things that which must effectually conduce to a. flourishing state of 

agriculture. To secure such a market there is no other expedient than to pro­
mote manufa.cturing establishments. ::Manufacturers, who coDBtitute the most 
numerous class, after the cultivators of the la.nd, are for that reason the princi­
pal consumers of the surplus of their labor. 

If our free-trade friends are deaf to the counsels of Hamilton, possi­
bly they will listen to the admonitions of Adam Smith as he desrants on 
the advantages of the home market. Hear him, the apostle of free trade: 

The capital employed in purchasing in one pa.rt of a country in order to sell 
in another part the prod net of the industry of that country, generally replaces 
by such operation two distinct capitals that ha.cl both been employed in its agri­
culture or manufactures, aml thus enables them t-0 continue that emplovment. 
The capital used in buying foreign goods for domestic consumption, when the 
purchase is made by the produce of domestic industry, replaces a.lso two distinct 
capitals, but one of them only supports domestic industry, the other supports 
foreign industry; and therefore foreign tra.de will give but one-half the encour­
agement to the industry or the productive labor of a country that domestic o.r 
internal trade does. 

Of what value to the American farmer are the markets of the world 
in comparison with his home market? How much of the farmer's sur­
plus products does the world's market require t-0-day? Before drop­
ping t4_e snbst.ance for the shadow it would be well to inquire int.o 
the extent of the foreign demand for the products of-0ur farms. 

If a policy is adopted which destroys the home market and forces the 
.American farmer int-0 the markets of the world, when his ve.3Sels are 
laden with the products of his farm t-0 what ports on the mhabitable 
globe will he direct his course? Not to South America nor .Asia nor 
Africa.nor Australasia nor the islands of the sea; for in.all these there is 
practically no demand for our agrimtltural products, and there i8 no 
prospec~ that there ever will be, for these conn tries are abundantly sup­
plied with agricultural laborers and surplus lands. Europe is the only 
country which does not feed its own people; and even there, Russia, 
Germany, Turkey, Roumania, Servia, and Hungary produce their own 
food supply and, excluding Germany, furnish a surplus for the Euro­
pean markets. 

OatBide of Great Britain, therefore, there is practically no demand 
for our agricultural products; and with the rich :fields of India open to 
her it is not difficult to discern tha.t the time is not far distant when 
even this demand will cease. 

Can it be possible that the farmers of this country can be induced to 
co-operate with the party of free tmde and so cripple .and destroy our 
manufacturing industries and thus deprive themselves of thevecy mar­
ket which is their chief dependence? Will it better conditions t-Odrive 
the men now engaged in manufacturing, and who are the consumers 
of the farmer's surplus, out of the fact-Ory on to the 4,rm. to become hiB 
rival and add to the enormous volnm.e of the products of the soil? 

Will the farmer, in a desire for relief from a temporary depression in· 
vite a condition of things which will be permanently disastrous? ' 

If by a reversal of our policy the home market is destroyed, where 
on the face of the earth will the farmer turn to dispose of his surplus 
products? 

The Hon. J. R. Dodge, the accomplished statistician of the Agricult­
ural Deparbnent, speaking of the present de..Pression and the worth-
lessness of the foreign mark.et, says: . 

We can not force foreigners to buy our bread. There has been a mass or in­
effable nonsense regarding "the markets of the world" for wheat. Less thnn 
a. fourth of the JJCople of the world eat wheat. Half of the people of Europe 
scarcely know .its taste, while few.of the nations of Asia and Africa. have any 
:knowledge of it.. South America is now no market for flour, as more wheat is 
grmyn there than is required for domestic consumption, and an annually en­
largm.g outlet for wheat is now sought in the distribution of the surJ>lu . Aus­
tralasia makes morn than a home supply. India. has a, surplus of 10 to 15 per 
cent. 

Eastern Europe alwn.ys has wheat to sell, leaving only Western Europe to 
supplement its ni;iarly full garners with the contributions of all other countries, 
those of Europe mcluded. Of the average 4 bushels consumed by each inhab­
i~nt of Europe, only a half bushel comes from other continents, and this is prac­
t1ca}ly th~ measure. of tt:e market for the wheat surplus of the world, a market 
which neither rec1p1•oc1ty nor the peranasion of any international comity can 
enlarge; nothing but war, famine, or pestilence, nothing but an act of God or 
a ehJlnge of crop distribution utterly at variance with long-settled policy and 
practical sense, can swell t-0 sudden importance the demand for wheat and fl.our 
that will relieve prevailin2' stagnation and advance prices. 

.. • * W' * * * 
. It is f~tiJ~ to at.temp~ to defy the law of supply and demand. So long as 
farmers msISt on growing only the bread grains, cotton, tobacco, and ca.ttle 
and to neglect other products which are needed, which we import at a cost of 
more than ~..00,000,000 annually, just so long will the lam.entation over low 
prices ~ntinue. Diversification is essential to agricultural salvation. There 
are writers and speakers who are doing incalculable injury by their influence 
~n re,Pression of any .tendency to a w~der .range ~f rural production, encourag· 
mg indolence and idleness. paralyzmg enterprise, i"ntensifying rural inertia 
and encolll'B.ging dependence on foreign production and the draining of the re! 
sources or the country to foreign lands. They appear to deprecate any effort 
towards independence or the cultivation of self-reliance, the stimulation of in· 
vention, the o.cquisition of manual skill, or the development of rur&.1 taste. 
Their advice points in the dil'ection -0f aimless poverty and practical serfdom. 

But the gentleman from Texas says: 
We have gone on to develop the branches of our indnstryuntll we can to-day 

produce in our manufaetories in nine months 11.ll that our people can consume 
inn. year, until we can produce 15 per cent. more of agricul1ura.l products than 
all our people can consume. 

''Now, t.he quest.ion before you," he .says, "is what are we io do 
about that? You have got a home market. You have sold every dol­
lar of your manufactures you can sell in the home market, and every 
dollar's worth of agricultural products you can sell, and yet you have 
a surplus on hand, and it is increasing just in proportion t-0 the increase 
of population. Now, what tlo yon propose to do?" Then, he says 
''The Democratic party is going to let down the bars'' and let th es~ 
goods go to every people who want them, and take from those other 
peop1e what they do not want. "Let down the bars!" What is t-0 
hinder the surplus now from going abroad? There is no export duty. 
lfo t to ''let down the bars ' 7 will swell our surplus ~t home and incal­
culably aggravate our condition. 

Mr. Cb.airman, we have tried the experiment of "letting down the 
bars." The "bars were down" during our entire colonial history, 
and England made us '' hewers of wood -and drawers of water,'' dis· 
couraging and sometimes preventing .a. dive:rsiftcation of our industries. 
A manufacturing establishment in South Carolina was, by act of Par· 
liament, declared a public nuisance and abated, and an English states­
man declared that we should not even make a hob nail in this coun­
try ; and so the people of these colonies were dependent upon foreign 
countries, chiefly England, for their supply of not only the luxuries, 
but even their commonest necessities of life, and it was because of this 
condition of things more than anything else thatthe War of Independ­
ence was undertaken. It was because oi our inability t-0 protect our 
own markets from invasion that the fabric of the Confederacy was taken 
down and our present form of government established. 

Ur. l\I.ason, ~eaking on this subject~ said: 
The people of this .country demanded a Union stronger than the Confedera­

tion, for the very purpose of shielding home industries from the proStmting 
assaults or foreign competition, through the regulation of commerce with other 
nations, so as tp check or t-0 prohibit the importation of commodities ilia~ inier­
fei·ed with the growth and prosperity of domestic manufactures; and so as to 
give native productions an impetus which would develop ail the resources in­
herent within the boundaries of the nation, essential for the supply and con­
sumption or the population at all times. No fact is more securely estabfuhcd 
than is this. 

Touching this same subject, Daniel Webster said: 
I defy the man in any deg-ree conversant with the history, in any degree ac­

quainted with the annals of this country from 1787 to 1789, when the Constitu­
tion was adopted, to say that protection of American labor and industry was 
not a leading, I might almost say the leading, motive South as well as North, 
for the formation of the new Government. Without th.at p:ravision in the Con­
stitution, it never could have been adopted. 

Upon the establishment of our present form of Government in 1789, 
we put up the bars by an act of Congress, approved by President Wash­
ington July 4, 1789, which act has been bappily called the S~cond Dec­
laration of Independence, which declared as follows: 

Whereas it is necessary for the support of Government, for the discharge of 
the debts of the United States, &nd for the encouragement nnd protection of 
manufactures, that duties be laid 011 goods, war<is, and merchandise imported: 

Be it enacted-
and then followed the list 'Of articles on which du.ties were imposed . 

/ 
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Under the stimulating effect of these duties, increased by the neces­
sities of the war of 1812, promising manufacturing indnstries sprang 
into existence and general prosperity was everywhere visible. But in 
1816 we did what the gentleman f1'oln Texas now asks us to do, we 
"took down the bars," and instantly a flood of foreign imports swept 
in upon us, bringing devastation and ruin to all our industries and all 
the people. In speaking of this period, Horace Greeley, whom you 
may remember as once your candidate for the Presidency, and whose 
words therefore will come home to you with great unction, said [ap­
plause on the Republican side]: 

At the close of the second war with England peace found this country dotted 
with furnaces and factories which bad sprung up under the precarious shelter 
of embargo a,nd war. These, not yet firmly established, found themselves sud­
denly exposed to a. relentless and determined foreign competition. Great Brit­
ain poured her fabrics, far below cost, uponourmarketsinaperfectdeluge. Our 
manufactureswcntdownlikegrassbeforethemower,andouragricultureandthe 
wages of labor speedily followed. Financial · prostration was general and the 
presence of debt was universa.L In New England fully one-fourth of the prop­
erty went through the sheriff's mill, and the prostration was scarcely less gen­
eral elsewhere. In Kentucky the presence of debt was simply intolerable. In 
New York the leading merchants, in 1817, united in a. memorial to Congress to 
save our commerce, as well as our manufactures, from utter ruin by increasing 
the tariff duties. 

farmers will be deluded into accepting the policy of free trade? I can 
not believe it. 

Whatever may be the remedy for the depressed condition of the agri­
culturist, one thing is -very certain: it will not be found in the markets 
of the world. On the contrary, do not statesmanship and common 
sense dictate the course pointed out in the measure we present? In­
crease the body of consumers at home by maintaining and enlarging 
our manufactures; secure to the furmer the home market for $350, 000,-
000 of farm products which last year poured in upon ns; and, last, 
though not least, let him, under the protection we propose, di versify 
his industry by the culture of :flax, hemp, sugar, silk, and wool. and 
by so doing the surplus of grains will disappear, prices advance, and 
new fields of profitable husbandry invite to fortune. 

I shall not detain the committee longer. We have sought in this 
measure to reduce the surplus revenues to the basis of governmental 
needs without impairing a single American industry or depriving a. 
single laboring man of the prod nets of his toil. 

We submit this measure to the considerate judgment of the Honse 
and the country in the confident belief that if enacted into law it will 
impart a fresh stimulus to all our industries, relieve whatever of de­
pression there may now exist, and bring to all the people a new era of 

This condition of things continued until 1824 and 1828. Then the increased prosperity. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 
bars were put up again, and instantly our prostra.te industries revived During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the time of Mr. BUR-
and brought happiness and prosperity to all the people. Our recovery ROWS expired; when 
'!as so marvelous that General Jackson, then President, said in 1832: :M.I. M:cMILLIN said: Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

Our country presents on every side marks of prosperity and happiness un- the gentleman be permitted to continue his remarks until he shall have 
equaled, perhaps, in any other portion of the world. completed them, without limit as to time. 

Henry Clay speakinO' of these times in the United States Senate in I There was no objection, and it WM so ordered. 
1832 said: ' 0 

1\fr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the indulgence of the 
' . . . committee for a. brief period to-day w bile I present some of the rea-

In short, sir, if I _were to se1.ect any .tt:rm of seven years since t~e adoption .or sons why we think the measure proposed should not become a law It 
the present Constitution wh1ch exhibited a scene of the most widespread dis- . • . • . 
may and desola.tion, it would be exactly that term of seven years which im.me.- would be pleasant, &r, to traverse these :flowery fields of llllagmation 
diately preceded the establishment of the tariff of 1824. If the term of seven into which we have been led by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
years were to be selected of the greatest prosperity which tbis people have en- BURnO"""S] ho has ·ust addressed 0 B t I .r.e 1 th t bli 
joyed since the establishment of their present Constitution, it would be exactly • _.. ·" ' W J 3'.' u. n .i• e . a my. O ga-
that period of seven years which immediately followed the passage of the tariff tions to the country are such ns reqru.re that I state Ill a plam, calm 
-0f J824. way the increases and inconsistencies of the measure now under con· 

But in 1832 the cry went up, as now, to "take down the bars," and sideration and give reasons why this incr_ease of taxes should not be 
again we entered upon a period of free trade, and again the disastrous made. I shall try ~o confine.myself i? this, b~~mse I know !tow m~y 
consequences of 1816 followed. The historian speaking of this period gentlemen are all.Xlous to dISCuss this question and how impossible 
said: ' ' it is going to be under the limit of debate suggested for all who de­

sire to get a hearing. 
Again financial depression followed; assignments and bankruptcies resulted 

everywhere; manufacturers suspended operations, and businese grew worse 
and worse till the culmin•tion wa.s reached in the fina.ncia.l crash of 1837, one of 

- the most disastrous financial revulsions ever known-severer even than that 
whicll followed tlle repeal of the first tariff in 1816. Very few persons could save 
themselves; property of every description was disposed of at astounding sacri­
fices. In some parts of Pennsylvania bank-notes were divided into halves, and 
even into quarters, money was so scarce. In Ohio it was hard to get money 
enough to pay taxes. So little money wa.s there tlla.t at sheriffs' sa.les good horses 
sold for $2 ea.ch, cows at SI, and bogs at 6t cents apiece. In Missouri a. large.ox 
was sold for 12} cents, hogs at lt oents each, and tobacco at 62i cents per hogs­
head. 

The bars were down then. [Applause on the Republican side.] When 
free trade or a Jow revenue tariff had done its desolating work we again 
put up the bars by the prntective tariff of 1842. Promptly business 
revived, and so prosperous was this protective period that James K. 
Polk was forced to say in his message to Congress in 1846: 

Labor in all its branches is receiving an ample reward; whHe education, 
science, and the arts are rapidly enlarging the means of social ha.ppiness. The 
progress of our country in her career of greatness, not only in the vast extension 
of her territorial limits and in the rapid increase of our population, but in re­
sources and wealth and in the happy condition of our people, is without an ex­
ample in the history of nations. 

But again the cry went up: "Take down tbe bars;" and they were 
taken down. And what was the result? Let President Fillmore an­
swer, and his answer is specially appropriate in reply to the gentleman 
from Texas, who claims that a, low revenue duty will increase our trade 
with foreign nations and especially benefit the Ameriean farmer. It 
seems the same argument was then used to bring about the act of 1846. 

In 1851, speaking of the results :flowing from the repeal of the tariff 
of 1842, President Fillmore, in his message to Congress, said: 

The value of our exports of breadstutrs and pro~ion.s, which i was sup-­
posed the incentive of a. low tariff and large importations from nbroad would 
have greatly augmented, has fallen from $68,000,000 in 1847 to $21,000,000 in 1851, 
with almost a certainty of a still further reduction in 1852. The policy which 
dictated a low rate of duties on foreign merchandise, it was thought by those 
who established it, would tend to benefit the farming population of this coun­
try by increasing the demand and raising the price of our agricultural products 
in foreign markets. The foregoing facts, however, seem to show incontestably 
that no such res11U has followed the adoption of this policy. 

Following the repeal of 1846, and under a revenue tariff, .one disaster 
after another followed in quick succession until culminating in the crash 
of Hs57, which brought universal ruin and dismay to a.ll the people. 

President Buchanan, in his annual message in 1861, said: 

But before I forget it and goto the provisions of this bill, I wish topre­
sen tone fact in answer to all that the gentleman from Michigan has said 
concerning the beauties of the home market and in advocacy of ex­
cessive rates of duty. 

Sir, he began his speech with the announcement that "It is a. theory, 
.and not a condition, that confronts us.'' He seems to be anxious for an 
opportunity to pnt himself in antagoism to one of the greatest men 
of this country, and has done it in that way. .Anticipating, Mr. Chair· 
man, that we would have something like the speech we have heard to. 
day, I went yesterday to the Bureau of Labor and Statistics to find out 
the condition of the State represented by the gentleman [Mr. BUR· 
ROWS l. I ask his careful attention to the facts shown by the record 
there, and I invit.e him to call in his eloquence 1tnd bestow a little of 
his thought to home affairs. What is the condition there? There 
are 47, 720 farms in Michigan on w:µich are mortgages, and only 43,079 
that are not mortgaged. This was in 1888, and the condition is worse 
now. Is that a ''condition'-' or a "theory'·' that confront.3 the gen­
tleman at home? [Applause.] 

If this be ::nere ''theory," I suggest to him that his people would 
probably profit bymore(improved) "condition JI andlesstheory. When 
these words were spoken in reversed order by President Cleveland, they 
applied to an overflowing Treasury obtained by excessive taxation, 
which he was trying to induce Congress to remedy. But since that 
the Republican party has come into power. It has diminished the 
surplus and is proposing to get rid of the balance. This play on Presi­
dent Cleveland's words is probably a delicate and unique way the gen­
tleman from Michikan has of telling the House his party baa squan­
dered the "condition JI and left the tax-payer nothing but "theory." 

Further, Mr. Chairman, I find that the average rate of interest paid 
by his poor, overtaxed, and excessively burdened constituents is 7.2.per 
cent.; and I ask him as a candid man, I ask him as an intelligent legis­
lator, I ask him as one who is always ready t-0 give whatever is the 
best reason even in a bad cause, I ask him what remedy this bill pro· 
poses for those overtaxed people? It increases their taxes on every­
thing except sugar and makes them pay a bounty on that. Let him 

·come back from South America; let him come back ~rom Uruguay and 
Paraguay; let him. withdraw his thoughts from Germany and from 
German competition, and let him tell his own people of Michigan how 
it is that, afte.r more than twenty-five years of intense protection, half 
of the farmers in his State are mortgaged beyond their ability to pay. 
But, l\Ir. Chairman, this calamity is not peculiar to the constituents 
of th~ gentleman from Michigan. 

With unsurpassed plenty in all the elements of national wealth our manu­
facturers have suspended, our public works are retarded, our private enterprises 
of different kinds are abandoned, and thousands of useful laborers a.re thrown 
out of employment and reduced to want. I went also through the records of the State of Ohio, and I found that 

In the light of history and experience can it be possible that our ·in that State, so ably represented by the chairman of the Committee 
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on Ways and Means [Mr. McKINLEY], the nnmber of mortgages is 
291,640 and that the amount of mortgage indebtedness is $330,999,000. 
I ask that gentleman [Mr. McKINLEY] what he bas done-in the meas­
ure which he has brought before this House to relieve one particle of 
this excessive indebtedness. By the bill he leaves his people in worse 
condition. And if a home market is such a beautiful thing, if the erec­
tion of walls is so admirable, if the destruction of commerce is so com­
mendable, I ask these gentlemen why it is that none of the good ett:ects 
have been visited on those two States. Why do mortgages multiply 
and profits diminish? In Illinois last yroir alone. there were t~ir~y­
aeven millions of mortgage debts recorded, accordmg to the statistics 
found in the same bureau. 

M:r. Chairman, our Government is supported by taxes. These are 
obtained from two sources: • 

First, from import duties. 
Secondly, from internal revenue. . 
But however raised they are the money contributed bytbe people to 

meet the expenses of Government, and hence a burden to them. 
It would seem when there is a surplus flowing into the Treasury there 

could be no diversity of opinion as to what should be done; that, when 
the people are being taxed beyond the needs of economic Government, 
wisdom of statesmanship and purity of patriotism would alike suggest 
reduction in taxation. That is our condition to-day. 

If we were members of a State Legislature or of a city council and 
found a surplus coming into the trea.sury, what would we do? Would 
we rant about a full treasury being necessary? Would we speak of a 
tax as a blessing? Would we hesitate as to our course? No, sir; we 
would make haste to reduce taxation and stop the flow of money to the 
treasury. Failing to do so, there is no city or State in this Union whera 
we would not be accounted unfaithful servants anll hurled from power. 

Sir, I welcome this rencontre between the two great political parties 
on purely economic questions with all the ardor that love of my coun­
try and intense anxiety for its be3t interests could inspire. ·we are to 
be congratulated that we have reached a question where sectionalism 
is impossible and where cursing of brother by brother can no longer be 
heard. 

Mr. Chairman, the present tariff system was adopted in time of war 
under pretext that it was necessary to carry on the war, and only io 
be temporary. At the d03e of the war the interest-bearing public debt 
was $2,381,530,294. Of this more than balf has been paid, and still 
not one "jot or tittle" of war taxation imposed on the necessaries of 
life has passed away. 

The annual interest charge bas been reduced from $143, 781,5~ to 
$44,715,000, less than one-third its former proportions. Still the war 
tariffs remain and the people beg in vain for relief. Year after year 
promises have been made to them that they should have a reduction 
of taxes. But the promise has been broken as often as made and their 
condition has become almost hopeless. The promises are made for 
c.ampaign purposes, to obtain power, and then broken to retain it. A 
sad commentary on the evil times on which we have fallen is that it 
takes more bushels of corn to pay the interest now than it did in 1867, 
at the ru.ling prices. 

Sir, is a quarter of a century of grinding taxation not sufficient? 
Are the masses to h§.Te no relief from oppressive impositions made for 
the benefit of the classes? Are the agriculturists to be required to 
contribute forever excessive taxation that greater dividends may be 
paid to those engaged in other pursuits? Are their farms still to go 
under mortgage while the empty dinner-pail. which the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] has left upon his desk, stands as a monu­
ment and illustration of the further taxation that is to be imposed 
upon them? The platforms of all political parties have admitted the 
justice of their demands for relief. Stump orators of all parties have 
made themselves hoarse halJooing for relief. The last four Presidents 
have urged Congress to give it. Still the cry of the oppressed tax­
payer goes up in vain and a deaf ear is turned to his piteous plea. 

Sir, how long think yon this can continue? Will your broken prom­
ises not break their maker? Will your hollow hypocrisy not be ex­
posed? The mutterings of discontent come louder and louder; the din 
approachesthisCapitolnearerand nearer, till the tax-payers of the United 
States, after waiting with a patience which would have aroused the 
envy of Job, have learned that sixty millions of people are sixty mill­
ions strong. They have organized from the Lakes to the Gulf. They 
have learned, and t.hey will teach you, that you are their servants, 
not their masters. They demand relief from excessive taxes, and you 
dare not longer refuse it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is sometimes claimed that the object of these 
excessive rates of tariff is to give higher wages to the workingmen. 
There is a notable absence of that argument here this time. The con­
trary has become too apparent for the proposition to be even seriously 
discussed here as it used to be; but, as the speeches made for home con­
sumption will probably ring with that argument, as they have always 
done, I propose to give this committee a table prepared by the Super­
intendent of the last census showing a list of manufactures of different 
kinds, the whole cost, the labor cost, and the percent. which thelabor 
cost bears to the whole cost, and then I will add a. statement of the 
rates of duty proposed by the Committee on Ways and Means, and let 

the country judge whether the duties proposed in this bill are intended 
for the benefit of the laboring men or fo put more money into the pockets 
of the manufacturers. Here is the table: 
'l.'able compiled fr<nn the Tenth Census by Mr. Seaton, Superintendent, show­

ing value of various manufactured products, per cent. of labor cost, rate 
of duty existing and proposed. 

Valne of Percent- Present Pro-
Industries. product·. Labor. age of tariff. posed 

labor. rate. 

Carpets ........................... $31, 792, 802 $6,835,218 21.5 46.31 60.88 
Cotton goods .................. 210, 950, 883 45, 614,419 21.6 85.64 *38.CO 
Bolts, nuts, etc .....•.....•..... 10,078,330 1, 981,300 19.7 82.00 80.00 
Nails and spikes .............. 5, 629,240 1, 255, 171 22.3 52.00 41.00 
Iron pipe, wrought ......... 13, 292, 162 1, 788, 25S 13.5 74.00 62.00 
Oil, castor ....................... 653, 900 44, 714 6.8 220.00 125.00 
Oil, linseed ..................... 15,393,812 681,677 4.4 44.00 53.00 
Screws (smallest) ............. 2, 184, 1>32 456,342 20.9 72.00 84.00 
Wool hats (cheap) ....•...... 8,516,569 1,893,215 22.2 68.00 111.00 
'Voolen goods ................. 160, 606, 721 25,836,392 16.1 71.00 90.00 
'Vorsted goods .............. 33,549, 942 5,683,027 16.9 67.00 tIOS.00 

* Clothin&" made, 50 per cent. t Some worsteds increased to 180. 

Take woolen goods a.s shown in this table. The whole amount made 
was$160,000,000; the labor costwns$'25,000,000. The presentdutyiB71 
per cent.; and my distinguished. friend sitting in front of me prowses 
through his committee to .fix it at 90 per cent.; yet labor gets 16.1 per 
cent. 

Next, consider worsted goods; and they get worse as they go farther. 
The value of the product was $33,000,000; labor received $5,000,000; 
the labor cost was only 16.9 per cent. Yet they propose to increase 
duty on worsted goods to 103 per cent. and some worsteds are increased 
to 130 per cent. Does nny man believe that the intention is to benefit 
the la.boring man? I say that our true policy is to keep up this agita­
tion; and if taxes are given in the name of labor and through the votes 
of labor let us see that labor gets its share. 

I remember to have heard the distinguished gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. McKINLEY] in the Forty-seventh Congress say on this floor that 
instead of being in favor of a ta.riff for protection with incidental rev­
enue he was in favor of a tariff for revenue with incidental protection. 
This was his position in 1883. But now when I examine his bill, when 
I look at the increases and the exclusions thatare put in it, when I see 
that in framing the bill the committee ha.ve gone on apparently with 
the determination that there shall be no imports, I think his next plat­
form will be" a tariff for protection with accidental revenue;" for it 
will be an accident if it yields any revenne. [Laughter.] 

Ah ! to the casual observer it would seem so; yet when you come to 
examine the bill, what are the facts? There is a provision that 
leaves chains where they are, and the bill would seem to show that 
thi& duty is only 43 per cent. Yet there is a basket clause to the same 
section which says that none of the chains shall pay less than 45 per 
cent. Why not come up boldly and say, ''We will increase the tax.'' 
But no; the farmer is abroad and with a mortgage oTer his home; it 
is not very good stump doctrine, pending a campaign, to increase any 
part ot his taxes without covering up the fact, and they have done it. 

Who ever saw such a bill as that presented by the majority? It is 
founded on no general idea and can be justified on no general principle. 
It raised the duty on certain woolen goods on the theory that the tariff 
is no tax and put sugar on the free-list on the plea that the tariff is a 
tax. Cabbage truced 3 cents each, and the sauerkraut made of cabbage 
is not taxed at all. [Laughter.] Hen eggs, edible, taxed 5 cents a 
dozen. Silk-worm eggs, thl:\t can not be eaten, are admitted free. 

The present rare of duty on champagne is $7 a dozen quarts, or 53 
per cent.-champagne, that magnificent and :fiery fluid which will not 
cure a man if he is sick, but will soon '':fix" him so he does not care 
whether he is sick or well. [Laughter.] You would suppose an earnest 
seeker after things on which he could increase taxation would not over­
look that, and yet the committee left the duty on champagne at 53 per 
cent. and raised it on woolen goods to more than 91 per cent., showing 
that their party have.more regard for internal heating appliances than 
for external. And so it goes from bad to worse through one hundred 
and fifty-six pages of increases and inconsistencies. 

Sir, there is a general change from ad valoren to specific duties. This 
answers two of the purposes of those who adrncate higher taxes. 
First, it conceals the rate of the duty, or them.re as compared with the 
cost, from the consumer. It enables the tll.xing to continue with less 
complaint by the victim,. Secondly, there is constantly going on ~11 
over the world a reduction in the cost of goods by reason of new m­
ventions discoveries and the use of machinery. When the duty is ad 
valorem 

1

the purcha.s'er gets, with the reduction of the price of the com­
modity, a corresponding reduction ?f the duty; but when i~ is specific 
he gets no reduction, e-ven if there IS a decrease of one-half m the cost 
of the article. 

So these gentlemen, by the substitution of spe~ific for a<l valorem 
rates()f dnty, provide that the reduction shallnot mure to the benefit 
of the consumer. 

l\Ir. BAYNE. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. 
Mr. BAYNE. Did not the Democratic Secretary of the Treasury, 

Mr. Manning, and bis successor in that office, Mr. Fairchild, both rec­
ommend the substitution of specific for ad valorem rates of duty with 
a view to preventing frauds on the Government? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. They did to some extent. Bntyon will observe, 
my friend, that the Democratic party declined to adopt the snggGStion. 

Mr. BAYNE. I know they did, but those who had to administer 
the law and knew the necessity for it wanted it done. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, never before has such reckless­
ness characterized the committee in the conetrnction ofa bill. Never 
has such widespread consternation followed the promulgation of one. 
From every quarter and from almost every branch of trade comes the 
cry that ruLlo! will follow its enaetmentinto law. So great has been the 
clamor that changes have been made hourly since t.he bill was first 
printed, and a change of nearly thirty millions was made after the bill 
had been voted on in committee the night before it was reported. 

Need I give instances of these complaints? One of the greatest in­
dustries of Pennsylvania is her carpet manufacture. Millions of money 
and thousands of her people depend upon this. Many of them say 
this bill will ruin them. 

The duty on tobacco has been raised from 35 cents a pound to $2 per 
pound. It is done under pretense of encouraging tobacco-raising. 
What are the facts? In the Tobacco Journal I find that the average 
price of tobacco for the last six years in Pennsylvania, Connecticut, and 
New York, States where tobacco is raised to some extent and where it 
is claimed benefits will flow from this bill, has not been in excess of 15 
cents. Hence no increase of duty can. enhance the price, as the price is 
already below the duty. 

The cigar manufacturers of Key West and Tampa told the committee 
that a Johnstown flood or a fire which consumed half the town would 
be a blessing when compared to the evil which will come in the wake 
of this bill. Other cigar-makers complain. 

Exporters of canned goods of all kinds have represented to the com­
mittee that the increase on tin-plate destroys their trade. The domes­
tic workers of tin say they can not stand it. 

The manufacturers of electric machinery and of stoves complain at 
the excessive and unnecessary duty for the first time placed on mica. 
Thereby electric lighting and motive power are to be made more ex­
pensive, and the transparency in the stove through which the darkness 
and gloom of the room are dispelled is to be taxea. Not content with 
placing the duty of 138 per cent. on common window-glass and taxing 
sunlight in the home, the artificial light of the night is to be taxed­
taxed by day and taxed by night. 

Sir, it was first proposed to pnt a duty of a dollar a pound on raw 
silk. But a rebellion arose in the silk-manufacturing centers. Its din 
reached this Capitol, penetrated the dark recesses where the majority 
of the committee were framing the bill, and forced them to call a ha.It. 
What was to be done? The few producers of raw silk complained that 
they could not compete with France. The silk manufacturers threat­
ened vengeance if not allowed to continue the importation of raw silk 
free. They said their machines would stop; their labor would be 
thrown out of employment, want would stalk in the streets and pov­
erty would succeed prosperity in the mills. Under this cross-fire what 
did tlie committee do? Followed the usual tactics. It fell back, as it 
has so often done, on the farmer and forced him to sustain the shock 
of this new assault. 

It proposes to pay a dollar a pound out of the Treasury bounty on raw 
silk. It proposes to tax the farmer and raise $2, 000, to be paid as bonn ty 
on each ton of raw silk prodncedin the United States. In other words, 
the Kansas farmer, who is burning corn in the absence ofa market, must 
pay a bounty to .his neighbor who produces silk; over 13,300 bushels 
for each ton or 373,000 pounds of corn for every thousand pounds of 
silk. Then he does not own or get the silk after paying this enormous 
price for it. We imported last year over 5,000,000 pounds of raw 
silk. 

Gentlemen, how do you like it? How will your constituents like 
this new method ofrobbing them? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Do yon not fear you will reach the point where they will not longer bear 
their load? Do not their impoverished families touch you? Do not 
the mortgages ha,nging like a pall over their homes appeal to you and 
implore yon to lift the heavy hand of the tax-gatherer from them, to 
put not the felonious fingers of unj nst taxation in to their pockets? 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is not all. The committee have recom­
mended the payment of 2 cents a pound on all the sugar produced from 
cane in the United States. It will take seven millions and a half an­
nually to meet this bounty, even if there is no increase in production. 
The entire sugartax, ov~r$55, 000,000, is surrendered, and $7:500,000, 
collected off other goods and from other people, is taken out of the Treas­
ury and given as a bounty to sugar-producers, making a change in the 
Government revenues of $63,000,000. The committee bas been im­
plored not to attempt the bounty system on sugar. The sugar-makers 
themselves, though not getting as much protection out of the tariff as is 
proposed by this bill, have begged the Government not to take charge 
of their business. They foresee that the passage of this bill means the 
placing oftbeir sugar-houses under thesurveillanceo~ Federal officials, 

the employment of spies and informers under pretext of protecting the 
Government against fraud, indictments in Federal courts for alleged 
"violation of law, the employment of thou.sands of officials to watch sugar 
from cane to the coffee-pot, and the myriad ills which :flow from the 
Government's intermeddling to run the citizen's business. 

On this subject Governor Warmoth, of Louisiana, a very prominent 
Republican, an extensive sugar-planter, used the following laug·nage 
before the committee: 

Mr. BAYNE. How would a. bounty operate? 
Mr.WARMOTH. It would be destructive to the industry. 
Mr. BAYNE. Why so? 
Mr.WARMOTH. Because it would disclose the fact, which everybody under­

stands, that the tariff is a bounty, and the moment it is understood that we aro 
sing lea out and a bounty paid into our hands there would be a universal cry for 
the destruction of tbat bounty. 

.!\fr. BAYNE. From whom would the cry come? 
Mr. WARMOTH. Unanimously !rom the country. 
Mr. BAYNE. Suppose the effect of payin~ a bounty would be to develop your 

industry a.nd make it produce an adequate supply for the consumption of the 
country? 

Mr. WARMOTH. No bounty would be of any benefit to us, because it would 
be very short-lived. We could not get a man to put capital in the sugar indus­
ry under a bounty. 

I would like to ask the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] 
why it is that in the late campaign in Louisiana he was there making 
speeches urging the people to support the Republican candidate in order 
to protect sugar, and yet he comes here and himself lays his hand upon 
it to smite it down. Has "the condition" or "the theory" changed? 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

You had better take your hands off. I will go a little further as to 
the objects of this taxation. There must have been a motive for it. 
Wise men do not move without motives; intelligent men who have 
great affairs in their hands at lea.st have something plausible in sight 
before they take such a radical step as this. 

For one hundred years we have gone along without bounties; for one 
hundred years the producers have not been allowed to go up to the 
Treasury and take the money out. It is true that Alexander Hamil­
ton, a man who said in the beginning of the Government that the peo-. 
ple were not to be trusted, a man who said that the Senate must 
be made a life body, because it was necessary to check the imprudence 
of the Democracy, that man who has been read from to-day-been 
brought forward as the chief apostle of this doctrine-did advocate it in 
the beginning, but, till now, for a hundred years no man has ever broken 
into Congress who was rash enough to follow him. But to-day a new 
doctrine is promulgated, and upon this new doctrine we take issue. 
We are ready to meet you in this conflict and ready to discuss with you, 
not only the propriety of giving bounties, but the justice of doing so. 
It is without foundation injustice and without warrant in the Consti­
tution. The Topeka (Kans.) case, decided by the Supreme Court, Jus­
tice Miller delivering the opinion, clearly decides the unconstitution· 
ality of a tax levied for such a purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, I am glad the committee have at last confessed tliat 
our present excessive tariff is a system of indirect bounties, and that 
they have determined to try·both. There were two ways in which to 
give something to the silk-grower: one, indirectly, by placing an im­
port duty on raw silk, thereby incr~ing the price of domestic silk; 
the other by paying the bounty directly from the Treasury aft:.eritbas 
been collected from the people. The latter is the bolder way and raises 
the issue squarely whether it is right to take by taxation money from 
one citizen to be paid to another to increase the profits of his calling. 

By this the mask is moved. The tax-payer can see his adversary face 
to face and know the hand that smites him. The grasping fingers seize 
the cash boldly instead of doing it covertly. The issue is broadly made. 
Let the battle be bravely fought, and let the tax-payers of th~ country 
say whether the bounty and largess system can long :flourisli with an 
Anglo-Saxon, justice-loving race, who have th.e intelligence to know 
their rights and the manhood to maintain them. 

Mr. Chairman,. what are the con.~equences to,:ftow from this taxation 
of one man to make a donation to another, this Peter-robbing, Paul­
paying process? Where is it to end? If you give a bounty on silk be­
cause it does not pay to produce silk in this countrywky not also give 
it on jute and encourage our people to raise their own jute? Why not 
on figs and produce figs at home? Why not on bananas and raise them 
under our own flag? The price of corn is down till in some parts of 
the countrcy it has been burned for fuel. Will you extend your pater­
nity and give the farmer a bounty on corn? The price of beef cattle 
and hogs is low. Will you give a bounty on meat products, and 
make these pay? The producers of these by much toil pay the bounty 
on silk and sugar. A.re they to receive no recognition from this pa­
ternal Government? How much will it cost? What will it lead to? 
It will lead inevitably and quickly to corruption. The corridors of 
this Capitol will resound wit.h the footfall of interested jobbers. Com­
mittee-rooms will re-echo with the voices of those seeking the Gov· 
ernmental largess. The request will become a demand; the demand 
a din. It will begin by Congress subsidizing the industries and end 
with the industries subsidizing Congress. 

This is no new business. The Pacific Mail Steam-Ship Line was sub­
sidized. Corruption crept in and did its cankering work. More and 
more was demanded, and more and more given. A lobby, strong as 
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Samps0n, wasorganized, and thesubsidizedlinekenneleditshell-hounds Representatives of vast canning industries, canneries of fish, fruits, 
around this Capitol to scent out those who would sell their country vegetables, and oysters, have come before the Committee on Ways and 
and to hound down those who would not. Seven hundred thousand Means and begged that this suicidal step be no.t taken. They have 
dollars, according to the report of an investigating committee was used represented that it would retard or ruin their industries, but to no pur­
to c~rrupt Congress and force the bounty. Like Senator Dilworthy's pose. 
hundred thousand dollar appropriation in the Gilded Age, " it took This brings me- to another position taken by the gentleman from 
it all to get it through Congress." The bounty business went from bad Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] and the gentleman from Michigan [Mt. BUR­
to worse till the people, tired of its injustice and disgusted with the Rows], claiming that this bill is in response to the elections in 1888. 
corrupt method of obtaining it, withdrew it and returned to the sound They both speak of there having been an "issue joined" in 1888, a 
principle of "equal rights to all, exclusive privileges to none." [ Ap- conflict waged, and a viclory achieved. Victory ! when a hundred 
plause.] _ thousand majority was against you on the p0pular vote! It is true you 

Sir, do you suppose they have eo soon forgotton the sad lesson of did have a scant majority in this House. 
these scandals? Do you think they will willingly return to a system Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
which is unjust when aiministered at its be.st and corrupt when ad- Mr. l\IcMILLIN. With much pleasure. 
ministered at its worst? They will not. Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman not believe that more than 

But go on, gentlemen, in your wild career. By and by you will one hundred thousand Republican votes were suppressed in the South 
find that this country is thoroughly impressed .with the idea of Democ- and not allowed to be ca.st? 
ra,~y 's great statesman, President Cleveland, that "unnecessary taxa- Mr. MCMILLIN. No, sir; that is absolutely false; absolutely false. 
tion is unjust taxation." (Great applause on the Democratic side.] There never was a greater falsehood :perpetrated; and I have got tired 

Sir, the country is llOW demanding relief at your hands. It is stag- of this business of a lot of people standing up with their phylacteries 
gering under a weight of taxation too grievous to be borne. Popula- spread abroad, thanking Go<! that they are not like other men, and 
tion has increased and currency in circulation decreased. The farmer coming here and criticising others when their own records are as rotten 
has been taxed on what he eats, the linen and woolen be wears, and as the cancer's core. What is the record of your party? You stole one 
the hoe and hammer with which he works. He has been taxed not Presidency and bought another, and now you talk about a suppressed 
merely to support the Government, but to make some other man's es- vote. [Applause on the Democratic side and in the galleries.] 
tablishment pay a better dividend. His wheat has run down in price Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman will permit--
till it hardly pays for producing, handlin,g, and hauling; bis hogs and l\Ir. l'iicMILLIN. One moment. You shall have an qpportunity to 
cattle have gone down till it does not pay to raise them, and his corn get in, but not just now. 
has no adequate market. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to suggest that the audience 

Yet, sir, under this ruinous policy, while the innocent corn-burner is present in the galleries are there by the courtesy of the House of Rep­
abroad in the land and the smoke of his cereal sacrifice ascends from resentati ves, and that manifestations of approval or disapproval are not 
impoverished homes, the self-constituted tutelary deities who assume to proper. · 
preside over American homes with such paternal solicitude accept not Mr. McMILLIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, as the gentlemen have eaid, 
his sacrifice, heed not his prayers. there was an issue joined and a conflict waged, and I, being forced to 

Sir, I turn w the majority of the Ways and Means Committee and it, will tell how it was waged. 
• ask them: How have you met the fearful responsibility placed upon It is a fact, known to all men who are not either t.oo blind to see a 

you in an evil hour by an overtaxed, too-confiding, and deluded public? truth or too wicked to tell it, that the "fat was fried" out of the 
What relief do you propose for the frightful ills that affiict the land? manufacturers all over the country for campaign purposes. Go to the 
You find the farmer burning his com. Have you stopped the con- Post-Office Department and ask even your Postmaster-General how 
flagration? You find the fires being extinguished in many north~rn much moneJ he contributed. 
furna.ces. Have you rekindled them? You find immense woolen man- Mr. MILLIKEN., But you talk and will not allow a reply. 
ufacturing establishments crashing and in ruins all around you. Have Mr. MANSUR. Will the gentleman from Tennessee permit me to 
you put an end to it? ask him a question in this connection? 

You find the farmers mortgaged to death; you hear the rueful rap of l\Ir. McMILLIN. I have but very limited time. 
the auctioneer's hammer making desolate their homes, and still you Mr. MANSUR. I know you have; but are you not of the opinion 
go blindly, madly on, taxing to relieve against taxation. You have that at least one hundred thousand men were, by fear of being de­
seen city after city and State after State since President Harrison's privedoftheirlabor,coercedintovotingfortheRepublicanpartyagainst 
election leave the Republican ranks and ioin the party founded by J ef- their will? 
ferson. which took charge of this Government ninety years ago, and Mr. McMI.LLIN. It is a fact generally known, Mr. Chairman, that 
whose motto was then. as now. "Equallaws, economic government, and during the last campai_gn money was used without stint; votes were 
just taxation." Still you read not the handwriting on the wall. You bought in "blocks of five." Some of the people who put up the 
rush rashly on your own mad way. Verily, "Whom the gods would "boodle" to bny the "blocks" have been rewarded with fat offices. 
destroy they first make mad." Now, it is proposed to pay others in an indirect way. 

What relief do you'.propose fot the woolen manufacturers, now on the Mr. MILLIKEN. The Presidential candidate on our side did not 
verge ofrnin? You add an additional tax to the wool they consume. put up $10,000 as yours did. 
They say you will destroy them. You found thele.ather industry one Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to have been foreseen by 
of the most flourishing in this country. Last year our exports of the committee that that class of our people engaged in agricultUral pur­
leather and leather goods were nearly $11,000,000. We went to the ut- suits, constituting, according to om lDst census, about 47 percent. of our 
termost parts of the earth for raw hides and admitted them free of duty. population, would not longer submit to needless taxation without some 
They were manufactured by American hands, moistened with American attention was given them. They cast about for a sop to be thrown to 
sweat, and dexterously wrought into fine goods by American fingers, them. 
and reVtirned whence they came increased in value to the great profit I imagine when the able gentlemen of the majority got together to 
of the .American laborer. You attempted to lay your blighting hand consider how t-0 delude the farmer there was silence for the space of a 
upon that and to wither it. But fortunately the people to be ruined whole hour, in which all present were given over to serious thought 
by your rapacity were strong enough to walk into your committee-room, and solemn meditation. If they forgot the farmer now he wouhl not 
seize you and shake you loose before it was too lat-e. forget them in November. A day of reckoning was to come, a day in 

Mr. Chairman, the committee has not stopped here. Not content which the deep secrets of dark committee-rooms would be revealed. 
with the imposition of duties on things produced in this country under I imagine that II\Y distinguished friend from Iowa, Governor GEAR, 
pretext of protecting American labor, they go a vast stride further and bad to break the ominous silence, and did it in about this fashion: 
more than double the tax on tin-plate. Not a ton of it is made here; "Well, Mr. Chairman, we have looked after your iron furnaces at 
not a laborer would be thrown out ot employment by admitting it free Ironton, after Brother BAYNE's glass-works and iron foundries at Pitts­
of duty. At one cent a pound it yielded last year $7,279,459 revenue. burgh, and after everybody's tin-plate works which do not exist any­
They propose after the next election to make the duty 2.15 cents a where. Now, what are you going to do for our farmers? 
pound instead of 1 cent. On the present basis of importations this "The CHAIRl\UN (with seeming gravity). Increasetheduty on corn 
would yield $151650,848. The gentleman from Michigan knew that from 10 cents a bushel to 15. 
the poor man would complain of this, so he brought in an insignificant "Governor GEAR. Why, that won't help anybody. We exported 
tin bucket to illustrate the extent of the injury done to the interests last year more than 69,000,000 bushels and only imported 2,401 bush­
of the poor by this new tax. But, Mr. Chairman, the injury does not els. Who can be deluded to think that affected prices? 
stop with the tin dinner-pail This is more than a tin-bucket issue. "The CHAIRMAN. Well, what do you say to putting an additional 

The laborer living in the city has no ma.rblemansion. He is notable tax on wheat, making it 25 cents a bushel instead of 20? Ilrother 
to cover his cottage with enduring copper or fine slate; he has to cover MCKENNA, how does that strike you? You come from a wheatcoun­
it with-tin. His wife takes canned goods from tin cans and cooks them try. 
in tin stove-vessels. He can not spare the time from work to return "l\Ir. MCKENNA. Oh, Mr. Chairman, we will fool noboq.y but our­
home at noon and ''eat his bread with singleness of heart'' with wife selves by this. Farmers can read and write. They can not be gulled. 
and little ones; his dinner is taken to furnace or factory in a tin pail. [Laughter.] We exported last· year more than 46,000,000 bushels of 
Yet he is to have the cost of his roof, his supplies, and his pail doubled I wheat and 9,000,000 barrels of flour, and only imported. 1,946 bushels 
by this tax. of wheat. The import duty was only $389. The difierence of duty 
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would not buy one old horse. We will be laughed at. Besides, we 
have already increased the tax on chains and farm implements. I feel 
very gloomy about the whole busines.s. 

"l\fr. BURROWS. What are yon going to do for my State? The farm­
, ers there are growing shaky. 

"The CH.A.illMAN. We'll fix them. Put a dutyoncabbage. 
"Mr. BURROWS. But we've put sauerkraut on the free-list. (Laugh­

ter.] 
"The CHAmMAN. But, BuRROWB, old fellow, don't complain. Be 

reasonable. We had to do something for the Dutch. 
"Governor GEAR. I will tell yon what you can do and help all of 

us out West; place a. duty on hides. 
''The CHAIRMAN. No; that won't do. If we take hides off thefree­

list now they'll take the hides off our party in November. · [Laugh­
ter.] But I'll tell yon what we can doand whatwewilldo; we'll tax 
teasels. That sounds fresh and fine, whether it is or not. 

".1\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. But, Mr. Chairman, our farmers won't know 
what teasels are. 

"TheCHAmMAN. So much the better, old boy. The less they know 
about this bill the better for us." [Laughter.] 

So teasels were taxed, and the farmets throughout the land were com­
manded to rejoice. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gen­

tleman from Tennessee be extended. 
The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unanimous 

consent that the gentleman from Tennessee be permitted to continue 
until be has concluded his remarks. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I thank the gentleman from Michigan and the 
committee for their courtesy; I will not ask indulgence very much 
longer. 

Mr. Chairman, let us dissect this bill as it affect.a the farmer and see 
what slight cause there is for his rejoicing. The committee, with great 
flourish of trumpets, announced that they increase the du~ on bacon 
and hams, beef, mutt.on, pork, and >egetables, garden seed, hogs, corn, 
corn meal, oats, wheat, wheat flour, and milk. The following table 
shows how extensively it benefits the farmer: 

Present, Articles. duty. 

Bacon and hams_................ 2 c. per lb ..• 
Beef, mutton, and pork. ... -... 1 c_ per lb._. 
Straw-........... . _._ .................... Free ........... . 
Teasels............... .................. Free ........... . 

, Vegetables, n. o. p .......•• ······- 10 per cent_. 
Potatoes.......................... ...... 15 c. per bu .. 
'Hogs ..................................... 20percent .. . 

:8~~:~~~~-::::::.:::.:.:.:.:::.:::::::·:·:·:·:·::: }g ~: ~:~ ~~: 
Wheat ....... ·---··· · .................. ft 20 c. per bu .. 
Wheat fiour ......••...•.....• ..... ... 20 per cent .. . 
Milk....................................... 10 per cent .. . 

a . .... § 
Proposed ~:s 

<>.s duty. 
::iJ.< _o 
.:ss:i. 
> 

5 c. per lb ... .$4.5, 899 
2 c. per lb... 12, 397 
S2 per ton... 28, 921 
30 per cent... 2, 309 
25percent ... 437,377 
25 c. per bu .. 321, 120 
SL 50 each... 4, 770 
15 c. per bu.. 1, 212 
20 c. per bu.. 352 
15 c. per bu_, 10, 178 
2.5 c. per bu.. 3, 997 
25per cent... 5, 804 
5 c. per gal... 5, 634 

~ 
Cl 
J.< 

4) -:jCI) 
>:I Q>;:l 
s::: 8.s Q) 

~ 
Cl) 0 

~ 
J.< 

ll-4 

$5, 442 Sl.3, 606 
2,155 4, 311 

............ 8,676 
692 ·43.-m· 109, 3« 

132, 507 220, &16 
954 2, 179 
238 3.58 
39 78 

2,232 3,348 
389 486 

l.160 1,451 
568 ••••••••••• 

It will be observed that the duty on bacon and hams is increased 
from 2 cents per pound to 5 cents per pound; on beef, mutton, and 
pork, from 1 cent per pound to 2 cents per pound. On straw, which 
is now free, a duty of 52 per ton is proposed. A duty on straw! That 
is enough to make the gravest of our chaplains laugh. The idea of 
taxing teasles and straw! I have heard of straw bids and straw bonds, 
but this is the first straw bill I ever saw. On vegetables, not otherwise 
provided for, the duty is increased from 10 per cent. to 25 per cent.; 
on potat.oes, from 15 per cent. to 25 cents a bushel; on hogs, from 20 
per cent. to $1.50 each; on corn, from 10 cents a bushel to 15 cents a 
bushel; on corn meal, from 10 cents a bushel to 20 cents a bushel; on 
oats, from 10 cents a bushel to 15 cents a bushel; on wheat, from 20 
cents a bushel to 25 cents a bushel; and on wheat flour, from 20 per 
cent. to 25 per cent. 

Now we come to the duty on milk. [Laughter.] This suggests to 
the farmer what has been going on all this time with the manufacturer. 
I have made a little calculation which I will ask that the House in­
dulge me by listening to. Remember that the main things on which 
it is supposed the farmer is benefited are corn and wheat, bacon and 
hams, meat products, fl.our, and corn meal. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Did the gentleman say that this 
bill proposes a tax on straw? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes; a tax on straw. 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. After giving us free whisky and 

free sugar I (Laughter.] The relief is greater than I thought it was. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Sir, the import duty under the pYesent law on 

iallofthese lihingsis only$37,497. The:woposedduty will be $56 346 
or an increase of $18,749. That is what they give to the farmer. 'But 
now let us see how, like the miserly hypocrite ''who puts a penny in the 
um of poverty with one hand and with the other takes out a shilling, '' . 

. \ 

they have taken from the farmerthe pretended benefit given to him in 
the shape of taxation. I will instance only one thing, Mr. Chairman, 
to meet all of these items to which I have referred,~because my time 
is short and I appreciate the courtesy of the House and do not desire to 
trespass upon it. But upon the single item of garden seeds I want to 
show yon what they have done. 

The proposed increase of duty on the things I have !llentioned is $12,-
299, and the increased duty on garden seeds alone is $18, 749. So that 
after givingtherelieft.o the farmer on thesethingslhavementioned they 
go t.o work and tax him $6, 000 more than is yielded t-0 him on the articles­
mentioned, by the duty on garden seeds. And on whose testimony was 
that done? Let us see for whose benefit it was done. Gentlemen on 
the other side have read so much of testimony that I suppose it will 
not be amiss for me also to refer to some testimony. Mr. Landreth, 
the great seed man, appeared before our committee and made a state­
ment. 

Here is an extract from his testimony : 
Mr. McMu.LrN. Two hundred and twenty-five thou:>and dollars' worth is im­

ported under the dutiable class ancl $2,000,000 free, and the American product is 
~12,000,000, so it makes about 16 per cent. imporled. Is yours an incorporated 
company or simply a firm? 

Mr. LANDRETH, It is simply a. firm. 
Mr. McMrr.Lm. What percent. do you make under the existing tariff'? 
Mr. LANDRETH. We a.re about ready to go out of business. 
Mr. McMILLIN. What per cent_ do you ma.ke? if you have no objection to tell­

ing us. I do not llk.e to make aninquirywhichis improper, but as a legislator 
I think it is my duty to get all the facts bearing on the case that I can. 

Mr. LANDRETH. We do not make 8 per ,s::.ent. over our expenses. We carry on 
farms in Pennsylvania., New .Jersey, and Virginia. 

l\Ir. MCMILLIN. Do you make a.s much a.s 7 per cent .. ? 
Mr. LANDRETH. I can not answer that. About 7 or 8. The expenses are very 

heavy. On our Pennsylvania far.ms we have spent SZ.5,000 on fertilizers on 500 
acres. 

So, Mr. Chairman, in order that they may make 15 per cent. instead 
of 7 or8 per cent. on the capital invested, the committeeproposes to 
increase the duty on garden seeds from 20 to 30 per cent. That is a 
specimen and a fair specimen of the work. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] · 

1r!r. SPRINGER. Where does he live? 
Mr. ?i:IcMILLIN. He has farms in Virginia and New York, I think, 

and in New Jersey and Pennsylvania, but I do not know his residence. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, if! can have the indulgence of the committee, 

I will give in detail the enonnous increases proposed by tlie bill. 
Sir, the majority boast much of the proposed repeal of the tax on 

sugar. High as is the present rate it is a revenue dnty, for seven­
eighths of all the increase of cost on the article goes into the Treasury 
to support the Government. This the committee could not endure. 
It was not "a. tariff for protection with incidental revenue." Sugar 
is, therefore, put on the free-list and the revenue sacrificed. The people 
would have less ca.use to comolain if the reducbion had been made for 
the honest purpose of relievi..llg them. But it was not. It was made 
that the duty on other articles mignt be increased. The tax was re­
moved to be reimposed on articles where seven-eighths of the cost 
thereby added to them should go to the pockets of individuals, whereas 
on sugar it had gone to the Treasury. 

The reduction was made that the tax on barrel-hoops, pail-hoops, 
and cotton-ties might be increased from 35 per cent. to 103 per cent. 
It was made that the duty on common window-glass might be increased 
to 134 per cent. It was made that the tax on woolen goods might be 
raised to 91 per cent. It was made that the duty on pocket-knives 
might be increased. It was made that the duty on tin-plate might be 
more than doubled. It was made that the smith's anvil might ring in 
a higher key of taxation and that the farmer's chain might clank a 
heaviey bondage to taxation. It was made that other great increases 
might be perpetrated. The following are only a few of them: 

Table showing increase in rate of duty on many articles in cmnmon use. 

Present !Proposed 
duty. duty. 

---------------------- --------
Art.icles. 

116. Common window-glass, 10by15-......... ...... per pound... 67_ 61 73. 72 
116. Common window-glass, 16 by 2i .. .... ._ ................. do...... 115.41 123.10 
116. Common window-glass, 24 by 30 .. ---······· .. ··--·····-··do._ .. __ 128.58 13.5.34 
116. Common window-glass, above that ..................... do...... 132.29 138.04 
131. Freestone, granite .......... :_. __ ........................................... 20.22 40.00 
131. Freestone, granite, hewn or dressed.............................. 20.00 50_00 

m: ~~~~~i~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~~--~-~-~::: ~: ~ ~~: ~ 
150. Steel ingots, etc •• above 16 cents per pound.................... u: 89 45. 00 
151. Wire-fence rods, No. 6..................................................... 45.00 54.00 
169. Pen-knives, etc ....•. _,_..................................................... 50. 00 75. 00 
171. Table cutlery ...................................... _........................... 35.00 50.00 
174. Shotguns ..................... ..................... .............................. -35. 00 60. 00 
206. Mica. ........................................................................ ·-----·· Free. · 3.5. 00 
244. Horses ................. ;.......................................................... 20.00 70.00 
245. Cattle.............................................................................. 20. 00 61. 94 
246. Hogs .......................................................................... ·--·· 20. 00 45. 68 
247. Sheep ............................................................... tt....... ...... 20.00 50.00 
272- Eggs ................. m•·· .. •••••••••• .. •·••••••• .. ••••••••·••••••••••••••••• .. •••• Free. 32. 91 

~: ~h~!s1t~'..~~~ .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::I ~~~=: ~:~ 
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Table showing increase in tlie rate of duty, etc.-Continued. 

Articles. 

850. Shirts and drawers ................ ............................ ...... ..... . 

~: :~~!:~~·~·<l·b'ie·~~h;;c1·i1~·e~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
369. Brown and bleached linens ..................... ... .... .............. .. 
890. Yarns ............... ............... .......... ...... .... . ......... ................. . 
391. Woolens and worsteds, knit goods, etc ............. ........... .. 

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

39L Worsteds, knit goods, under 30 cents ............... ............. . 
891. Worsteds, knit goods, 30 to 40 cents ........................ . ..... . 
891. w·orsteds , knit goods, 40 t.o 60 cents .............................. .. 
391. 1Vorsteds, knit. goods, 60 t-0 80 cents .. ... .. ....................... .. 
391. Worsteds, knit goods, above 80 cents ............................ . 
891. Worsted shawls ........... ..... ................. .................. ..... ..... . 
391. Bells for presses (printing) .................. ........... ; .............. . 
392. Blankets and flannels and hats ....... .. ............................. . 
893. "\Vomeu's and children's dress goods ............................ .. 

Do ......... ............ ....................................................... . 
394. Women's and children's dress goods ... ........................ .. 
39.>. Clothing, ready-made ........... ...................... .................... . 
396. Cloaks, dolmans, etc ............................... ....................... . 
397. Webbings, gorings, etc ........... ............................. .......... . 

Present Proposed 
duty. duty. 

4-0. 00 
30.00 
3.5. 00 
3.5. 00 
69. 00 
94.59 
88.43 
93.81 
68.41 
67.60 
73.20 
68. 41 
67.60 
68.98 
71.22 
61.82 
53.14 
69.70 
68.00 
60.00 
8.5.00 
54.00 
60.00 
64. 00 

65. 00 
50.00 
50.00 
60. 00 

100.00 
125.00 
135.00 
124. 00 
147. ()() 
130. 00 
130. 00 
147. 00 
130. 00 
112.00 

90.00 
93.00 

101. 00 
110.00 
103.00 

73.00 
110.00 
84.00 
82. 00 
99.00 

These were t,he purposes of t~e change; these the resul~ flowing 
from it.. 

Sir, the committee has not been content with simply placing the tax 
remitted on snga.ron other things, nor have they enlightened this House 
as t-0 the real effects of the bill. They only claim that the bill is a 
saving of $60, ooa, 000, ex cl usi ve of the increa.ses. The increases amonn t 
to sixty-five millions nine hundred and odd thousand dollars. There­
fore there is a net increaseoftaxation of$5,000,000, or about five mill­
ions on imports, notwithstanding the repeal of the sugar duty. 

The committee ha.s omitted from its calculations $25,000,000 of in­
creases. Tin-plat~ alone, patent to every one, is one-third of thi~ 
amount. Under the present law the. art.icles left on the dutiable list 
yield one hnndred and sixty millions annually. The majority report 
admits that they would yield $200,000,000 under the proposed law, but 
an accumte estimate, based on the importations of last year, shows 
that they would yield more than two hundred and twenty-five millions. 
Under existing law the articles left on the dutiable list average 41 per 
cent. rate of duty. The majority admit that their bill increases this 
to 51 per cent.; but a correct calculation shows it would be increased 
to 58 per cent. Therefore, it tnrns oat that the sagar duty was re­
pealed to increase the rate of duty on every other schedule and to in­
crease the average from 41 to 58 per cent. Well may the committee say: 
"We have not been so much concerned about the price-of articles we 
consume,'' et;c. 

Mr. Cba.irman, in the beginning of the Government tariff taxes were 
imposed at a low rate to obtain revenues. Later on they were increased 
to fosterinfant industries. Thenextpleawasthattbeyshould be high 
to protect American labor. Now all of these grounds are ignored and 
the committee promulgate the doctrine of exclusion. This is supple­
mented by the bounty system, which is still worse. Manufactures are 
to be built up by bounties, vanquished commerce is to be restored by 
bounties, prostrate agriculture is to be quickened by bounties, and 
bankrupt farmers are to be further taxed to pay these bounties. 

Sir, we have tried this doctrine of hi~h tariffs for more than a quar- . 
ter of a century. What are the results? Pretending that it.s object 
was to increase wages it has been found wholly inadequate to tliis task, 
and laborers have been forced to organize and to enter trade unions to 
protect themselves. Who denies this? 

Pretending to have for its object the building up of a home market 
for agricultural products we find agriculture prostrate, farms mort­
gaged, the price of lands run down· near ihe oldest manufacturing cen­
ters, and colonization societies organized in New England to reinhabit 
the abandoned homes. At the same time farmers are for<;ed to organize 
to get the things they need at reasonable prices and to try to stop their 
further destruction. 

Pretending that it was only temporary in its needs and demands it 
asks more protection as the industries grow older, and now proclaims 
through the report of the majority that the object is exclusion of for­
eign importations. Sir, for months we have had in our midst distin­
guished representatives of South American republics in grave council 
trying to devise means of restoring and extending commerce and try­
ing to bind in' closer bonds the sister republics of the continent· but 
before that congress of nations breaks up, whifo they yet think us' hon­
est in our professions, we announce to the world that we want to de­
stroy commerce, not to rebuild it; that to get cheap wool to clothe our 
people would be a misfortune. 

But strange as it may seem some of those who advocate exclusion and 
pretend to think that commerce is a calamity favor the granting of 
bounties to .American ships that they may sail empty from sea to sea 
and in ballast from continent to continent. 

Mr. Chairman, all sorts of contrivances and devices have to be 're-

'. 

sorted to even by the friends and framers of prohibitory tariff laws to 
counteract the evil effects of their legislation. The .American manu­
facturer is allowed a rebate of the duty be has paid on raw materials 
when be ships his manufactured goods out of the country. 

For example, if he imports raw materials on which duty is paid, 
manufactures them and exports he has refunded to him the duty paid 
and can afford to sell to his foreign customer that much cheaper; but 
if he wants to eell to one of his own countrymen the same article the 
duty is not refunded and has to be added to the other costs of the 
goods. Therefore, our patched-up laws allow our people to Bell cheaper 
to the British than to the American laborer; to the Russian peasant 
tha.u to the free-b-Orn American citizen. 

Mr. Chairman, it is possible some parts of t.he country exceptionally 
well located can continue to stand the strain of excessive taxes under 
which we have so long staggered. In my own State the coal, iron, 
and limestone lie in sight of each other; cotton or blue grass may 
be grown on the land. The cotton raised may be manufactured with 
water-power at the field. There for hundreds of miles is a mild cli­
mate producing eve1·y agricultural product needed, teeming with pop­
ulation. Draw a cir"le embracing 25,000 square miles around Nash­
ville, Chattanooga, Memphis, Birmingham, or Atlanta and you have 
a territory filled with people who require supplies and support ind us try; 
but draw a similar circle around Boston, Port.Jand, Galveston, San Fran­
cisco, or any other seaport city and the sharks and sword-fish occupy 
half the territory and it is the home of the porpoise. What sort of a 
home market does this waste of waters make when commerce is killed? 

Whatever may be the condition of the balance of the country, New 
England bas to have a change. She has to get her raw materials cheaper. 
Her manufactures once had such a market as no other people had any­
where else in the world. The South was then agricultural, but at.­
tempted no manufacturing. She made great values, and her four and a 
half millions of slaves were consumers. Now, her seven millions freed­
men are competitors. We no longer go to New England for our cotton 
orcoarsewoolengoods. We make them at home. We hear complaint 
in the Northwest. It must be observed that we no longer keep our 
smoke-houses and corn-cribs in :Minnesota and Illinois. They are at 
home. 

Instead of going to Pittsburgh for iron, we sell hundreds of thousands 
tons yearly in Pittsburgh or through Pittsburgh; and this industrial 
revolution bas just begun. The land that was prostrate has arisen. 
The young industrial giant is ready for the conflict. We will ulti­
mately sell our cotton KOOds in Lowell. The people who have learned 
that New England can not pay two transportations and compete with 
them will learn that it is cheaper to ship cotton goods than raw cotton. 
Then in dead earnest will the conflict for supremacy begin. Then will 
it be seen that the absence of commerce on the seas is paralysis to the 
seashore. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit the following to show increases proposed by 
the bill: 

Talile sliowi11g increases admitted by the 11wjority under dfjferem schedules. 
Chemicals........................................................................................ 887, 189. 74 
Earthenware, etc.. .............................. .. .............. .... .... ..................... 331, 770. 90 
Metals...................... . ...... ......... ... ........... ...... .................... ... . ........... GM, 916. 96 
1\•ood.. ..... .. .. ..................... ....... ...................... ............... . ................... 64, 483. 06 
Sugar (aboye 16) ........................................... ".. ........ ........................... 18, 189. 65 
Tobacoo ......... ...... ........... ............ ... ...... ... ... ... .. . ...... ..... .............. ...... 9, 754, 069.159 ! 
Agricultural, etc ......... ...... ...... ...... ...... .. . ... ...... ...... ...... ..................... 8, 558, IHO. M · 
Spirits .. ........ ................................... .. ..... ,. ......................................... 25, 427. 86 i 
Cotton ................. ~........................... . . . ............ . ................................ 591, 772. 9-1 , 

~~~i·: : ::::::.:·::·:::::::.:-.-::::: :::::::::::::::::.:::::::::::·:::.::·:.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: l~: ~~k l,g~: ~ : 
Silk....... ... .............. .. ..... . ................................... . ................................ 488,13L21 
Pulp, paper, etc ........... ..... ................................. ~ .............................. 257,402.05 
Sundries.......................................................................................... 513, 903. 88 

Total......................................... .. ........ ..... ............................. , 40, 38.5, 557. 79 

Sir, there should be twenty-five millions added to this to make it 
show all the increases. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] has already commented with 
such ability upon the system of allowing the American to sell to the 
foreigner at a cheaper rate than he sells to the home consumer that I 
will not enter upon that part of the discUEsion as I had intended. 

I shall not trespass longer upon the time of the House, Mr. Chair­
man. We are willing to meet this issue as the gentlemen themselves 
have made it. When they go before the country and state that they 
have taken the tax off sugar, when all that was obtained from sugar ; 
went into the Treasury, to put it upon things where nine-tenths of the '. 
burden thus imposed would go into the pockets of individuals, we are 
ready to meet them on the question. There can be no doubt about the 
result. Whatever else may be in this bill or out of it, Mr. Chairman, 
the people of this country will never submit permanently to the system 
of bounty. 

Mr. Chairman, let me in conclusion say it is in the power of the 
majority to pass this bill. The majority the people elected and sent: 
here would not, butthatwh1ch yonyourselveshavemade by unseating. 
members can and will pass it. 

The .Apostle Paul, in one of his epistles, uses this exclama~ion: ''Oh ! 
who shall deliver me from the body of this death?" Tkis bad refer-
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ence to an ancient p:t!M!tice. When a certain crime was committed they 
did not put the criminal in the penitentiary as we sometimes do; nor 
hang him as we occasionally do. But worse than these, they took the 
body of the victim and lashed it to him. Wherever he went he was 
forced to bear it till decaying muscle fell from muscle, and joint from 
joint. If he walked forth by day the flies of the air infested him. If 
he lay down at night, the creeping things of earth made his sleep more 
horrible than a dream of hell But by day and by nighthe was forced 
to bear his load of guilt till the stench stifled him, and dying he ex­
claimed, ''Oh, who shall deliver me from the body of this death? '' 

Sir, when this bill is passed and ib:! enormous increase of taxation, 
its inconsistencies, it.s iniquities, and corrupting bounties are known, 
the people will lash it to the backs of those who so far forgot their 
country as to vote for it. 

.And when the ides of November come, when November's skyisbright 
and clear for Democracy, when November's clouds are bleak and drear 
for Republicanism, a sad wail will go up from Republican candidates all 
over the country, the wail of remorse and defeat, ''Oh ! who shall de­
liver me from the body of this death?'' [Loud applause on the Demo-
cratic side]. , 

Mr. BAYNE. I was one of those, Mr. Chairman, who felt that a 
long discussion of the provisions of this bill was not only at this time 
unnecessary, but that the people of the country would disappm-rn it. 
I recollect the fact that in the last Congress we long discussed not only 
various conditions which confronted us then and that are confronting 
us all ihe time, but that we bad debated essentially the attitude of the 
two parties respecting the question upon which we are called upon to 
Tote. I felt that the Senate bill conspicuously set forth the policy and 
principles of the Republican party and that the MilJs bill set forth 
the views of the Democratic party. Upon that issue I asked over and 
over auain, and my Republican brethren then asked, that no disposi­
tion should be m.'l.de of the tariff until it should be submitted to the 
people of the country, and that then we should abide by their decision. 

If the majority of the people decided by their votes that the Mills 
bill should be the prevailing policy of this country auu adopted into 
law, that we should cheerfully assent to it; and thatif the Re{>ublican 
policy should meet with the approval of the country, as represented by 
the Senate bill, we should agree to that, and that we should end the 
controversy. I want to ask the Cler?t to read one of the propositions 
which I then made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Now, Mr. Chairman, what I have asked for and insiste<l upon all along bas 

been that the people of the United States shouJd have a chance to vote upon 
this issue, squarely presented to them in"the Mills bill and the President's mes­
sage. They will have that fair, square opportunity this fall; and I have com­
.mended the President over and over a~am for his manly, outspoken position 
on the tariff question. 

Mr. \V ASHINGTON. And the people are going to !U!tain him, too. 
Mr. BAYNE. 1f they do so, a.11 right. 
Mr. W A.SHINGTON. They will. 
Mr. BAYNE. But until the people shall have had an opportunity of votin~ on 

this square issue, I insist that the free-traders in thiB House of Representatives 
ought not to have an opportunity of revising tllis tariff in the interest of free 
trade and for the destruction of the industries of the country. 

Mr. BAYNE. That was on June 5. On the same day I said this: 
Mr. RAYNE. I have insisted all along that this Congres! should not revise the 

tariff because in 188i my colleague, Mr. Randall, and other Democrats went into 
New 'Jersey and Pennsylvania. and Connecticut and other States and insisted 
before the people that the Democratic party was as good a friend of protection 
as the Republican party, while you gentlemen down South and in some of the 
'Vestern States took ground substantially like that which you take here in this 
bill. Now, I say fair play requires that this issue shall go to the people next 
November, and if the people then elect a Democratic President and a Demo­
cratic House of ~resentnth·es, and they come in here and choose to revise the 
ta.riff, I will off"'r no objection or obstruction to their managing that matter in 
their own way. 

On July 3 I made use of the following language in the debate: 
Mr. BAYNE. I am aware of that; buthowlongwill that continue? How long 

did it continue under a low ta.riff? There was not a period when we had a low 
tariff that we were not drained of our precious metals; not one. History will 
sustain that proposition all the way thro'lgh. There has not been a period of 
high tariff when precious meta.ls have not greatly increased in volume. 

No, sir; we want to adhere to that system which will keep with us our pre­
cious metals, develop our own industries, and preserve for ourselves our home 
market8. That is the meaning of the protective tariff. We want America. for 
Americans. The two tickets now running for election in next November rep­
resent emphatically these two ideas: one, the American idea that America 
should be for .Americans and American market3 for .Americans, and the other, 
the American market should be open to the whole world. 

This discussion, l\Ir. Chairman, ran on from day to day and was 
participated in by gentlemen on this side and by gentlemen on that 
side of the House, and was to my mind the ablest tariff discussion that 
ever t-Ook place in this country, as said by my frien<l from Michigan 
[Mr. BURROWS]. 

October 18, 1888, when a discussion on the Mills bill took place here, 
I had occasion to say that a proper duty on tin-plat.es would give em­
ployment to $30,000,000 of capital and 20,000 men and would keep 
within the borders of our own country the $16,000,000 then annually 
paid to foreign manufacturers for this article. Thereupon the follow­
ing colloquy took place: 

Mr. HOOKER. Why have you not done that before? 
Mr. PETERS. We have not had the power. 
M.r. BAYNE. No, we have not ha.d the power. When we get the opportunity 

': 

we propose to do it, and we propose to have an opportunity after the Novem­
ber election. 

Mr. HOOKER. That will be a "deferred hope." 
Mr. BAYNE. !do not think so. There is nothing more certain politically under 

the sun than that the next House of Representatives will be Republican, 11.nd it 
follows almost as certainly as night the day that General Harrison will be elected 
President of the United States. You mark that prediction, and see if it is not 
verified by the facts in a. short time. 

Those facts have transpired and are gone into the immortal annals 
of history. A Republican House of Representatives has been chosen. 
General Harrison has been elected Presidentofthe United States. The 
issue was presented to the people of the country by the ablest discus­
sion that ever took place in this country. The people have decided it, 
and I, as a Republicaa Representative, feel instructed by my constit­
uency and by the vote of the Republican party to carry out that policy 
in the bill which we propose. And why should there be any waver­
ing? What individual, either in the Republican or in the Democratic 
party, rises to such importance that be may antagonize his party and 
stand out upon some ground of his choosing? I see none. 

There is not an essential proposition contained in the McKinley bill, 
which the Committee on Ways and Means has reported, that was not 
contained in the Senate bill. There is ·not a substantial proposition 
contained in the Mills bill which, I suppose, wiil not meet with the 
approval of the Democratic party as represented upon this floor; and I 
presume that when our bill comes up for consideration amendment.a 
will be offered by that party sustaining the view which it maintains. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, for these reasons, beca~e this question has been 
decided, because it is res adjudicata, in the language of lawyers, I was 
disposed to proceed · to the consideration of this bill under t.he five­
minute rule and to take a vote upon it paragraph by paragraph, with­
out anv general discus.sion. I want it that way. I wanted it that way 
because the matter had been settled by the people, as I took it, and 
as any man must take it who will recur to the history of the times. 

Therefore it was that I favored either a very short general discussion 
or no general discus.sion except one speech, which might be made by 
the chairmanoftbecommittee [Ur. McKINLEY], andone ontheother 
side by some gentleman whom the minority might choose to present 
their view of the case in a general way. It was my idea that there 
should be no further general discussion, and that thereupon we should 
proceed to the consideration of this bill paragraph by paragraph and 
enact it; into law. I was in favor of that course for another reason. 
This is a commercial age. The commercial spirit is the motive power 
of the progress that is being made among the nations of the world. 

The commercial method is a short, sharp, and decisive one. Nobody 
knows that better than my friend from New York [Mr. FLOWER]. 
Commercial men go right to the point, ask a question, get an answer, 
and make a decision. We have in this country one thing which is free, 
too free, and that is "free wind," free discussion, free talk running all 
along the line. We ought to remember that while this measure is pend­
ing in the House of Representatives and in the Senate the business 
interests of this country will be in an unrestful and uneasy condition 
until it becomes a law. and that that condition will not be relieved 
until the signature of the President has been affixed tot.he bill which 
we may pass here. . 

Therefore it was I hoped, therefore it is I now hope that we may 
arrive at a very early conclusion of our work. I have seen what I 
commend and applaud, a disposition on the part of the Democrat.a to 
acquiesce in what we may do. They seem to accept the result. Some 
of them have said, to besnre, that another election will turn the tide the 
other way, and they expect to derive some comfort from the election 
next fall. They may hope; but that, in the language of General Hooker, 
is a hope deferred, wl}ile this is a question settled, and settled by the 
votes of the people of the country. .And, this being the case, it is my 
duty, it is your duty, gentlemen, it is the duty of every man to ac­
quiesce in that settlement. 

I promised you that I would acquiesce and offer no obstruction if 
you elected a Democratic House of Representatives and a Democratic 
President, and I should have kept that promise in good faith, and I 
believe you will carry out the same spirit in good faith toward us. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we find here a dispoeition on the part of the 
minority to call up all the unfortunate conditions of the country, to call 
upon all those who are suffering from debt, from mortgages, from ob­
ligations of any kind, and to evoke their opposition to this bill upon 
the ground that this bill and the policy of the Republican party as 
embodied in the existing law have brought upon the country these 
misfortunes. 

Mr. Chairman, if any Republican should ever undertake to compet.e 
with a Democrat in demagogy, thatRepn blican will '' getleft." [Laugh­
ter.] He can not do it. Not because the Democrats are not, manyof 
them, most of them, nearly all of them, respectable men and good citi­
zens· but because the Democratic party represents what is known in 
socidlogical science as "the party of resistance," while the Republican 
party is the party of progress. . 

The mission of the Republican party is to go forward and to build 
up. The mission of the Democratic party is to hold back and to pull 
down. They can not help it if they would, and they would not help 
it if they could. They are so constituted that they must do things that 
way, and that way they will do them as long as we have a Democratic 
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party in this country. Therefore, I say that if any Republican shall un­
dertake to compete with the Democratic party in using argument.a, 
plausible or otherwise, calculated to show that the existing condition of 
things is not the best condition, and that such conditicm of things was 
brought about by the existing policy, no Republican can successfully 
compete in that line. And I admonish every Republican friend of mine 
on this floor not to yield to the clamor of the hour which may be raised 
respecting this matter or that matter, and thus give aid to the Demo­
cratic party in its efforts to overthrow the policy of the great Repub­
lican party. 

What have we heard here in various debates? I have heard my 
friend fr4>m Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] and my friend from Tennes8ee 
[Mr. MCMILLIN] talking about the mortgages that .are on the farms 
in the West. Listening to their speeches one would imagine that the 
farmers of the United States were about the only people in the world 
who were suffering from an oppression of that kind. Now, I have taken 
a. little pains, not much, to gather some statistics relating to this sub­
ject of mortgages and I want to call attention to them because I do not 
want any Democratic Representati\e like my friend from Missorui 

·[Mr. DOCKERY] to go out to his distrfot and try to make the farmers 
there believe that they are the worst oppressed farmers in the world. 
It is not true, and it is not right that any one should attempt to make 
them think it is true. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 
Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I thought from the statement of the gentleman 

from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] yesterday that the depressed condition 
of the farmers was conceded upon that side of the House and was no 
longer an issue here. It will be remembered that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] referred to the mortgaged farms of the United 
States, and that was the first authoritative announcement I had beard 
from that side of the House byway ofrecognition of the fact that mort­
gaged farms do exist. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have not denied, nor do I deny, that many of the 
farmers in many sections of this country are oppressed with indebted­
ness. I am not denyin~ it, because it is the truth. But that simple 
statement going out as if the farmers of this country were the only men 
who are suffering in this way, suggesting by implication the inference 
that the farmers of all the rest of the world are prospering, that our 
farmers are the especial victims of some policy or some legislation or 
some theory or some condition which does not affect the farmers of other 
parts of the world, is as unfair and as untruthful as anything could be. 
I want to confront all such allegations as that with the body of facts 
which I have collected. 

I first refer to the condition of things in Anstria-Hnngary, as appear­
ing from the report of Consul-General Goldschmidt, of Vienna, in Oc­
tober, 1889: 

There can be no doubt, ifthe frequent discussions upon this point in legisla­
tive and municipal bodies are to be relied upon, that the real property, and es­
pecially the agricultural lands, of this empire are very heavily encumbered by 
mortgages. As to improved city property, except where this property is held by 
very wealthy owners, it may be safely assumed that it is encumbered up to one­
half of its appraised value. 

There can be no doubt that the recorded indebtedness on real estate in this 
empire is constantly increasing, especially on agricultural lands. This fact is 
in a great measure at.tributed to the successful competition of American grain­
growers in the European markets. The notoriously low and inadequate wages 
of farm laborers in this Empire are a direct consequence of the same premises. 

Consul Roosevelt, of Brussels, reports in August, 1889, as to Belgium: 
As will be seen from the foregoing tableR, the total amount of the mortgages 

in the Kingdom recorded in 1886 was 206,367 ,000 francs, whilst the total a.mount 
o!taxa.ble revenue from real estate was in 1887 (I can not obtain statistics for 
1886) 341,047,000 francs. 

All mortgages are required to be recorded in the office of the conseTroti-On des 
hypoth.eques. · 

I am informed that recorded indebtness is increasing in Belgium. 

Consul Ryder reports, as to Denmark, in June, 1889: 
The mortgage incumbrances on landed real estate in the period of 1870 to 1884 

amounted to an average of 41 per cent. of its selling value, whilst the mortgages 
on Copenhagen house property a few years back amounted to 93 per cent. of the 
buildings' insurance valuations, which is estimated to be equivalent to about 
70 per cent. of the property's collective value-that is to say, of buildings and 
ground. 

I next refer to the statement of Consul Uoore, of Lyons, as to the con­
dition of France in June, 1889. And it should be remembered that in 
France they have-what our friends in the West and South are craving 
for-a tremendous per capita circulation of money. Consul Moore re­
ports: 
It has been recently asserted by an economist, l\Ir. Sbroyava.cca, a.s regards 

country property in France, that mortgages thereon amount to 13 per cent. of the 
real value thereof. 

Consul-General Raine, of Berlin, speaking of the state of affairs in 
Germany, says: 

In regard .to the probable ratio which mortgages and judgments bear to the 
total valuation of taxable and assessed property, Dr. Martin Fassbender in a. 
treatise on Th& Condition of Farmers, Ie88 edition, says: "Unfortunatelv we 
still Jack a perfectly reliable statistical compilation on the subject." Preser in 
~ p~bllca.tion 1 Erhaltung d~ Bau!'lrnstai;ides (~reservation of the Peasantry), 
Le1ps1c, lsst, thinks t-0 com.m.itnomIBtake m statmgtha.t SO per cent. of the entire 
taxable real estate in the "German fatherland" is verschachert-that is, charged 
with mortgages scarcely redeemable on the part of the mortgageors. _ 

' 

Consul Warner, of Cologne, in Rhenish-Prussia, reports: 
I am credibly informed that from 60to 73 per cent. of the total assessed valua­

tion of property in this city is covered by mortgage. 

Here is the report from Hamburg, by Consul Johnson: 
According to the record of taxes, the total valuation of taxable and assessed 

landed property within Hamburg territory, except the small country districts 
of Ritzebtittel and Bergedorf, amounted, in 1888, to 1,742,300,000 marks. It will be 
necessary, however, to call attention to the fa.ct that said valuation of capital iS 
ob~ined by transforming the rent, or, respectively, in cases of property used for 
agricultural purposes, the ne~profit, fixed by taking an average, into capital by 
calculating 3! per cent. as interest thereon; and that above sum does not repre­
sent the actual purchase value, which, as a general rule, will be found much 
lower within the city boundary, but which is supposed to be much Wgher in 
the country on account of the many building lots not used and paying low taxes. 

The indebtedness of said grounded estate by means of recorded mortgages 
a.mounted to 926,260,000 marks, being 53.2 per cent. of the valuation of prop­
erty. 

From Italy we have the report of Vice-Consul Touhay, of Tnri.n: 
I have not been able to obtain separate statistics as to·the ratio which mort~ 

gages and judgments bear to the total valuation of taxable and assessed prop­
erty in this consular district, but the general statistics compiled by the Govern­
ment give the following results: 
Superficial measurement of all Italy .............................. hectares... 28, 140,174 
Approximate value of the same .................•........•.............••.•. lire ... 29, 553, 000, 000 
Net revenues ............................................................................. do... 1,500, 000, 000 

Mortgages registered January I, 1885. 
Lire. 

Conventional................................................................................... 4, 280, 214, 185 
Judicial................................................... ........................................ 731,136, 429 
Legal. ...................................................................... ,....................... 1, 57&. o.50, 534 

Tota.I ....................................................................................... 6,589,401,1~ 

Annuity charges on real estate: 
Conventional ............................................................................ . 
Jndicial ....... .................................................................... m ....... . 

Legal. ....................................................................................... . 

Total ...................................................................................... . 

634, 870, 071 
24,591,U() 

133, 865, 004 

793, 326, 235 

Grand total............................................................................. 7, 382, 727,883 

In regard to The Netherlands, Consul Eckstein reports; 
The estimated purchase-value of real property in The Netherlands amounts to 

about 5,500,000tOOO florins, of which over 25 per cent. represents the value of the 
property whicn is mortgaged. A comparison as to the ratio mortgages bear to 
the total valuation of taxable and assessed property seems to be impracticable. 

And from Moscow, Russia, Vice-Consul Wertheim reports: 
A very large proportion of landed property is mortgaged, probably more than 

two-thirds of the whole, but there is no means of obtaining accurate information 
upon the subject. 

SWlmEN. 

. [Report by Consul Man, of Gothenberg.] 
Comparison shows that the recorded indebtedness in the year 1882 amounted 

to 36.l per cent. of the assessed value of real estate and incomes derived from 
capital or labor, which are the only estimates of values obtainable; and in the 
year 1886 to 32.8 per cent. of said values, being a decrease of 3.3 per cent. 

Let me next refer to the condition of things in England, free-trade 
England, with all the glories of the policy to which the Democratic 
party is so much attached surrounding her and her commercial life 
with a halo that makes everything so attractive and lovely to our 
Democratic brethren that I often wonder they do not emigrate from 
this country and take up their refildence in England. 

ENGLAND. 

[Report by Commercial Agent Williams, of Nottingham.] 
.Ratio of mortgages to total. vctluati<m. 

There is no means of accurately judging the proportion such mortgages and 
judgments bear to total valuation of taxable and assessed property. • • • 
It is the opinion of those who are competent to judge that tl1e proportion must 
be from one-half to two-thirds, on the average. 

mELAND. 

[Report by Consular.Agent Rodgers, of Londonderry.] 
Ratio of m-0rtgages to total valuatt-011. 

There are no official returns or statistic.s of mortgages or judgments, and it is 
therefore impossible to give the exact ratio they bear to assessed property a.t 
any specified time, but it is notorious that the registered mortgages and incum­
brances affecting 19.nded property in Ireland are more than half the total value 
of the property. House property is not so heavily, though it is largely, encum­
be~ed. It may, I think, be taken that the registered incumbrances and the 
judgments in question which are capable of being registered as statutory mort­
gages would usually amount to half of the whole value of the ratable or as­
sessed property of Ireland. 

I next refer to Scotland, the home of my ancestors. 
SCOTLAND. 

[Report by Consul Underwood, of Glasgow.] 
1\Iortgages are generally fbr two-ihirds the value of the real estate. Lenders 

are unwilling to advance money upon less security. As to the prevalence of 
the system, it is believed that at least ~even-eighths of the real estate of Gla.sgow 
is mortgaged to the extent of two-thirds its value. · 

WALES. 
[Report by Consul Jones, of Oardifl'.] 

Having due regard to the character of the surrounding proprietors and the 
rules of law and practice of mortgaging, it would be about right to say that 
50 per cent. of freehold and 75 per cent. of leasehold properties are mortgaged 
within the area embraced in this consular district for from 40 to 75 per cent. of 
their actual gross yalue. This applies to dwelling-houses, shops, farms, lands, 
etc., but not to m.anufacturing premises, chapels, etc. 

.; 
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PROVINCE OF o:NTA.RIO. 

[R-eport by Consul Childs, of Guelph.] 
It is admitted that mortgages on farm property are increasing in amount, 

without any proportionate increase in the value of the property, Other recorded 
indebtedness, I believe, is not increasing. 

MEXICO. 

[Report by Acting Consul-General More, of Mexico City. 
The probable ratio which mortgages and judgments bear to total valuation 

of taxable and nssessed property is about 28 per cent. 

ARGENTINE REPUBLIC. 

[Report of Consul Baker, of Buenos Ayres.] 

Description. Mort~ge Value of 
loans. property. 

National Mortgage Bank............................................ $10-i, 515, 000 8209, cia0, 100 
Provjncial :Mortgage Bank ....................................... ~ 210, 000, 000 420, 000, 000 
Other mort2'9.ge banks............................................... 35, 000, 000 70, 000, 000 
Private mortgages..................................................... 50, 000, 000 100, 000, 000 

1~~~~~-1-~~~~-

Total. ........................ ~....................................... 399,515;000 799,030, 100 

That is to say, while the total valuation of the landed property of the Repub­
lic iS $2 7'.?0,9'i2,780, the amount of outstanding mortgages is~,515,000. So that 
while the ratio of the mortgages to the total yo.lue of the propertymort.gaged is 
one-half, the ratio of the mortgages to the total value of the landed tiroperty of 
the Republic is only a. little less than one-seventh. 

Recorded indebtedness is not only increasing, bntU is Increasing very rapidly. 
Taking the public mortgage banks a.s a criterion, we have the following exhibit 
of the issue of cedulas during the last three years : 

National Mortgage Bank ddulas in cfrculation. 
1887 ...................................................................................................... S50, 000, 000 
1888 ...................................................................................................... 74, :>25, 000 
1889 ...................................................... ................................................ 10-i. 515, 000 

BRAZIL. 
BAHIA. 

[Report by Consul Burke.j 
The valuation of taxable and assessed property can be obtained only by an 

examination of the books iu the office of the tabellili-0, or notary public. This, 
however, is an estimate of the extent to which the sugar estates are involved, 
namely, fully two-thirds of these estates in this province a.re mortgaged to banks 
and private parties, as well as the great-er 'Part of house property. 

ASIA.TIC TURKEY. 
ASIA MINOR. 

[Report by Consul Jewett, -of Sivas.] 
It is impossible to state the ratio

0 

which mort.ga.ges and judgments bear to total 
valuation of taxable and assessed property. The ratio is large. All small farm­
ers are, as a rule, always in debt. 

Now, here is the report from Palestine. It appears that the lender 
of money has reached even that city from which the money-lender was 
cast out a good many years ago, if I recollect aright. 

Mr. SAYERS. He has got over into this country now. 
Mr. BAYNE. Well, he seems to be in other countries more than 

here, as these reports will show. 
P AL.ESTL'iE. 

[Report by Consul Gillman, of Jerusalem.] 
The probable ratio of mortgages and judgments to total valuation of taxable 

and n.ssessed property is at least 25 to 35 per cent. 
Recorded indebtedness is increasing. 

AUSTRALASIA. 
NEW ZEALAND. 

[Report by Consul Connolly, of Auckland.] 
It will be seen from the foregoing that the total recorded and secured debt of 

the colony is $215,070,!'>85, representing a taxable valuation of Sl,Oi6,873,140. 

I next refer to New South Wales. It appears that there not only 
the real estate is subjected to heavy indebtedness, but every bead of 
sheep seems to be mortgaged before the fleece is cut from its back and 
sent to England or this country or anywhere else for manufacture. 
Hear this: 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

[Report by Consul Griffin, of Sydney.] 
Increase or decrease of mortgages. 

Recorded indebtedness has very conside-rs.bly increased during the last few 
yea.rs, notably sincelBS!, principally on account of the diminished value ofland 
from overspeculation. The following table shows the growth of the liens on 
wool and mortgages·on live-stock in New South Wales between 1876 and 1888 
inclusive: ' 

Number and ammmt of preferable liens on wool, and of rrwrtgages on live stock, 1•eg-
istered in the colony. 

Year. 

1876 ... ,., . .,,,,, .. ,.,,.,,w•••"""""""'""""" 
lirr1 ............................ ~ ................. . 
1878 ................................. :: ............ . 
1879 ............................................... . 
1880 .............................................. . 
1881 ....................................... ....... .. 

Preferable liens on wool. 

Number Number 
of liens. of sheep. 

920 
994 

1,027 
1,246 
1,479 
1,609 

4, 828, 9;)"1_ 
4,386,378 
4,611,696 
6, 60'3, 742 
6, 2l6, 741 
5, 709,061 

Amount of liens. 

£752,819 
6Z7, 779 
714,273 

1,005,118 
981,172 
90-1, 012 

~.663,594 
3,055,087 
3,476,010 
4.,891,407 
8, 778,874 
4,399,374 

Number and amount oJ :P~eferaL'le liens on wool, elc.-Contiuued. 

Preferable liens on wool. 

Year. 

1882 ............................................... . 
1883 ............................................... . 
188! ............................................... . 
1885 .............................................. .. 
1886 .............................................. .. 
1887 ............................................... . 
1888 ............................................... . 

Number Number 
of liens. of sheep. 

1,289 
1,301 
1,379 
1,236 
1,187 
1,285 
1,174 

4.837,667 
6,34!i,801 
4, 168, 1&5 
5,263,407 
9,0-i9,194 
9,296,975 
9,800,520 

Mortgages on live-stock. 

Year. 
Numberof Numberof orh:.~~rd Numberof 
mortgages. sheep. cattle. horses. 

1876 ..•••.••. 758 2,480,004 258,447 5,847 
1877 ·······~ 1,994 2,565, 962 185, 796 6,726 
1878 ......... 9U 2,647,183 183,210 8,4l2 
1879 ......... 925 . 3,538, 161 128,685 9,564 
1880 ......... 901 4,858,265 183,555 401 
1881 ......... 1,275 5, 982, 994 215,56! 9,646 
1882 ......... 1,074 3,865,33l 112, 44.l 8,391 
1883 ......... 1, fY17 3,601,890 131,068 7,889 
1884 ..•....•• 1,471 2,696,994 77,241 8,097 
1885 ......... 1,431 4,730,233 117, 241 10, 764 
1886 ......... 1,363 4,323,553 79,616 10,349 
1887 ......... 1,563 3,954,286 79,312 11,464 
1888 ••••••••• 1,998 4, 002,14.8 80,120 12,364 

Amount of liens. 

£801,175 
1, 026, 574 

973,179 
1,327,214 
1,454,154 
1, 685, 6.55 
1,282,125 

$3,898,918 
4., 985,822 
4, 735, 976 
6,458,887 
7,076,640 
8,203,240 
6,239,401 

Amount lent. 

£2,157,835 Sl.O, 501, lOi 
2,004,363 9,'lo4,233 
2,059,848 10,021,817 
2,268,850 ll,Oil,358 
2,818, 967 13, 718,503 
4,623,915 22,502,282 
3,391,984 16,507,090 
2,486,4-0S 11,100,105 
1,881,082 9, 154,286 
2, 9€2,471 14, 416, 86.5 
2,404,813 11., 703,024 
2,054, 785 9, 999,611 
2,003,216 9, 748,651 

NoTE.-When any sum has been secured both by a lien on the wool and by a. 
mortgage of the sheep, the amount is included under the head of mortgages 
only. 

In view of these reports from various portions of the globe, I feel 
in.sti.fied in saying, when it is assertied here that the farmers of the West 
are truced, that their properties are encumbered by mortgages, and that 
they are suffering in consequence, all of which is doubtless true, there 
ought to go out in connection with that fact the stat.ement that the 
farmers of the rest of the world are suffering under mortgages and in­
debtedness. I have not the data respecting mortgages in this country, 
and I venture fo say that the farmer of this American Republic is in 
an infinitely better condition than the farmer in any other portion of 
the globe. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask the gentleman this question: 
Does he desire that what he has just said, coupled with the statistics 
he has furnished, shall be the answer, and the only answer, to the 
st-atements made by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY]? 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; I am not through yet. 
Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 
Mr. KELLEY (to Mr. SAYERS). Can not you stand any more? 
Mr. SAYERS. Well, we can stand a good deal of that, because it 

does not concern us. 
Mr. BAYNE. There is one thing that does concern my friend from 

Texas and every Democrat on that side of the House. They cite Eng­
land as the richest and the most prosperous country in th.e world. Eng­
land is their beau ideal of the advantages resnltil,lg ·from free trade. 
England is a country to which they challenge oar attention as an ex­
ample worthy of imitation. 

Mr. SA1'.'"ERS. I merely wanted to know whether the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY] would give that as an answer to his con­
stituents when he returns home. 

JI.fr. KELLEY. I will hear what else the gentleman from Pennsyl­
vania has to say on this point; I have not heard it all yet. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, statements have been repeated 
and will be repeated over and over again on the other side of the House 
about the depreciation in the value of farm lands in the States of 
Iowa, Kansas, and some of the other States of the West. One of the 
reasons of this depreciation is emigration from these States into the 
Dakotas, into Montana, and other places farther West. This cause 
has been operating for years past in this country, and will continue to 
operate so long as new fields of agriculture are accessible. The chil­
dren of th.e men who emigrated from the farms of Pennsylvania to Iowa 
have emigrated from Iowa. to the Dakotas, Montana, Washington, and 
other rich, fertile regions of the far West. 

Mr. GEAR. And they have made those new communities Repub­
lican, too. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes; they have made them Republican, because the 
men who emigrat.e, who are pushing forward the progress and develop­
ment of this country, are Republicans. The Democrats sit still in the 
cities; therefore the cities are Democratic. The Democrats have not 
the enterprise to em.ip;rate. [Laughter.] 

.Mr. DOCKERY. Theydonotseem to sitstillinPhiladelphia,judg­
ing from late reports. 

Mr. BAYNE. No, because we ha-ve a Quaker element there that is 
eliminating the Democracy quite rapidly from the body politic. 
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!fr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman yield for a single question? 
Mr. BAYNE. Well, do· you not want me to finish this proposition 

first and then I will let your question in. 
Mr. SPINOLA. I only wanted to N>k how many Republicans hang 

around the gin-mill down-stairs? [Laughter.] 
Mr. BAYNE. Well, my friend from New York is far more capable 

of answering that quesUon than I am. He is more familiar with the 
subject. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Now, I want to call your attention to the farm lands in England­
England, the beau ideal , as I have said, of the Democ~atic party, held 
up before the American people as the country of all countries which is 
the most prosperous, a cocmtry which presents to the world the best 
commercial methods, the most successfo.l commerce, and the country 
which should be the example for the people of our own land. In 1880, 
in this country-the United States-44 per cent. of the working popula­
tion were engaged on farms or lands producing something. In Eng-: 
land but 14 per cent. of the population were so employed; and yet in 
England and in Wales on 32,000,000 of acres, the total agricultural 
area of England and Wales-an area twice the acreage of the farm 
lands of Pennsylvania according to the last census-the depreciation 
in the rental of the lands amounted in the period from 1875 to 1895 to 
$150,000,000. This was a loss of one-third of the rent~ value and 
represented a loss of $4,500,000,000 on the selling value of the lands. 

In addition, the farmers cultivating the soil had lost in the ten years 
$500,000,000 in working capital. The lands of England and Wales 
therefore, in area one-fifth smaller only than the area of the farms in 
New York and Pennsylvania, lost in value in ten years by this expert's 
estimate-an estimate made by a man handling lands all his life­
$5, 000, 000, 000. And yet all of this under the freest kind of trade. 
Eve.n "fair Kent," right at the gates of the city of London, and the 
best lands in England, as was said in a speech delivered in the Enj?lish 
Parliament in 1888 by Mr. Brookfield, showed upwards of25,000 acres 
of arable farming lands absolutely uncultivated. 

Now, if in England, with a small agricultural area of rich lands to 
my certain knowledge, for I have seen it, the depreciation has amounted 
to over $4,000,000,000 in value, why should any Democrat who holds 
up the protective policy as a bugbear go out to Missouri, Kansas, and 
other Western States and say to the farmers, ''Look at the depreciation 
which has taken place with reference to these farms in the last few 
years?" 

I venture to say, Mr. Chairman, that the farms of the whole Ameri­
can Union have not depreciated in value one cent, but that they have 
swollen in value, and that the aggregate increase is greater this year 
than it was last, was greater la3t year than the year before, and will 
increase in value every year as long as the Republican party remains 
in power. Every year has shown an increase up to this time. It may 
have been that from my friend Governor GEAR'S district certain men 
have gone to Dakota and got still richer and better farms which pro­
duce more to the acre, and it may be that the farms they left in his 
district have depreciated somewhat in value; but the farm he has ob­
tained has increased 5, 10, 15, ay, 100 to 300 per cent. in value at the 
same time. So when you come to form the general aggregate, with an 
increment all along the line, you will find that the increase is largely 
in excess of the decrease. 

Mr. GEAR. And besides he got his farm in Dakota under our Re­
publican homestead laws. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir; under Republican homestead laws. He 
would not have been given that opportunity if the Democrats had been 
in power, for they would have sold it all. [Laughter.) 

Mr. DOCKERY. According to the reports from North Dakota he 
did not get a very desirable farm there. 

Mr. BAYNE. I made the prediction, Mr. Chairman, in the last 
House of Representatives that this Congress would be Republican and 
that Harrison would be elected; and I make the prediction now that 
the census of 1890 will show a vast increase in the value of farms in 
this country over the value given by the census of 1880. 

Mr. TRACEY. What does the gentleman predict as to the com­
plexion of the next House of Representatives? 

Mr.BAYNE. Myimpressionisthatitwill beRepublican. I should 
be very sure of that fact if my Republican associates will have the 
courage to stand up for and pass a fair and free election law which will 
give every voter in the country a right to cast his vote and see to it 
that every vote that is cast is counted. [Loud applause on the Repub­
lican side.] I do notwantanythingelsemyself. I do notwanttode­
prive any one man, Democrat or Republican, of his vote or of his right 
to vote or of his right to representation here; but I do want every Re­
publican in the country to enjoy the same rights and the same privi­
leges, and if it is carried out the next House of Representatives, in all 
probability, will be Republican. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, passing from these questions, whichseem to have 
absorbed a. large proportion of the time in the consideration of this bill 
by gentlemen on the other side1 I want to call your attention to another 
aspect of the discussion, which is the charge that the policy of protec­
tion promotes strikes, discontent among the workmen. I am only go­
ing to call attention to this, and will ask the Cfork to read the report 
of the Associated Press of one single day as I cut it from the Washing­
ton Post the other morning, May 6, I think. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
GOING BACK TO wo~-MANY BOSSES ACCEDE TO THE DEMAND FOR EIGHT HOURS. 

NEW YORK, May 5. 

The latest returns from the strikers' headquarters show that only 122 men 
are out of work. Only forty shops are holding out, among them being Hedden 
& Son, of Newark, N. J., and Morton & Chesney, of Boston. 

Cmc.A.GO, May 5. 
The great carpenters' strike is fine.Uy settled. The necessary papers were 

signed to-day and ratified by both sides concerned in the arbitration. A Ia.st 
report will be made to-morrow morning to the judicial umpires, and Thursday 
morning scores of buildings that fo.r four weeks have been practically deserted 
will echo with the sounds of hammers and saws in the hands of fully 4,000 jour­
neymen carpenters. 

PHILADELPIDA, PA., May 5. 
It wn.s claimed at the headquarters or the striking carpenters in this city to. 

night that less than 1,000 of the men who on May 1 struck for an increase of 5 
cents per hour a.re now out of employment. 

ST. LOUIS, May5. 
The harness-makers, to the number of 2.200, struck to-day. They de:nand an 

increase of 2.5 per cent. in wages, which the shop-owners refuse to grant. 
MADRID, May 5. 

The Spanish strikes are collapsing, except in Barcelona. and Valencia.. 
PARIS, May 5. 

Strikers at Lille to-day assaulted o. number of workmen and smashed some 
machinery in a factory. They were dispersed by military. 

The labor agitation at Roubaix and 'l'urcoing is abating, though the confer­
ence between the masters and the delega.tts representing the strikers wa.a pro­
ductive of no result. 

VIENNA, May 5. 
'l'he Moravian and Silesian strikes have ended, the strikers resuming work 

on the old terms. 'l'he troops have been withdrawn from the disturl.Jed dis­
tricts. 

Mr. BA.YNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, it has been·said that our policy 
of protection here has encouraged strikes, dissatisfaction, and discon­
tent among the working people. I cut that from the Washington Post 
of May 6, the day before yesterday, and it shows that strikes are tak­
ing place in different cities of this country, and they are also taking 
place in different cities of the Old World. If I bad followed that up 
from day to day I should have been able to show that strikes are occur­
ring in many plaees in the civilized world. But you will observe there 
is something of a difference between the strikes in this country and in 
Europe. Most of the strikes in free-trade England and in other foreign 
countries collapse and the workingmen return to work at their old wages, 
while in this country they generally get the advance. 

Now, why is that so? It is because the workingmen of this country 
are able to lay up a. dollar against a strike and against a rainy day. 
They are prepared to maintain themselves and their families during 
the strike, while in these other countries the workingman by reason 
of his poverty must succumb. Is not that an answer to the charge 
that protection does not benefit the workingman? Is this free-trade 
policy going to bring any advantage without depressing the American 
workingman and his manhood, and is the Democratic party going to 
place itself in an attitude of sustaining the capitalists against the work­
ingmen? If you do, strike down the policy of protection, reduce the 
wages, and you will reduce the workingmen to poverty and will not 
impoverish the rich men, who will be able to live anyway. 

Therefore, if any gentleman argues that this policy of protection does 
not help the laboring man, that it does not enable him to maintain him­
self and his family, he simply does not read the signs of the times or 
acquaint himself with t~e actual facts of the situation. 

Any man whowillexaminemustsee that in this great protective coun­
try, where wages are high, and high in consequence of protection, the 
workingmencanmaketha~contest; whereasinthecountrieswherethere 
is no protection and where the wages are low the workingmen can not 
make that fight. That is all there is to_ it. But you can not fool the 
workingmen, for they know that and know it well. Before the Com­
mittee on Ways and Means the workingmen seemed this year to take 
more interest in protection than the manufacturers did. My brethren 
on the committee all know that. 

But I must hasten along, because my friend from New York [Mr. 
FLOWER] desires to be heard this afternoon. 

My friend, the chairman, who presided over the committee, said that 
he was very anxious to hear something respecting tin-plate. That sub­
ject bas been so elaborately and so forcibly presented by my friend, tlie 
chairman of the committee [Mr. McKINLEY], and my friend from .M:ich­
igan [Mr. BURROWS], that I shall say but a word or two on the subject. 
But I want to say that we want a duty put upon tin-plate. The peo­
ple want it because they want the working people of this country to 
manufacture the $22,000,000 worth of tin-plate we are importing into 
the country. 

They want to give employment to. the labor that will make tin-plate. 
They want to keep the capital in this· co@try that goes abroad under 
existing conditions. The opposition to the duty on tin-plates came 
from some of the importers. The importers have endeavored to stir up 
the tin-can industry, the tin manufacturers and roofers all over the 
country. They sent circulars out and asked the parties to whom they 
were sent to sign them and forward them to their members of Congress. 
Now, a man who was thoughtless about this thing would probably just 
sign such circular and send it to his member or Congress; the man who 
would think of it awhile would not do that. 

But while the importers were busily engaged in this business, and 
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not apparently with very great success, the Tinned Plate Association, 
which is desirous of reviving and establishing this industry in this 
country, sent out circulars to the tinners, the manufacturers of tin, the 
roofers, and the tin-canners, the classes of persons who would be most 
affected by an injurious duty on tin-plates, inquiring whether the duty 
on tin-plate should be raised to such a point that in this country we 
should be able to make tin-plate. Numerous responses came from every 
State, I believe, in the Union. 

The following list gives the proportion of the responses for and 
against the increased duty: 

!;ltates and Territories. For. Against. 

tectionist party is in a majority in the lower House, so that those in America. 
who are endeavoring to prevent the duty on tinned plates being raised have a. 
more difficult battle to fight than they had a year a.go, and those among us who 
are trying to form a combination to close all tinned-plate works in Wales !or a. 
time, if successful, would simply succeed in arming our opponents with the 
strongest weapons of attack.' 

"He then stated that the forming of a combination to shut down the tinn~d­
plate works would be but a fulfillment of the prophecies of the protectionists, 
and he regarded it as eminently unwise and hazardous. Ooutinuing, he is 
quoted: 'I could give you further evidence to prove how undesirable and bow 
dangerous any combination would be to oblige the Americans t-0 pay higher 
prices for plates. The total exports of tin boxes and terne plates last year were 
7,400,000. Of these the UnitedStatestook 5,500,000boxes. Consider what would 
be the result to all of us here if the United States should make her own plates, 
a.s she now makes her own steel rails, pig-irol), etc., which not many yea.rs a.go 
were all ma.de in this country. Some tell us that if such a state of things comes 
about we must find new markets; but where are we to find them? And if they 

California ................................................................................. . 
Connecticut .............................. ................................................ . 
Florida ............................................ .... ..................................... . 

36 
50 
9 
7 

79 

are to be found, why do not the owners of the works that are now idle for want 
11 of orders seek them out and open up business with them? It seemeto rue that · 
16 the first results would be that tin-plate makers would have to reduce the cost or 

3 manufacture to meet the increased duty. As far a!'I I can see a.t present the only 
• 7 direction in which the cost could be reduced would be in labor. Georgia .................................................................................... . 

Indiana ........................................................... ; .... , .................... . 
Idaho ...................................................................................... . 
Iowa. ......................................................................... ................ . 
Indian Territory .................................................................... . 
Illinois ........... ... ... ..................................................................... . 

~~::::·:·~:~·:: ... :·::::·: .. ·:::: .. :::.:.::·(·\.::·:\\:···:·:.·:·::···::.::: ... ::: 
i~i~~;~i::::.:::::::;;:::;:;;:;;;;:::::::::::;:::::::::::::;;::::::::::::::::::::: 
Nebraska . ..... ........................................................................... . 

g~~i~;~;:i~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
North Carolina ....................................................................... .. 
Ohio .............................................................................. .......... :. 

~~¥~~~~:::::::::+::.::HHH .. ::::.:+:::::~H::H:~H::::: 
Texas ... .. .................................................................................. .. 

3 
33 
3 

164 
36 
2 

12 
ll 
17 
77 

3 
4.8 
48 

151 
16 

247 
2 

49 
6 

12 
256 
11 

224 
12 

9 
7 

24 
16 

60 "The firm has the largest output of any single firm in Wales; it has works 
0 at Llanelly and at Cwmbwrla.. The workmen assented to the proposition of the 

18 firm, and decided to continue at work in spite of efforts of other m.a.nufacturers 
1 to get them to come out." 

88 Now let the bill before Congress be defeated and the foreign.er will have full 
22 sway and our consumers will have to pay the tari1f, duty or no duty. The as-
1 sertion that an increased duty will destroy. the canning and tinware industries 
1 is hardly credible. There have been fluctuations iu prices from other causes to 

16 the eitent of ~5 per box within short periods, and the general experience is 
7 that trade is best when prices are high. The increase in prioo which r:n,ight pos-

36 sibly be caused by the increase in duty can not, in any event, exceed the addi-
0 tional duty, and this is at an average of 75 cents per box. 

16 The 750,000 people who (eur opponents claim) are supported by the industries 
18 which consume tinned plat.es will not suffer, but through the introduction of 
53 the tin-plating industry in the country additional support will be given to a 

15 corresponding increase of persons {about 250,000), and this will be a class of peo-
82 ple who will be large consumers ot tinware and canned goods. We estimate 

1 that 100,000 families will be directly supported by this new industry in the United 
28. StaU>.s. The statistics show that 200cans a.re consumed annually by each family; 
1 consequently the demand for canned goods will be increased by fully 20,000,000 

17 cans at an average price of IO cents per can, which will amount to 32,000,000. It 
lo.i is doubtful whether Harford County, Maryland, can supply the large increase 

3 with their total product of canned goods. 
143 The canners and other consumers of tinned plates who oppose our agitation 

8 certainly do not understand the situation, or they wouJd not antagonize our ef-
10 forts to secure a protective duty on this article. If the industry is established 
3 in this country it will undoubtedly increase their business here, and not in any 

10 way interfere with their foreign market, as the law provides for a rebate of the 
28 duty on tinned plates ms.nufa.ctured into covers of any kind. Within three or 

~~~f ~~~:·:;;.~~\:.: .. )·:·.·:i.:::::::i: ... ;.:)·[:·::)::···:::·:\:)).:::·)°:···: 6 
34 
18 
29 
11 

0 four yea.rs the price of Americaq tinned plates will be so reduced that the re-
22 bate privilege will not necessarily be a consideration. · 
39 Another important point that should be brought out is the fact that ma.nu-
19 facturers who have a monopoly on any class of goods cheapen the cost of pro-

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. What are those? 

4 duction by putting an inferior article on the market. Particularly is this the 
case in the tinned plate business, and frequently, very frequently, there appear 
accounts in the newspapers telling of how many families have been poisoned by 
eat.ing canned fruit or meat. This is due wholly to inferior and cheaply ma.de 

Mr. BAYNE. These are replies received from canners, tinners, and 
roofers throughout the country, the men who have to buy the tin-plate 
for use. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. They appear to be about two to one in 
favor of the duty. 

Mr. BAYNE. About two t-0 one. And these replies were entirely 
V?l~ntary. They we~e in response to a circular sent out by this asso­
ciation. I have the cITcular here and I shall ask to have it printed 
with my remarks in connection with this tabular statement of the re­
plies. 

The circular is as follows: 
To tli.e con&unim·s of tinned plate and others: 

GENTLEMEN : The manufacture of tinned plates in this country is o. subject 
tlfat is of inte~t to all cons~mers of that commodity, and, as many thousand 
c1rcula.rscontaming gross mlSStatements have been scattered throuo-h the coun· 
try by opponents to home production, we deem it necessary to once more give 
our side of the question. 

That tinned plates can be made here and sold at average former market prices 
is not disputed , but the obstacle in the way of our manufacturers is the much 
lower cost of production in other countries. 

The latter enables the foreign makers and their agents in the United States to 
reduce prices. temporarily to such an exient as to prevent home producel"I!! from 
comoetmg with them. The methods employed by these monopolists to extin­
guish, or rather choke off, new comers in the business are well kno\vn and it 
is hardl_y nec~ry to go into details on that point. _The prices for tinned plates 
are rapidly declining at present, and the cause for this can be found very readily 
from a speech made by Mr. J. H. Rodgers, of the South Wales Tin-Plate Com­
pany, one of the leading concerns in Great Britain. The question of restricting 
production for the pu~pose ?f ~utting up the price on tinned plates wa.a being 
discussed, but the subject died instantly when Mr. Rodgers gave his views on 
the subject. His speech to his workmen JVas published in the Cardiff Echo ot 
March 3, and the substance was printed in the Commercial Gazette of Pitts-
burgh, on 1\Ia.rch 27, under the following head-lines: ' 
"GETrlNG SCARED-A WELSH TIN?o."ED-PLATE MANUFACTURER WARNS AGAINST 

COMBI:!<.A.TIONS-THEI& FRIENDS NOT IN POWER-!.~ MARKETS NOT EASY TO 
FIND IF AMERICA MAKES HER OWN TIYNED PLATES-AN ADVANCE IN PRICE 
NOW MAY PRbDUCE THEIR RUINATION. 

"The tinned·plate manufacturers of Wales have been urged by some of their 
num~e.r to enter into a combinatio'!l to shnt down their mills for the purpose of 
curta1lmg production and advancmg prices. The matter eeems to have met 
with quite general acceptn.nce by all the firms but the South Wales Tinned­
P!ate Company. ·The Dl:anaging partner of the firm, J. H . Rodgers, addressed 
his work.men .on the subject and opposed the mo'.'e. His speech, as reported in 
the Cardiff Echo of March 3, con tams the followmg allusions to the American 
tariff question, and is of interest: 

"'A year ago the protectionist party in the United States for the first time in 
many ye!lrs, was a~le to get a bi11 i;>assed by ~he Senate mo;e than doubling the 
duty ~n imported tinned plates, with the object of enabling the et.eel-makers of 
America to manufacture plates profitably and to exclude those made in this 
country. The House of Representatives threw out the bill, but now the pro-

.. 

tinned plates, not to the quality of goods contained in them. If this monopoly, 
held by Great Britain, was abolished there would be an incentive to manufact­
urers, both in this country and across the water, to make nothing but a firet­
classa.rticle, and this rivalry would not in any way interfere with the production 
of tiuned plates in the United States or in England. 

The fact that tin mills will exist in this country will enable the consumer to 
visit the place of ma.nufactu.ra himself and there make known his wants and 
requiren;ients, instead of securing his order through several middle-men. 

In the last national election the American people declared themselves in favor 
of protection to home industry. 'Why, therefore, should this one branch of the 
metal industry remain unprotected? The duty on common sheet-iron and sheet.­
steel is from 1 to 1.4 cents per pound. Tinned plates are made by polishing and 
coating sheet-iron and sheet-steel with tln, thereby nearly doubling the amount 
of labor. The 'Vays and Means Committee, in the new tariff bill, propose to 
make the duty three-fourths of a cent per pound more than that on black iron 
and steel, or the same as is now the rat& on sheet-iron ooa.ted with zinc, spelter, 
or other metals. 

This is but simple justice and equity. 
One matter that has not been mentioned is that it is now an a.ssured fact that 

block tin will soon be produced in Dakota. in larger quantities than in the cele­
brated Cornwall mi.nes, which will be of great advantage for this country in the 
manufacture of tinned plates, and will insure a. pure article, and consequently 
a greater and increased sale of canned ~ods. The persons who will be em­
ployed in the production of the block: tm will equal the number that must be 
engaged tofroduce tinned plates, and they will in turn furnish a. livelihood for 
a quarter o million people. It will be seen that if half a mlllion people will be 
supported by the placing of a protective duty on tinned plates and by the de­
velopment of the Black Hills tin mines the cannel'S and others who use tinned 
plates can afford to forfeit their export trade and yet be gainers by the pro­
posed new law. But this will not be necessary, and canned goods can be ex­
ported as heretofore, as already stated. 

We desire an expression of your opinion on this subject, and in close two sl.ips, 
one in favor of and the other opposed to any change in the present duty on tinned 
plates. Please sign one, inclose in stamped enyelope, and return to this office 
at your earliest convenience. 

Very respectfully yours, 
THE AMERICAN TINNED PLA.TE ASSOCIATION. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, you see our policy is to keep within our own 
country the $22,000,000 we now send abroad for tin-plates. · 

It is stated that in the Dakotas they have found vast quantities of 
tin and will be able to supply us with all that we need. Senator MOODY 
told me that he had seen great pieces of block tin from the ores of 
South Dakota. There are miles and miles and ledge after ledge of tin 
ore among the rocks of Dakota. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why did you not put a protective tariff on that 
to encourage fts production? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAYNE. We are just going to do that now, and I hope my 
friend from Illinois will agree to it, and thus make his State prosper­
ous. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why did you not put it in your bill? 
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Mr. BAYNE. We are putting it in now, and we are going to keep from Missouri [Mr. DOOK.EBY] secured, I believe, a certain concession 
it there. respecting plate-glass; the concession was made for the sake of una-

Mr. SPRINGER. Not tin ore. You have not put tin-0rein the bill. nimity. Those things were done, and then the party was united; they 
Mr. BAYNE. Oh, tin ore. Well, wehavenotgotsufiicientinforma- supported their bill; they put it through. The Republican party of 

tion yet about tin ore; but just as soon as we know that we have an this country expecm this Republican Congress to act in the same way; 
abundanee of it in this country we will put a duty on it. and my wish and prayer is that we may accomplish the result at the 

l.'lr. SPRINGER. Why, you have just said that there was an abund- earliest possible period. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
ant supply of it out in Dakota. During the delivery of the above remarks, the Chair announced that 

Mr. BAYNE. I said that Senator MOODY had told me so. I do not the time of the gentleman had expired; when 
know the fact myself; and, unlike my friend from Illinois, I am not Mr. GEAR said: I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman's time 
in the habit of asserting a thing unless I know it. [Laughter. J be extended. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The fact was easily ascertained, though, if the Mr. FLOWER. I shall have to object, because it takes me into the 
gentleman had been very anxious about it. middle of my speech if we adjourn at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. BAYNE. No-w, Mr. Chairman, this tariff bill is the best ever Ur. BAYNE. Give me a quarter of an hour and I will ask unan-
presented to the House of Representatives. It is protection all along imous consent to continue in session until fifteen minutes after 5. 
the line. It reaches every industry. It reaches the rich manufacturer; Mr. McKINLEY. We will remain in session until the gentleman 
it reaches the workingman in his mill; it reaches the farmer on his from New York concludes his remarks. · 
farm; it :reaches the sewing girl in the garret. There is not a hand The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from Penn­
manipulation made by a hnman being in this country that is not pro- sylvania. being allowed to continue his remarks for fifteen minutes? 
tected by this bill. The Chair hears none. 

A 1\!EMBER on the Democratic side. Did I understand the gentleman Mr. BAYNE then resumed and concluded his remarks as above. 
to say that it "reaches for the .farmers?'' [Lau,e:hter.] Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, the framers of this bill have wholly 

Mr. ~AYNE. No. My friend i~ altogether too facetious. It pro- misapprehended the situation in this country and· misunderstood the 
tects every industry and makes every one prosper, and it will do what demand that has forced them to offer a measure dealing with the income 
more? Mr. ChairmanJ we have heard a good deal of talk about money of the Government. That situation is industrial stagnation and a ple­
and about the coinage of silver and about one bill and a.nother <>n that thoric Treasury, due, in a large measure, to an unjust and unequal 
subject. The protective policy has given to this country its great vol- system ofovertaxation. The public sentiment that has compelled this 
nme of precious metals, and the moment you adopt a bill like the Jrlills Congress to take some action to relieve the country of this condition of 
bill or the bill which President Cleveland advocat.ed that moment you affairs ba.s very plainly indicated the will of the people that this relief 
are going to drive out of this country its great To1ume of the precious shall be afforded by a reduction of taxation and a readjustment of the 

·metals and leave it in the condition in which the Democratic party has rates of duty based upon the principle of justice to every interest con-
3.lways left the country, without precious metals. • cerned and perfected without injury to any. The demand for a revision 

We have now over one thousand four hundred millions of tbe precious of the tariff on this line should be religiously complied with, and we, 
metals, and why have we got that amount? Simply because from 1876 a~ the Representatives of the people, should at once proceed in good faith 
to 1887, including those two years, our exports exceeded our imports by to reduce taxation. In this we should carefully guard against any such 
over $1,600JOOO,OOO. Now, suppose that during that period of time our I discrimination in favor of one industry as will resultdisastrouslyordis­
imports had exceeded anr exports by one thousand six hundred mill- advantageously to another. 
ions, where would the gold and silver that are now in this country be? Our object should be to promote every legitimate interest that is to 
Inevitably that gold and ·Silver would have gone abroad to pay the bal- be affected by our action -q,pon this great subjoot, and anything that 
ance of trade against us; but because we had the protective policy in falls so far short of this as to select for favor or for disfavor any occu­
operation, because the balance of trade was in .our favor to that extent, pation in which a portion of our people may be engaged goes just that 
we accumulated in this country that $116001000,000, and there is the far in the establishment of injustice and oppression and falls just that 
basis of yonr currency. much short of the performance of a plain public duty. 

I tell you, my friends. this prot.ective system and your fiscal system The purpose of this Government is the establishment and main-
are so int.erdependent, so iuterwoven, that if you should strike down tenance of equal and exact justice among all the people, and in e:ffect­
the protective system you would strike down your gold and silver basis. ing that purpose the bill before the House fails utterly. Whatever 
I do not think it req_uires any greater -ability to nndel'Stand that than is may be its effect on the revenue, its effect on taxation and the in­
requi:red to understand single-entry book-keeping. It is a question of terests of certain industries is too patent for discussion. It largely in­
buying and selling, and ent.ering up at the end of the year how much creases the taxes on many of the necessaries of life and strikes with a 
you have sold and how much you have bought. If you have sold more ruthless hand the occupations of many of our people. 
than you have bought, you have in your safe the amount of money It is not my purpose now to enter upon a discussion of the general 
which represents the excess. That is all there is to this question. I policy of protection or even of that new phase of protection exhibited 
have no personal interest in protection, not a particle; I have not a in this bill by which it is proposed to increase duties periodically as 
single industry tliat I am interested in personally. our industries grow older; nor, indeed, to ent.er upon any general dis-

I have been asked to vote against a protective duty on lead ore because cussion whatever; but, as there are in this measure some of the most 
some of the people in my district want free lead ore; but I have said flagrant violations of the plainest requirements of simple justice and 
to them: "This is not a local ~ue with me; this is a national issue. fair dealing, I shall content myself with directing attention to a few 
I do not agree with General Hancock, who c.alled the tariff a local of these. 
i~ue. This is a national issue; and if lead ore should be protected In my opinion there is no dictate of duty that is more imperative 
at all it should be protected all along the line; and when you have than that an honorable occupation now in existence shall not be de­
protection for your paints and your various products that are made stroyed merely in order that some other industry may reap greater 
from lead, you must accord protection to the raw material, the ere profits or that some industry not now in existence may be inaugurated, 
which is produced in this country." unless it is that no honest occupation shall be destroyed wantonly and 

Mr. SPRINGER. What explanation does the gentleman give of the for the benefit of nobody within the jurisdiction of our country. This, 
action of the committee in putting sisal grass on the frt»list? it seems to me, is so plain that there is no room for argument concerning 

Mr. BAYNE. We do not produce it. it, and so broad that all may st.and upon it as upon common ground. 
Mr. SPRINGER. But it comes in competition with hemp and other It involves no question of free trade, no question of tariff for revenue 

nrticles that we do produce. only, no question of incidental revenue or of inci<lental protection; but 
Mr. BAYNE. We do not mind that. We are not that kind of pro- is limited to the cousiderationofthe policy of increasing present duties 

tectionists. or levying new ones for the mere purpose of adding to the burdens of 
Mr. HEMPHILL. The Agricultural Department has suggested that some industrfos in order that others may become more profitable or 

it can be produced in this country. that new ones may be created. To assert that a policy looking to this 
Mr. BAYNE. Well, you start the culture and we will give you a end is proper is to assert that our citizens are not equally entitled to 

bounty. [Laughter.] the protection of the law and that their industries are t-0 be treated, 
N owJ Mr. Chairman, I entertain the hope that next Monday we shall some as pensioners and some as bounty-payers. The inauguration of 

take up this bill for consideration in detail. There is one excellent ex- such a. policy means that many industries now none too prosperous are 
ample that the Democratic party sets us, the only one I can think of t-0 be handicapped with the support of others that, whether otherwise 
now; I do not believe I know of any other, but it is a good example. in a prosperous condition or not, v.re to render no compensation for the 
I refer to their cohesion as a party. They stand together; they stand benefits they are to receive. 
bytlleirpartya.ssociates; theystandbytheircommittees; they support This bill disregards all considerations of the equalityofcitizensand 
what comes from their committeesandputitthrougb. Itistruethey industries under the law and proposes to increase present duties and 
hnd to make a number of concessions in the last Congress to represent- levy new ones in the interests of -partiality and unjust discrimination. 
atives from various districts in order to .securn thorough cohesion. Without undertaking on this general debate to enumerate the many 

They had to make a concession t-0 my friend from Chicago [Mr. LAW· features of the bill which, in my opinion, are .subject to the criticisms 
LER] with reference to glue in order to get him into tbe ranks; but whichihavejuststated, I cannot better illustrate, in advance of the ex­
they made the concession and secured his co-operation.· .And my friend amina tion of the i tem.s of the bill in the Committee of the Whole, than 
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by considering briefly the provisions of this bill with reference to fmi ts. 
I do so because those articles, in this age of rapid transit and general 
advancement, have pa5sed from luxuries to necessaries with all of our 
people, and with none more so than the gre.at constituency which I 
have the honor to represent on this floor. It can be demonstrated that 
the manner in which this bill deals with the item of fruit is a. fair illus­
tration of its unfairness, injustice, and insincerity in its dealings with 
the larger commodities in the various schedules. 

There are in the city of New York and elsewhere in ~he country 
thousands of persons engaged in the handling of fruits. Like men in 
all other occupations, they endeavor to supply the demands of their 
patrons at all seasons of the year. They have to satisfy many tastes 
and to accommodate their business to the various degrees of wealth of 
those upon whom they depend for their custom; and in order to do this 
they are compelled to de.al in the products of many countries and that 
owe their peculiarities to many climatic conditions. 

Their business is hazardous at its best. They must contend with 
nature in every mood. The heat, the frost, the rain, and drought are the 
natural enemies of their trade, and their merchandise must be converted 
into money upon receipt or else it will perish on their hands. This 
business extends its ramifications throughout every stratum of society. 
The men, women, and children. of every grade must have, or should 
have, their share of these fruits tha.t their health and comfort may be 
J>romoted. They contribute to the pleasures of the healthy and arnel­
ioute the condition of the afilicted. 

The profits of dealers are usually not large and are shared in by the 
wholesale merchant and the poor men and women, who, with a few 
pennies to invest in slock, vend their wares from stands erected on the 
c9rners or peddle them on the street.a. The people are thus supplied 
with fruit at the lowest prices that will give a living pro.fit to the 
dealers. 

When the Government requires a revenue, these fruits may be fairly 
considered as subjects of taxation.; but when the object of legislation 
is to reduce the income of the Treasury, it is not easy to see how we 
may justify an increase of duties on these commodities of uni-rnrsal 
consumption that are so lar~ely instrumental in the promotion of pub­
lic health and comfort, and thus greatly cripple, if not destroy, an in­
dustry upon which so many persons depend for a livelihood. 

In spite of every consideration of a public nature and of every re­
gard for the health and comfort of the people, and in spite of every 
~bligation restingnpou us to deal justly with every occupation subject 
to the influence of our laws, we are asked by a few growers of oranges 
and other fruits in Florida and California so to increase duties as to re­
strict or prohibit the importation of oranges from the :Mediterranean, 
lt.aly, Sicily, and Spain in order that they may have the opportunity 
'(,f supplying or attempting to supply the home demand at higher prices, 
and this, too, in the face of the fact that the bulk of our importations 
is brought here when the domestic product is not in tbe market, and 
in disregard of the fact that the imporred oranges, even when selling by 
the side of the domestic, are sour, of .a different quality and character, 
and sell for a much different price, to gratify a very different t.aste and 
to supply a very different character of custom. 

The Florida product is put upon the market principally in the 
~onths of November, DecembeT, January, and February, and the sta­
tistics show that for the last three years-1887, 1888, and 1889-of 
~,836,54.5 boxes, 4.84,964 cases, and 238,291 barrels of oranges brought 
futo this country from all sources, only 969,603 boxes, 190,466 cases, 
il.nd 93,888 barrels came in those months of those yea.rs; so that the 
competition, even if the imports had been in all respects -0f the same 
character as the domestic oranges, would have been but slight. Being of a. different character, however-that is, sour, while the domestic 
orange is sweet-the competition was scarcely perceptible. 

The foreign orange costs about $1.20 per box in the countries where 
grown; the duty amounts to about 20 per cent.·on the oranges, and, 
Adding the duty on packages and charges, about 40 per cent. They are 
the oranges that we see sold on our streets from st.ands and wagons, 
twenty and twenty-five oranges for a quarter, while Florida oranges 
sell for~ much higher price and are purchased to supply the t.ablea of 
the wealthier classes. Indian River, Florida, oranges sell for from $3 
to $4 per box. 

The present rates of dnty are 13, 16, 25, and 30 cents per box, accord­
ing to capacity, 55 cents per barrel, $1.60 and $2 per thousand when 
in bulk, and when in packaJZ:es not specified in the law, 20 per cent.; 
nnd last year we collected on imported oranges $420, 329.47; or, in other 
words, the oranges consumed here last year cost at least that much more 
"t}lan they would have cosLwithout the tariff. Bat the Ways and :Means 
cPmmittee has been entertained during its hearings with appeals the 
most plaintive and pathetic to rescue the perishing industry of orange 
growing from the fate that we are told is sure to overtake it, by in<:reas­
ing these rates, and accordingly the bill proposes to levy on the boxes 
~ow subject to 13 cent.s, 25 cents; to double the rate on those paying 
25 cents; place on those paying·55 cents a duty of $1; add 20 oents for 
~ch fractional foot of capacity of package to one class now paying 20 
p~r cent.; to raise the rate on another class now paying 20 per cent. to 
~ cents, 50 centB, and $1 per box, with 20 cents additional for each 
fractional foot in the capacity of the box, and $2. 50 per thousand in bulk. 

The present rate of $1.60 is raised to $2,.50, the 16-cent and the 30-
cent rates are to be rais.ed to 25 cents and 50 cents respectively, and the 
20 per cent. rate on one class is to be raised to $1 per package of stated 
capacity, with 20 cents additional for each fraction of a foot additional 
in capacity. 

The probable effect of this wholesale increase of duties on i:he rev­
enue is purely speculatfre, as it is impossible to tell what effect it will 
have on imports and we have no data from which to reckon the eft'ect 
even if imports contillue as they were last year. In addition to all 
this, the rebate heretofore allowed on damaged goods is to be repealed, 
with the result that the duties on the merchantable fruit will be 
largely increased. 

The probable effect of this will be to stop importations and deprive 
the people of cheap oranges; to throw out of occupation many thou­
sands of the poor who derive their subsistence during a portion of the 
year from the traffic in this fruit; disastrously to affect a large amount 
of capital invested in the foreign-fruit trade, and to destroy the busi­
ness of box-making in Maine and other States where the boxes for 
these imports are now made. The rebate allowed by the bill on boxes 
manufactured in the United States is a mere bagatelle. It will not 
eTen serve as sop to the box-makers, and may as well be left out .. 

.And why is all this to be done? Merely that the orange-growers • 
of California and Florida. may have the exclusive control of the home 
market, the demands of which for a large portion of the year they will 
be unable to supply. California can scarcely be considered in this 
matter. Her oranges come in but small quantities east of Chicago and 
the foreign fruit goes in but small quantities west of that city. The 
portion of California oranges that goes to New York, Boston, and other 
Eastern markets commands such high prices that it is beyond the reach 
of any but the wealthy and is purchased by a class of people so en­
tirely different from the consumers of the foreign fruit that it can in 
no proper sense be said to come into competition with it. 

If these consumers could not buy foreign oranges, they could buy 
none. But, disregarding all considerations of this nature, there is an­
other .and a controlling one why the poor people of the country should 
not be compelled to choose between the alternative of going without 
oranges and paying tribute to the orange-growers of tbe Golden State; 
that is, the profits on orange-growing in that State are already so enor­
mous that the halcyon days of '49, with their wealth of gold, are being 
forgotten in this new era of golden fruit and harvests of riches. I cheer­
fully make this gratuitous contribution to the advertisement of Cali­
fornia's boom. I quote from the Ontario Observer, published in Ontario, 
Cal., Au.,.-rust 17, 1889: 

Could the profits aml pleasures of orange and lemon growing be fully real­
ized by the Eastern people, those who d~ire a delightful home, combined with a. 
moderate income, and those of more ample means who desire pleasant occu­
pation, combined with the reasonable certainty of future wealth, what an ex· 
odus there wo11ld be from the frozen North, the flood and storm-swept East, 
and from the blizzard and cyclone of the Western plains t-0 Southern California, 
with it.a glorious climate and grand opportunities for lovely homes and ample 
wealth; but let it not be imagined that these can be acquired without patience, 
industry, and 1;ome capital The facts are that the profits derived from the 
culture of citrus fr11its, where the climatic conditions are suitable, are so enor­
mous that were we to give a mere peraonal statement we should be accused bf 
attempting to misle11d our readers by deliberate falsehood, and, to avoid any 
such serious charge, we confine ourselves strictly to & statement of facts, each 
one otwhich can be yerified by the reader if he so desires. 

1\lr. James Hewitson, at Riverside, says: 
As to-profits of young trees, I ha"·e an orchard of navels, four years old this 

spring, that bore an average of two and one-half boxes to the tree, which ho.v~ 
just been sold. l\Iy 27t acres are paying 20 per cent. interest on $100,000. The 
old orchard costs $60 annually fol' fertnizing and cultivation. There is no place 
in this State, in the United States, or, I believe, in tbe world, where such profits 
in orange culture a.re made as here in this valley. 

Mr. F. P. Morrison, of Redlands, says: 
Last yea.r the orchard produced $300 per acre. Manypeople are making from 

two to three times tho.t runount, and this can undoubt~dly be done on an aver­
a~e at present prices. But the a.hove e11timate takes in to consideration any pos­
sible decrease in prices. A man owninir nn oTil.nge orchard is sure of a. large in­
come with a. small amount of light and not disagreeable work. 

l\Ir. B. B. Barney, of Riverside, says: 
I commenced to market the fruit e.t the age of six years, and some parts of 

tbc orchard now yield Sl,500 per acre. 

Mr. L. M. Holt, editor of the Sau Bernardino Times-Index, read a 
paper before the State committee on arid lands, in which he sn.ys: 

Riverside bas 3,000 acres of orange orchard, a portion of which is yielding 
good crops, 11 portion of which is yielding partial crops, and a. portion is not iu 
bearing at all. These 3,00[) acres this year produced 1,000 car-loads of oranges 
and lemons, worth on the track an average of $750 a ca.r-loa.d, or 87~0,000, a.bout 
~ nn acre. Thi~ is not pic'b..-ing out sample orchards, but averaging all the 
orchard.a whether bearing or not. 

When the orchards get into fair bearing they will produce th,ree times as 
much fruit, or a car-load to the a.ere, and many of the orchards a~ doing that 
now. 

These are but a few examples of the abounding prosperity of the Cali­
fornia orange-growers, mere examples, and I submit that men who 
work bard for a clollar and fifty cents a day should not be forced to con­
fribute of their earnings for the protection of these gentlemen. That 
State sold la.st year about 800,000 boxes of oranges, and it is said that 
this year the crop will be one-fourth larger. So much for California 
and her claim to protection. 

In view of the agricultural depression throughout the country in the 
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staple products, any step toward increasing the profits of orange and 
lemon growers at the expense of the growers.of corn, wheat, and the 
other ordinary products of agriculture should be taken with great de­
liberation. What is to justify us in adding to the profits in Florida 
by subtracting from profits elsewhere? What are the prospects that 
Florida will soon be able to supply the home demand at reasonable 
prices ? She now claims that 20, 000 persons own her ·orange groves, 
which cover 250,000 acres, and the product of which, on an average, is 
4, 000, 000 boxes, though last year she marketed only half that quantity. 

The gentlemen who appeared before the committee gave a great many 
statistics of orange culture, a large portion of which are arithmetically 
inconsistent, but I shall not stop now to examine them. They claim 
to have 10,000,000 of acres of land not now in cultivation for that pur­
pose that is suited to orange growing. It takes at least ten years, we 
are informed, to grow orange trees, and if, with their present acreage, 
they are unable to supply the demu.nd even at their own prices, we can 
not hope t.o have this acreage increa.sed and the increase producing fruit 
in less than ten years. . 

Then are we to deprive our people of all oranges in order that in ten 
years from now Florida may have the privilege of beginning to supply 
tl1em, in the mean time charging those who are able to buy at all such 
prices as the rapacity of the growers or the oondition.g of the market 
may comp~l them to pay? It seems t-0 me that the most that can be 
asked is that the increased duties shall take effect ten years hence, 
and in the mean time no one can foresee what conditions m~y arise to 
affect the question of pubtic taxation for private benefit. It should be 
remembered, too, that the production of Florida is very unstable. 
Frost may destroy the whole crop, or, as last year, there may be only 
half n crop. The supply is very uncertain and can not be depended 
upon to meet the demand. 

It is urged also by the growera of Florida that new groves are being 
cultivated in Mexico and other countries, the product of which will in 
part come to our markets, and that 20, 000, 000 buds have within the 
last two years been taken from that State for propagation elsewhere. 
To this it i8 enough to reply: ''Sufficient unto the day is the evil 
thereof." It will, according to their own statements, take at least ten 
years to develop these buds into productive trees. We can provide 
against this evil, if it is an evil, hereafter. 

But Florida, Jike California, is reaping a golden harvest from her 
production of oranges; and it was unanimously agreed, I believe, by 
the gentlemen who appeared before the committee, that $300 per acre 
is only a fair average income from an acre of orange trees, an amount 
so muclt in excess of the income of an acre of ordinary agricultural 
land that to the average farmer it will appear to be fab_µlous. I there­
fore quote an instance of grenter pro.fit cited in the Florida Agricult­
urist: 

We know of one grove of 18 aores no.t fa.r from this plaoe that yielded 7,500 
boxoa of oranges. Oranges are now selling on the trees for Sl.00 per box. The 
owner of the grove in ques,ionreali:.red more than this, as the fruitwasshipped 
and the risk of transportation, etc., inourred. But estimating the price ob­
tained for tho oranges at $1.50 per box, the crop would yield in cash $11,250. 

And I may here properly say that this is but a common story, the 
like of which may be found in almost any paper published in either of 
those new El Dorados, California and Florida. 

Under this bill lemons are to be subject to the same duties that are 
imposed on oranges. Much that I have said about the latter is equally 
true of the former, and is applicable to many other fruits. The pro­
duction of lemons in this country is variously estimated at from 25,000 
to 100,000 boxes, while our imports amount to from 3,180,000 to 
2,300,000 boxes. I know of no reason why tl...e present rates should 
be increa.sed. 

I wish tO say that I gladly ma~e this showing of, and pay this tribute 
to, those ma,11;ni.O.ceut States. They are prosperous and deserve to 
prosper, and I rejoice over their splendid resources and &nccess. I shall 
rejoi~ eqµally, too, if the people of the whole country shall be allowed 
to enjoy the privilege of chen.p fruit while these S~tes are deriving the 
bom,tty that nature has given them in such abundance. 

This bill proposes to grant a bounty out of the public Tr~ury of 
2 cents per pound on all sugars polarizing at least 85°, ~nd this new 
departure is based upon the ground that the domestic production bears 
such a small proportion to domestic consumption that it is better to 
promote sugar p.roduction by levying a tax on all othef industri~, to be 
paid out as a bounty to the augar producers, than to increase the prioo 
Of the home product by levying a duty on imported sugar. The ob­
jectioQs to this new device are so numerous and so patent thap I am 
not goin~ even to enumerate them. I mention this discrimiil~tion be­
tween i~ustries for the purpose of calling attention to another and 
an eqnalfy flagrant one. 

According to the report of th~ majority the proRQrtiQn <1f home pro­
duction to holl}e consumption of l?ugar is about as i fo 7, and this, they 
say, is so small that as to this article the pro~tive roHcy is to be 
abandoned and a bounty policy substituted. Yet it u, proposed to 
more than double t}ie pr~ent duty on tip-J?la~s, of w}lich we pro­
duce not a pound in thiS country, to the end that the production of tin­
plates may be begun here. The present rate is 1 cent ~r po:nnd2 and 
the bill provideg that on and after July 1, 1891, tltj.s sha.111!~ iilc,reased 
to 2.15 cents. The present ad valorem rate is 37.66, and the iricrease 
wilJ make it about 80 per cent. 

There are employed in the manipulation of tin-pla.tes for their many 
uses in the various industries of this country about 750,000 laborers 
and many millions of dollars of capital. In many of these industries 
the margin of profit is very narrow, and the effect of this bill will beto 
contract it or wipe it out, reducing the wages of labor or. throwing the 
employes out of work and forcing them and thecapital into other lines 
of production, into agriculture and other industries, to compete with 
men whose whole lives are now absorbed in a etraggle with ''the usurer 
and the sheriff.'' 

We imported last year 5,659,734 boxes of tin, worth $21,002,209.15, 
upon which we paid a tax of $7,279,459. 72, and to deprive our roofers, 
canners, tin-smiths, and others of this cheap supply or to compel them to 
pay a largely increased price for what they consume will result disas­
trously to their interests. It will force many to abandon their present 
occupations, increase the cost of tinware throughout the country, and 
compel many who continue in their present a.vocations to resort to the 
use of substitutes for tin, such as zinc, wood, paper, nndgla.ss and earth­
en ware, the du ties on many of which also this bill proposes to increase. 
And what is the excuse for this? It is to be done for the purpose of 
allowing a few men to engage at enormous pro.fits in the production of 
an article not now produced in this country and the production of which 
has heretofore proved a failure. 

The report of the majority tells ns that "it is estimated" that the 
establishment of this industry will give employment to about 24,000 
laborers. It is also estimated that it will throw out of employment 
many times this number; and it should be understood that about 30,000 
hands in Wales-poor, pauper, half-starved hands, as the prospective 
tin-plate-makers here would have us believe-supply the whole world 
with this product. 

Why do not the friends of this bill apply in this ca.se the saml\ 
specific that they apply in the case of sugar? What they are pleased 
to set forth as their reasons for giving a bounty on sugar production 
han much more force as applied . to tin-plates. Then, t.oo, why do 
they not grant bounties on the production of corn, wheat, rye, hay, and 
other products of the farm, instead of mocking the farmer with higher 
duties on these article, to which it is impossible to apply the prote<:t­
ive policy beneficially to their producers? 

There should be adopted a system at once equitable, uniform, and 
just, but that purpose this measure ignores entirely. Nothing else can 
be permanent and any other system will only engender strife and pro­
.voke discussion and agitation, to the injury of all concerned. 

We have been treated ro a view of many inconsistencies in the strug­
gle of the various supplicants for bounties and taxe.~ to secure some 
legalized advantage over their fellow-citizens. The same section of 
the country that was loudest in its demands for higher duties on trop­
ical fruits was also among the loudest in its opposition to higher rates 
on leaf-tobacco. 

But the cigar-makers have not escaped the blight of thfe bill. Su­
matra leaf, by reason of its peculiarities of size, weight, color, texture, 
and gloss, has in late years been largely used for wrappers by our cigar­
makers. It is, therefore, imported in considerable quantities, and has 
greatly added to the demand for cigars wrapped in it. Therresent du­
ties are 75 cents and $1 per pound, according to whether it 18 stemmed 
or unstemmed. This bill proposes to increase the rates to $2 and $2. 75 
per pound, respectively, and it provides that in case any portion of a 
consignment of leaf-tobacco is suitable for cigar wrappers it shall all 
be subject to these exorbitant dntiee. 

AU other leaf-toba-0eo is to pay 35 cents if unstemmed and 50 centa 
if stemmed. It was stated by gentlemen before the committee that 
without a test, which it is impracticable for the custom-house inspectors 
t-0 make, it is impos.sible t-0 distinguish between leaf suitable for wrap­
pers and t.hat suitable for other purposes only, and that in every lot of 
leaf importoo some portion, however small. will always be found an­
swering, in the eyes of the inspectors~at least, the description of cigar 
wrappers, 80 that the effect of t:i:i,is provision of the bill will be to sub­
ject all leaf to the payment of these prohibitive duties, thus depriving 
our cigar manufacturers not only of the Sumatra leaf for wrappers, but 
of the Havana leaf for fillers, and the effect of this will be nothing less 
than ruinous to a large industry now employing thousands upon thou­
sands of.workmen, who are earning good wages an,d supporting their 
families from an occupation requiring a peculiar skill, which they have 
acquired in years of practice. · 

In addition to and aggnn~tion of all this, the duties on Havana 
cigars are so arranged and adjusted as to make it more profitable to 
manufacture them elsewhere and export them to this country than to 
make them here with the proposed rates on leaf-oobacco. It may be 
some satisfaction to the advocates of this measure to know that when 
thrown out of work here our cigar-makers may find empl9yment in 
Cuba and elsewhere in the West Indies, aud from those islands con­
tinue to supply the trade of a co~ntry from which they shall have been 
expatri11ted, bl,lt it may well be douli~ tha~ they will ever be able to 
reconcile this large claSs of workmen to such treatment at the bands 
of the Government to which they have been taught that they might 
look for equal consideration and a full meagure of justice. [App la use.] 

The purpose possibly is, as some gentlemen claim, to prohibit the 
jmportatiou ~f only this Sumatra leaf; but by reason of our treaty re­
lations with the country to which Sumatra belon~ we are unable ex-
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pressly to discriminate against this particular tobacco, and therefore the 
makers of cigars must be subjected to this ruinous provision that a few 
growers of wrapper leaf in this country may sell their inferior product 
at an enhanced price. It is another unwarranted interference of the 
Government with the tastes, aptitudes, and occupations of the people. 
It will throw many persons out of employment and sacrifice large in­
terests to the greed of a few growers of a kind of tobacco that con­
sumers do not desire to purchase, and it is extremely doubtful if it will 
result in a benefit to even this small class of the people. 

One of the grossest injustices in our tariff laws, aggravated and per­
petuated in this bill, is the imposition of the highest rates of duty on 
the commonest classes of goods, by reason of which the heaviest rates of 
taxation are levied on t.hat portion ofour people the least able to bear 
them. Every schedule in the law and in this bill bas its examples 
of this injustice, and the whole may be well illustrated by the cutlery 
and :fire-arms paragraphs in the metal schedule. There, by classifying 
the articles according to value and levying compound duties, the pur­
chasers of the lowest-priced of each class are compelled to pay the high­
est rates. For instance, double-barreled shotguns are classified into 
those costing not more than $6, more than $6 and not more than $12, 
and those costing more than the last-named amount. 

These classes are subjected to duties of $2, $4, and $6 per gun, re­
spectively, and in addKion, 35 per cent. ad valorem. On the first o­
lowest-priced of these classes the duties range from less than 70 to more 
than 100 per cent.; on the second class, about the same; and on the 
third class, from the lowest rates on the highest-priced gans that are 
made to over 90 per cent. on the lowest cost of that class. And so it is 
with cutlery, clothing, and everything else upon which a. specific duty 
is laid until the man of small means is so discriminated against that 
his purchases are generally restricted to the barest necessaries of life. 

In addition to the changes made in duties on imported goods by this 
bill, and the increases made by the reimposition of duties on packages, 
etc., by the customs administrative bill, the revenue is affected by the 
provision reducin~ the internal tax on tobacco from 8 to 4 cents per 
pound. Here again, whatever may be thought concerning the repeal 
of taxes on liquors and tobacco, while retaining exorbitant rates on the 
food, clothing, shelter, and implements of industry used by the people 
(and there seems to be a difference of opinion on that subject), it is not 
easy to see why the tobacco tax should be reduced while all the inquisi­
torial machinery for its collection is retained. 

The objection to the intt:rnal-revenue systell\ is, mainly, that it ne­
cessitates a system of espionage that is distasteful to the people and 
cumbersome in operation, a system by which the citizen is subjected 
to unreasonable arrest, :fine, and imprisonment, and bis business to per­
nicious governmental supervision. These objections are neither re­
moved nor modified by the reduction of the tax, but the only eifectof 
that reduction is to decrease the revenue and increase the proportion­
ate cost of its collection. In this respect the bill is objectionable and 
has no redeeming .iieature. 

In this discussion, instead of going into a review of the policy of pro­
tection, I have confined myself within the narrow limits of a few items 
of the present bill, items fairly illustrative, however, of its general char­
acter. It is one of the most objectionable measures, in my estimation, 
that have ever been offered as a solution of the tariff question, a bill re­
lieving few burdens, creating new ones, and adding to those that already 
exist; and what I have said upon it, though not comprehensive, is 
enough to bring us to a full appreciation of the legend that was found 
pinned to the corpse of a victim of Judge Lynch in a Wes tern Terri­
tory: "He was a pretty mean man in some respects, but he was a 
blamed sight worse in others." 

That is about my estimate of this measure, and at the proper time I 
shall offer amendments aimed at some of its evils. If it becomes a law 
in its present shape it will destroy many industries, throw out of em­
ployment the men engaged in some, and work a reduction of wages in 
nearly all. It will tend to restrict trade in every sea.port town and to 
drive American commerce from the ocean, and will force to an earlier 
issue that just and equitable revision and reduction of the tariff that 
the people demand. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I have eighteen roinutesof mytimeremaining, which 
I will reserve to be occupied to-morrow by my colleague [Mr. FITCH]. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 

chair, Mr.PAYSON reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the &tate of the Union, having bad under consideration the bill (H. R. 
9416} to reduce the revenue and equalize the duties on imports, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDE.R OF BlTSINESS. 

McKINLEY. I move that the House now take a recess until 
8 o'clock this P.Vening. Pending that motion, I ask unanimous con­
sent that leave be given to all members to print in the RECORD remarks 
on Honse bill No. 9416, known as the "tariff bill." I also ask unani­
mous consent that to-morrow morning the House meet at 11 o'clock, 
instead of 12. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objedion to the request of the gentleman 

XXI--272 I. 

from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] that general. leave to print remarks on the 
tariff bill be given? The Chair hears n~ objection. 

HOUR OF :MEETING TO-MORROW. 

The SP.EAKER. The gentleman from Ohio also a.sks unanimous con· 
sent that when the Honse adjourns to-night it adjourn to meet at 11 
o'clock to-morrow morning. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires permission to lay before the 
House some business that ought not to be delayed. 

EXPORTS OF BREADSTUFFS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message of the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom­
panying documents, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed: 
To the House of Repre..sentatives: 

In answer to the resolution of the House of Representatives of March 81, 1890, 
respecting the importation into foreign countries of breadstutfs and provisions 
from the United States and the rates of duty imposed upon sueh articles, Itran8-
mit herewith a report from the Secretary of State on the subject, together with 
the accompanying papers. 

BEN.J. HARRISON. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 8, 1890. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUDSON, N, Y. 

The bill (S. 1306) for the erection of a public building at Hudson, 
N. Y., was laid before the House by the Speaker, havingbeenreturned 
from the Senate with the notification that theamendment of the House 
was disagreed to and a conference asked. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the House insist on it.a amendment 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 
HELEN PLUNKETT. 

The bill (S.1221) granting a pension to Helen Plunkett was laid be· 
fore the House by the Speaker, having been returned from the Senate 
with the notification that the amendment of the House was disagreed 
and a conference asked. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House insist on it.a 
amendment and agree to the conference asked by the Senate? In the 
absence of objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

RIGHT OF WAY ACROsS MILLE LA.CS INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The SPEAXER also laid before the Honse the bill (H. R. 7754) 
granting right of way to the Lit~le Falls, Mille Lacs and Lake Snpe· 
rior Railway across the Mille L:i.cs Indian reservation, the bill having 
been returned from the Senate with amendments and a request for a 
conference with the House on the bill and amendments. 

?tlr. PERKINS. I move that the House non-concur in the amend­
ments of the Senate and agree to the request for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 
WALT.ER P. HARRISON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, May 7, 1890. 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa­
tives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 2598) increasing the pension of Walter 
P. Harrison. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on comp1ying with the request of 
the Senate. In the absence of objection., the bill will be returned as 
requested. 

. There was no objection. 
BA.RENT S. VAN BUREN. 

The SP~.A.KER also laid before the House the bill {H. R. 2057) for 
the relief of Barent S. Van Buren, returned from the Senate by request 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands this to be a duplicate bill, 
and without objection it will be destroyed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

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

.A bill (S. 859) for the erection of a public building at Chester, Pa.; 
A bill (S. 903) for the erection of a public builing in Cedar R.apids, 

Iowa; 
A bill (H. R. 1015) to provide for town-site entries of lands in what 

is known as '' Oklahoma,'' and for other purposes; 
A bill (S. 2304) to establish two additionallanddistrict.gin the State 

of Washington; 
A bill (S. 3472) for improving Aransas Pass· and 
A bill (H. R. 9548) providing for the classi'Acation of worsted cloths 

as woolens. 
Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Enroll~d 

Bills, reported that they bad examined and found truly enrol.led bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
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A bill (S. 606) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at La Fayette, in the State of Indiana; 

A bill (S. 948) for the relief of' Laban Heath & Co., of Boston, Massa­
chusetts; and 

A bill (S. 954) authorizing the construction of a public building at 
:Burlington, Iowa. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE. 
By un~imous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BLANCHARD, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. SPOONER, until Monday next. 
To Mr. HENJ?ERSON, of North Carolina, for one weeki on account of 

important business. 
To Mr. O'DONNELL indefinitely, on account of important business. 

CAIRO, PORT OF DELIVERY. 
l\Ir. SMITH, of Illinois. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 

the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6778) to provide for the es­
tablishment of a port of delivery at Cairo, in the county of Alexander, 
in the State of Illinois, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
The bill was read at length. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

the bill? 
Mr. DOCKERY. We have no information whatever upon this ques­

tion, but I believe this bill {lrovides for a· new office. I would ask the 
gentleman if it has been reported from any committee. 

l\Ir. SMITH, of Illinois. It bas been reported from the committee 
and recommended by the Department. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think, as it creates a new office, I would Jike 
to know more about it before consent is given to its passage in this 
manner. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we might consider this bill now; and if 
consent is given to its consideration I will move to strike out Cairo and 
insert Springfield. In that shape I think it ought to pass. [Laughter.] 

Mr. S1rllTH, of lliinois. Well, I could hardly agree to that amend­
ment of my colleague. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let it go over so we can have an opportunity to 
examine it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I will state to the gentleman that the re­
port is short and can be read if he desires it. It is recommended by 
the Department and is needed in that section of the country. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But it creates a new oj:lice, and I want to see the 
necessity for it before giving my consent. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Would yon not be willing to have the re-
port read, then? . 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to that if the gentleman de­
sires it; but I think the bill should go over. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Very well; I will see if I can find objec­
tion to some other bill in the future. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I want to look into the necessity for this office. 
Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Very well; then I will ask that it be con­

sidered in the morning. 
Mr. McMILLIN. "Sufficient unto the day is ~he evil thereof." I 

would rather not have it pending • 
Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Then I ask for its presenb consideration. 
The SPEAKER. But the difficulty is that the request of the gen­

tleman from Illinois requires unanimous consent, and the gentleman 
from Tennessee decline.a to give that. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. All right; then I will just hold the grudge 
against the gentleman in the future. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
11Ir. McMILLIN. So far as charging what may be done in the fut- ' 

~re is concerned, I have no objection to the gentleman pleasing him­
~lf, if he chooses to adopt that course. I am not afraid of it. 

SPEAKER PRO TE:\!PORE AT EVENING SESSION. 

The SPEAKER. Before submitting the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio, the Chair will state that he has appointed the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] to preside as Speaker pro "tempore at this 
evening's session. 

The ~otion of Mr. McKINLEY was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Honse took a recess until 8 
o'clock p. m. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The House, at 8 o'clock p. m., resumed its session, Mr. PERKINS in 

the chair as Speaker pro tempo1·e. 
TARIFF. 

Mr. ¥cKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
ijSelf into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
fo~ the further consideration of the bill 9416. 

'rbe motion was agreed to. 
The Honse accordingly resolved it.self into Committee of the Whole 

House o,n the state of the Union, Mr. HOPKINS in the chair. 
Mr . .SfMONDS. Mr. Chairman, I have not risen for the discus­

sion of any broad questions connected With the tariff and certainly not 

for purposes of declamation. The bill under consideration has in it 
some matters of such intense and even painful interest to a large body 
of the people whom I endeavor to represent on this floor that any in­
dulgence in mere rhet.oric upon such matters would seem to them like 
cruel mockery. 

It will have been noticed by thof'le who have read the bill under dis­
cussion attentively, as well as by those who followed the luminous ex­
position which was made by the distinguished chairman of the Com­
mittee on Ways and Means [Mr. McKINLEY], that the bill proposes 
a sharp increase in the tariff duties on tobacco and a considerable de­
crease in the internal-revenue taxation upon that article. What is 
transpiring among my own people in regard to this matter is well illus­
trated by a little newspaper clipping which I hold in my hand and 
which appeared in the Hartford Courant of last Monday morning, 
which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
TOBACCO-RAISING-EFFECT OF LOW PRICES ON LAND-AN INCIDENT IN POINT, 

The East Hartford correspondent pf The Courant writes as follows: 
"The past year has been an exceptionally hard one with farmers, especiil.lly 

with those who raise tobacco, and it affects not only the farmer direct, but many 
other classes who are interested in farm property. A fine farm in the north 
district was sold nineteen years a.go for $8,()()1). Last week the same fa.rm was 
sold for $4,000, or $t00 less than the first mortgage. right in the face, too, of the 
horse railroad, which will terminate only about half a mile from this location. 

"Nineteen years ago tobacco was selling for50 cents per pound, now for It cents 
per pound, which accounts for the low prices of farm property in a measure. 
During the past week a poor farmer from South Windsor loaded up his crop of 
tobacco and started for the warehouse orRosenwald Bros., E. 0. Goodwin, 
agent. East Hartford. When near the residence ofT. E. Bancroft, East Wiud­
sor Hill, Mr. Bancroft ha.d the audacity to ask him wha.t he got. !or his crop of 
tobacco which had the appearance of being very fine. Contrary to the usual 
custom the poor fellow humbly told him 1J cents per pound delivered. •I will 
!live you that if you will dump it in my door yard,' said Mr. Bancroft. The farmer 
quickly accepted the offer a.nd w::loa.ded, leaving the bill warehouse one load 
short." 

Mr. SIMONDS. It will be seen from this newspaper clipping that a 
conatituent of mine sold as a fertilizer an entire wagon-load of tobacco 
of a good quality such as nineteen or twenty years ago he would have 
received 50 cents a pound for. It is easily to be seen from such an in­
stance as this that the people of the First Congressional district of Con­
necticut have good reason to take a deep and even a painful interest in 
the bill under consideration. Although the question is of such a pe­
cnli:tr interest to the people of my district, it is by no means a local 
question. 

What duties, both of excise and customs, shall be Jevied upon to­
bacco and its manufactures is most thoroughly a national question, 
probably more so than is generally supposed. Nearly every State in 
this great Union of States has a vital interest in this question. 

As long ago as 1879 thirty-five States and Territories made notable con­
tributions to the tobacco crop, which had increased 80 per cent. in ten 
years. I have gathered from the census report of 1880 a list of thirty­
fi ve counties, each in a separate State or Territory, which contributed 
to that crop, the extremes being Bonhomme County, in Dakota, with 
1,057 pounds, and Lancaster County, in Pennsylvania., with 23,946,326 
pounds. 
Table showing thirty-jive counties in separate States mid Territories con­

tributing to the tobacco crop of 1879. 

States. Counties. 

Alabama ... ... ...... ............ ...... Madison County ............................... . 
Arkansas.............................. Benton County .................................. . 
Califbrnia .. :........................... Sa.n Benito County ....... . .................... . 
Connecticut ................... . ...... Hartford County ............................... . 
Dakota............ ..................... Bonhomme County .......................... . 
Florida................................. Gadsden County ............................... . 
Georgia................................. Cherokee C<>unty ............................. . 
Illinois................................. Saline County ................................. ; .. 
Indiana................................. Warrick County ................................ . 
Iowa....................................... Decatur County ................................ . 
Kansas ................................. Chautauqua County .......................... . 

~;~i~'i:~L:.::·:.:·::.·:::::. ·::::::::::: ~~ri!~!~ris\i:::.::::::::::::::::::·.::::::::: 
l\faryland ........•..................... Prince George's County .................... . 
Massachusetis ....................... Hampshire County ............................ . 
l\fichigan ............ .. . ... ...... ...... l\1onroe County ............................... . 
~111SB:nn1.sesso1.ptap1:·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.· .... · .. ·.•.·.•·.·.•.·.·.·.·.·.·. Houston County .............................. . 
J.J: Tippah County .................................. . 
Missouri................................ Chariton County_ ............................ .. 
Nebraska. ............................... Otoe County ..................................... .. 
Nevada ................................. Washo6 County ............................... . 
New Hampshire.................. Cheshire County .............................. . 
NNeeww ~~orsrkey .... ·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.· .• ·.·.•.·.·.·.·.·•· ·.·.·.·.·.. Burlington County ............................ . 

.r. ( Onondaga County ............................. . 
North Carolina. ..................... Granville County ............................. . 
Ohio ................. ,.................... ~Iontgomery County ....................... . 
Oregou ......... ............... ......... Lane County ..................................... . 
Pennsylvania........................ Lancaster County ............................. . 
South Carolina. ..................... Greenville County .......................... . 
Tennessee............................. l\Iontgomery County ....................... . 
Tex!ll!I.................................... La.mar County ..........................•........ 
Vermont .............................. Windham County .........•....••............. 
Virginia................................ Pittsylva,nia County •......................... 
West Virginia. ....................... Fa.yett• Co\lllty ................................ . 
Wisconsin ... ......... ...... . . . ...... Da.ne County .................................... .. 

Pounds. 

36,356 
395, 982 
59,100 

9,039,514. 
1,007 
6,667 

17,900 
7M,897 

3 253 323 
' 21'.288 

11,345 
12,577, 574 

14, 680 
6,575,246 
2,30.5,442 

5, 757 
6 253 

25:121 
4,384, 92-1 

10,065 
1,500 

141,218 
94.,487 

2,:H6,257 
4,606,358 
9,314, 372 

5,149 
23, 946,326 

9,638 
8, 266,461 

15,003 
127,219 

12,271,533 
253,460 

5,871,242 

In the same year, 1879, there were sixteen States which contributed 
substantially 1,000,000 pounds or more to the tobacco crop, the ex-

_.. 
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kemes being Arkansas, with 970t220 pounds, and Kentnc~, with 171,­
~20, 784 pounds. 

Sixteen States contributing to the tobacco crop of 1879. 
Pounds. 

~kansas ..... -... ... ....... ......... ... ...... ..... ... ........ ... ..... . ....... ............. ......... 970, 220 

i~fft}~Z~\;~::~::;:~::::::;::::::;:::::;::.:;;;~~::::;;;;:~.;::;:::::.;::~:;:::::~:;~:::::::~::::::::: J ~ ~ 
aryla.nd ........................... _ ............................................................... 26,082, 147 

. ou!\~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~ g~: ~~ 
I ew York. ............................................................................. -............ 6,481,431 
North Carolina..................................................................................... 26, 986, 213 
Ohio ..... ,... .......... .... . .. . .. ... .......... ...... ......... .... ... ...... . .. .......... ... .... .. .... ...... 34, 735, 235 
~innsylvania. ............... ....................... ..................... .......................... 36, 943, 272 

'iriE~~;,;.~:~::~:::::::~~::i:::::~:i:~;::~~:::;::;;~::7;:;:~::;::~:~;;::::;.::L;:::::::~::. l~ ~ m 
In the Report on the Culture and Curing of Tobacco, which forms 

a part of the census report of 1880, Special Agent Killebrew says, on 
~ge23: 

.Nore than a hundre~ varieties of the tobacco plR.nt a.re named in the schedules 
returned t-0 this office. 

And he says, on page xi, in his letter of transmittal: 
It is believed that the soil and climate of Florida. are more specie.Uy adapted 

to the growing of tobacco with the fragrance and texture of Cuba. tobacco than 
those of a.nyother part of the United States. Enough has been done in this $tate 
to show that, with proper selection of varieties and intelligent culture and man~ 
agement, a product of most excellent quality closely approximating that of 
Cuba can be grown upon a large extent of its territory, 

Given in 1879 this vast area adapted to the production of more than 
a hundred different varieties of tobacco, including practically the Cuban 
article; given in that year a crop of 471,500t000 ponnds.:....an increase 
of 80 per cent. as compared with 1869-produced from thirty-five dif­
ferent States and Territories, with sixteen States in themillion-nroduc­
ing column; given living upon this vast area the most rapidly growing 
population in the world, a people of wonderful versatility, energy, and 
enterprise, nothing else could reasonably have been expected to happen 
in the next ten years other than a vast increase in the production, with a 
resulting degree of prosperity to the producers and to the nation at large. 

What are the facts? Not only has no State been added to the six­
teen originally in the million-producing column, but the production in 
all States e.xcept those sixteen has practically ceased. The facts as t.o 
these sixteen States are given in a table furnished me by Professor J. 
R. Dodge, StatisticianoftheAgricultnralDepartment, which gives the 
product in each 'State from 1879 to 1888, inclusive. 

Product of tobacco by States, 1879-1888. 
CIGAR LEAF, 

[The product for 1879 and 1888 is given in full; for the other years in millions (and million-tenths) of pounds only] 

State. 1879. 1880. 1881. 1882. 1883. 1884. 1885. 1886. 1887. 1888. 

------------------"--------------1-----1--1------------1---.i----
14,044,652 15.4 13.7 9.7 9.5 9.4 12.0 ll.6 9.1 9,600,000 
5,369,436 4.9 5.0 4. 2 4.0 3.7 ·3,7 4.2 8.5 3,893,000 
6,481.,431 6.5 6.2 9.7 9.0 8.1 10.2 7.5 7.6 6,488,000 

36, 943,Z12 34.8 38.8 31.0 36.3 34.1 23.3 34.9 4.0.2 24,180,000 
10,608, 4'.?3 11.3 8.7 10.4. 5.7 14.3 31.l 23.7 ll.2 12,8!6,000 

657,347 .5 .5 .1 .1 ............. ........... ............ ······-·········· 
Total ................................................ _ ........................................... _ ............. . ';4, 104, 560 I 73.1 ,- 65.8 

------1- -------
73.3 64.8 69.9 80.6 82.l 71.7 5!,010,000 

~MANUFACTURING LEAF. 

Illinois .............................. , .. m .... ._ ................................................................ ~....... 3, 935, 825 3. 9 3. 3 3. 8 3.1 3. 9 4. 9 6.1 1. 4 2, 947, 000 
Maryland ............................................ ~ .................................................................. 26,082,147 18.8 25.8 21),2 31.5 31.2 28.5 25.2 25.6 14,017,000 

~~~nra.~~~.~~·:.:::::·:::.:::=:::·.::::::::'.:::::::·.::::::::~:::::::.::::::·:.:::::::::::::::::::::::::'.::::::::::::: ~~:~::~ ~:~ ~:~ ~:~ ~;:g ~:~ i~:~ g}:~ ~g:! ~:k~:~ 
.Arkansas................................................................................................................. 970,220 0.9 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.6 2.1 1.2 1,156,000 

~?!~~~:.:::~::·:::.:::::·:::::::: ... ·::::::::·:.:::·::::~:::.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::lit 5~: ~~ lfi: g 1~: g 198. 9 li5: ~ ~: ~ ~:: ~ 1~: ~ 11~: ~ ~: ~ ~ 
~=e-~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::: ~:~~:~ ~J ~:t g.r:g ~:~ iU ~u ~:~ ~u ~:~:~ 
~8~t!~~·i·~~:::::::·:.: .. ::·:.:·::.:::·:::.:·::.:::·:: ..... ::·:::.:::·::::::::::::::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: r~: ~ i: ~ i:~ 1~: ~ ~: ~ i: ~ ~: ~ I ~: ~ ~: ~ ~ ~~: g<J8 

Total .................................. P ........................................................................... ,398, 556, 597 rmo1~ 447.2 ....-.1-*1-.82. 0 I-.... a 314.4 508, 7~ 
Grand total. ........................................................................... _, ..................... 472, 661, 157 j 446. 2 1 449. 8 513. 0 I 451. 5 1 451. 5 562. 7 1 532. 5 386. 2 56.'>, 795, 000 

The results illustrated in this table can be readily summarized. 
Cigar leaf, which costs more to produce than any other and is the high-

. est priced of any, is raised in the Sliates of Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. The product of cigar leaf 
fell off from74,000,000 pound.sin 1879 to 57,000,000 in 1888, and this 
loss, coupled with an even greater loss in price, although the quality 
has improved, has been a disaster of great severity for the entire cigar­
leaf industry. 

In four States which produce manufacturing leaf, for smoking and 
~hewing purposes-Illinois, Maryland, North Carolina., and Virginia.­
the production fell off from 136,000,000 pounds in 1879 to 106,000,000 
jn 1888. In Arkansas, another State which produces manufacturing 
ieaf1 the increase from 972,220 pounds in 1879 to 1,156,000 in 1888 is 
hardly substantial enough for mention. 

.In the remaining six tobacco States, Indiana, Kentucky, Missouri, 
.Ohio, Tennessee, and West Virginia, which produce manufacturing 
_ieaf, there was an apparent increase from 258,000,000 pounds, in 1879, 
ro 397,000,000, in 1888, but that this was not a regular and normal in-
1erease is shown by the fact that a comparison of 1879 with 1887 gives 
exactly opposite results, the product in 1879 being 258, 000, 000 pounds 
'against 173, 000, 000 in 1887. 

From all this it clearly appears that while the manufacturing-leaf 
.<llstricts have suffered vastly less than the cigar-leaf districts, the to­
bacco-growing ind astry has suffered along the w.hole line and hru:i ut-
'tedy failed to fulfill its manifest destiny. · 

&ports of dom.estic leaf-tobacco, 1880-1888. 
Pounds. Pounds; 

1880 ...................................... 225, 737, 776 lSS.5..... ..... .... ........ ............ .... 278, 139, 130 
1881...... .... . .. .... ...... .... .. .. ....... 218, 244, 205 1886 .................................. , ... 304, Oi8, 818 
1882.. ................ ..... ......... ...... 225, 525, 793 
1883 ...................................... 239,584,814 
1884. ..................................... 195, 652, 539 

1887 .................................... 247, 991, lll 
1888. ..................................... 204, 184, 021 

This table shows that we exno.rted 225, 737, 000 nounds of manufact­
uring leaf in 1880 and only 204, 184, 000 in 1888; and the conditions are 
.such that excessive internal-revenue taxation accounts for the loss. 

By far the sorest trouble of all has fallen upon the growers of cigar 
leaf, who are to be found in the Statts of Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. I have already pointed 
tha.t the production of cigar leaf fell off from 74,000,000 poub.ds in 
1879 to 57,000,000 in 1888, and it is in ample evidence before the 
Ways and Means Committee that while the quality has improved the 
price bas fallen off even more than the product. -

Fortunately or unfortunately the reasons for this are as clear as day­
light. The growers of cigar leaf have had to contend not only with ex­
cessive internal-revenue taxation, but with Chinese labor, costing only a 
few cents a day, exploited by Dutch capital in unlimited amounts. The 
increase in the imports of cigar leaf and its manufactures from 1880 to 
1889 is shown, in a general way, by a table furnished me by Mr. S. G. 
Brock, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics in the Treasury Department. 

ltnports of tobacco and cigars, 1880-1889. 

Year. Leaf. 
Such trouble a.s the growers of manufacturing leaf have experi­

enced is sufficiently accounted for by excessive internal-revenue tax, 
lwhich handicaps prodnction by increasing cost and impeding exporta- . -------------·---:-----~----1---­
t~ion; tlµs fact is sufficiently shown by a table furnished me by Pro­
lessor Dodge, of the Agricultural Department, giving the exports of 
qpmestic leaf from 1880 to 1888, inclusive. Practically, these ex­
rports are all manufacturing leaf. We export substantially no cigar 

Cigars. 

[~eaf and we import substantially no manufacturing leaf. 

--

Pound.8. 
1880 _ .......... - ................................................. ;................... 9, 759,355 
1881 ................................................................................... 7,468,664 
1882 .......................... ...... ..................... ............... ............... 11, 899, 823 
1883 .......................... ................. ....... ...... ......... ..... . ............ 14., 893, 131 
1884 ............. - .................................................................. 12, 955,017 

Pounds. 
~9,tm 
618.~ 
802,872 
829,T11 
891. 769 

-' .. -~ .-~,., 

- :- ;·; - -.· 

.... 

·. 
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imports of tobacco and cigars, 1880-1889-Continued. 

Cigars. Year, ~ 
---- .!-

Pounds. 

i ;:11};:~::.:.~:t:.n.:::.~:.-L:::::::::::·:::::::::::::::::::::::::-:.::::::::: ~~m 1 ti m 
The import.a of cigar leaf have risen from 9, 759, 355 pounds in 1880 

to 20,106,881 pounds in 1889, and the imports of cigars have risen from 
650,402 pounds in l880 to 1,232,619 pounds in 1889. There is a por­
tion of this of which the cigar-leaf-growers do not com plain. The leaf 
which makes fillers and binders for cigars comes mainly from. Cuba 
and the leaf which makes wrappers comes mainly from Sumatra. Our 
~igar-leaf-growers do not complain especially of the Cuban imports, but 
they do complain most bittedy of the imports of Sumatra leaf, the as­
to11ishing development of which is shown by a table furnished me by 
Mr. S. G. Brock, chief of the Bureau of Statistics in the Treasury De­
partment. 

Imports of Sumatra tobacco-1880-1889. 
Pounds. Pounds. 

1880......................................... 38 1835 ...................................... ~ .. 2, 217, 917 
1881.............................. ...... ... . 200, 602 1886 ................................... ..... 4, 000, 519 
1882......................................... 782, 763 1887 ....................... .................. 4, 213, 472 
1883. •• ...... .• • • . ..••. .. . . • . . ...•.•..... ... • a, 818, 931 1888... .•...• . .. . . . . . . ....... .. . ......... ...• 5, 861, 472 
1884........................ ........ ....... .. 603, 536 1889 .. .......... ...... ....................... 5, OU, 455 

This table makes the astonishing disclosure that the import.a of Su­
matra tobacco rose from 38 pounds in 1880 to about 6,000,000 in 1888. 
One pound of these Sumatra wrappers co;ers as many cigars as 3 or 4 
pounds of American wrappers. We have seen that from 1879t.o1888 the 
home production of cigar leaf fell off 17, 000, 000 pounds. The 6, 000, 000 
pounds of Sumatra wrappers displace somewhere from eighteen to twen­
ty-four million pounds of American wrappers. That Sumatra wrap­
pers have just filled the seventeen millions gap in American production, 
with something over for the natural increase in the product of cigars, 
is clearly apparent. The two things go together with the sequence of 
cause and effect. 

Now, the Sumatra wrapper is by no means the equal of the Ameri­
can article in smoking quality, for it is bitter to the taste and it does 
not bum so well as the American wrapper. It is not fit to make an 
entire cigar of; no one ever heard of an "all Sumatra" cigar and no 
one ever will; the gamins of the street would spurn such a thing aft.er 
a single experience. I have made some extracts from the evidence 
before the Ways and Means Committee upon this point. 

TESTWONY BEFORE WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE. 

J. S. Van Duzer: 
I ought to speak of the merits claimed for this S11ma.tran tobacco. * * * 

The toba-OCo is not pleasant to the taste, o.nd the only advantage that can rea­
sonably be claimed for it, so far as the smoker is concerned, is that it is more 
glossy than either the Hava na or domestic wra.pper. 

M. Tobin, president New York Tobacco-Growers' Association: 
It is acknowledged to this day that. so fo.r ns quality is concerned, the 

.American tobacco is infinitely superior to its foreign riYnl 

N. S. Pomeroy: 
It is a. conceded fact by all tobacco men, including cigar manufacturers, who 

are its strongest advocates, that a. cigar made from clear Sumatra tobacco would 
not be smoked by the most degraded smoker. No manufacturer dare ma.kc 
them and put them on the mo.rket; they would drive the people out of the 
house. Please ask some of its manufacturing defenders why they do not ad­
vertise clear Sumatra cigars. The fact is that every ounce of Sumatra. wrapper 
that is put on a thousand cigars deteriorates their qualitv. 

The real reasons why manufa.cturers want it are these: It produces a more 
glossy and handsome surface for a cigar-wrapper than domest.ic tobacco, and 
the manufa.cturers can perpetrate frauds upon the smoking community that 
thl:!l' Jl&.n not with domestic tobacco. It ha.s a peculiar rankness that overpowers 
lbe taste of the filler, consequently the manufacturer can fill the cigar with any 
kind of trash, :flavored a little, and with a. Sumatra. wrapper tho averalt'e smoker 
can not tell what it is made of. 

F. R. Diffenderffer, secretary of the Pennsylvania Tobacco-Growers' 
Association: 

I wish to distinctly impress upon this committee the very important fact that 
while the major pottlon of the Sumatran importations coiµe into this country 
under the filler rate, there are no Sumatran qllers brought here at all. They are 
utterly worthless for cigar-making purposes. The street gamin, who gets all 
his smoking from the stumps he fishes out of the gutter, would turn a.way with 
infinite scorn from the offer of a cigar ma.de solely of Sumatran tobacco. "' * "' 
The Sumatra. tobacco is bitter. "\Ve can not smoke it at all. We have to dis­
guise the outside wrapper by putting on binders. 

W. C. Morse: 
No one has ever attempted to controvert the assertion that Sumatra has no 

qna.lity whatever as a smoke. It is bitter, but it is glossy and bright and fine 
in texture; but unless it can get the aroma from our own tobacco, it is utterly 
impossible to use it. 

''If Sumatra tobacco be th as inferior t.o the American article, why is 
it used?" is a question proper to be asked. The reason is that, mechan­
tcally considered1 it is as perfect a thing for a cigar wrapper as if it were 
woven by a machine specially invented and designed for that purpose. 
!tis thin; so thin that a pound of it displaces from three to four pounds 
of American wrappers; it has a smooth surface and it is glossy. As one 

of the largest dealers in Washington said to me not long ago, it is used 
simply because it makes a "pretty" cigar, and that is thewhole storj. 

This singular stuff is all raised in Sumatra, an island divided by the, 
equator and lying directly off the southeast coast of China. +bis island 
isreported upon in Consular ReportNo.107!, and I have made extract8 · 
from the reports. , 

CONSULAR REPORTS. 

On "Eastern Sumatra," by Consul A. G. Studer: 
When the crop is matured ea.ch coolie cuts what he has plant~d, carries it to and 

delivers it at the drying-shed. where it is examined and classified into four or · 
even fivecla.sses, the poor coolie having no voice in the planter's decision of class~'. 
ifying, namely, very good, good, fair, middliqg, and inferior; and he is allowed 
so much (a. figure mentioned in the contract) per thousand trees of ea.ch class. 
·when the tobacco-planting stock companies declare annually from.100 to liO 
per cent. dividends, as, per statements in the papers never contradicted, they 
have done for years, one can not help but know how outrageously unjustly the 
poor "siukies" must have been dealt with. 
It is awful to think and ponder over it. Only a few weeks ago I read in two 

or three local and other Ea.stern papers that the Arendsburg Tobacco-Planting 
9<>mpa.ny in Deli had declared 120 per cent. dividend for la.st year. The plaqt.­
mg rates used to range, only " few years ago, from about $4 for the lowest~ 
$10 for the best per thousand trees (not dollars in gold, but Mexican sllver), a 
as a cooly rarely can plant over nine thousand trees of one crop, and has 
clear, burn, and hoe the ground, transplant and cultivate, cut and carry in the 
tobacco, and find himself, including expenses from the time he left Ohina., One 
can count at his fingers' ends the handsome balance that will be due him from 
the planter. 

On Sumatra, by Vice-Consul H. G. Wood: 
The industry is at present largely in the hands of Dutch planters, who have 

bee'n attracted bv the excellence of the climate and fertility of the soil and by 
the facilities afforded for acquiring land. There a.re now about forty contractors, 
who are, with few exceptions, Dutchmen and be.eked by capital from Holland, · 
though several companies were also formed with English capital, and some 
e\en with a combination of both. . 

On East Coast of Sumatra, by Consul Lederer: 
After the rough preparation of the soil the young tobacco plants, which have 

been grown in nurseries from seeds, are planted in the o'pen field. The labor­
ers employed are all Chinese coolies, and each cooly receives a field for plant• 
ing, the working of which he has to look aft~r solely. The coolies all live oti 
the estate, in light wooden sheds, in gangs of eight to ten men. Each ganK baa 
its overseer, also of Chinese origin, and from five to ten gangs are superln• 
tended by a European a.5.Sistant, or the manager himself if the estate is small. 
A middle-sized estate cultivates about 35<> to 400 fields per year, employs about 
an equal number of field coolies, besides a.bout fifty to one hundred Javanese, 
Boyans, and Malays, who are used for building sheds, sorting tobacco, etc. 

The field coolieR are pa.id by the quantity and quality they deliver to the shed. 
By qua.lit.y is understood the size and general appearance of the leaves. The 
leaf is generally ranged under four categories: First length of leaf, 15 inches.ot 
more ; secopd length of leaf, 12 to 15 inches; third length o( leaf, 9 to 12 inches: 
fourth length of lea.f, less than 9 inches. For 1,000 plants of first length the 
coolie gets paid $8 (Mexican) ; for the other inferior lengths less in proportion. 
A good cooly produces about 15,000 good plants in his field, for which he gets 
paid extra. a.t the rate of 20 to 30 cents {Mexican) per diem. 

ln order to prevent the hung-up plants from getting rotten or mildewed clur­
ing the process of drying,constantsmall smoke-fires are kept burning in theshe<L 
After a few weeks, when the plants are quite dry, they are ts.ken down and all 
the leaves cut off the stalks. The stalkt< are used as manure in the fields. The 
leaves are sorted by the coolies on fiite categories, namely, first, second, third, 
and fourth lengths, and one for broken leaf. They are tied in bundles of about 
sixty leaves each. For this work they are paid S4 (Mexican) per 1,000 bundle~ 

A good working cooly can pick and sort as much as 2,000 bundles per month, 
and tht> sorting takes a.bout three months. * • "' For the work in the curing 
shed, which is always under the direct super>ision of the mane.a-er and some 
European assistants, Chinese and Javanese coolies are employed and they ge~ 
paid by the day 20 oents (Mexican) per man. Some estates also employ for thiS 
work Javanese women, who work cheaper, although the work is not equalyl 
good as that performed by the men. The women receive 10 cents per working 
day. 

Translating Mexican dollars into the currency of the world, the Su­
matra rates for labor are, upon an average, 15.8 cents per day. .A,.!J 
similar American field labor cost.a $1.50 per day, and sorting costs $2. 75 
per day, it results that the American wap;es are, on an average, 1243 per 
cent. higher than the Chinese. The cooly works "by the piece," so 
that he mast do his best or starve; the work in both countries is hand 
work, and if any one doubts the ability of the Chinaman to do as much 
work in the same time as an American, where simple manual dexterity 
is concerned, he can satisfy himself upon that point by watching one 
of the Qbinese laundrymen here in Washington for a few minutes. 

Until 1883the duty at our port.a upon Sumatratobncco was only 35 
cents a pound; since 1883 it has been 75 cents a pound upon unstemmed. 
wrappers and 30 per cent. ad valorem upon other unstemmed tobacco. 
The average price of Sumatra imports in 1888 and 1889, judging by 
cust.om-honse valuations, is 91 cents a pound, and these rat.es represent; 
ad valorem duties of 30 per cent. and 82 per cent., respectively. In the 
face of a difference in labor cost of 1243 per cent. these duties of 30 and 
82 per cent. have been, of course, mere barriers of air against the flood. 
of Sumatra. , 

Cheap, very cbeap, Chinese labor is not the only enemy with which 
the growers of cigar leaf have had to contend. To~mented by compe­
tition with cheap labor to a degree unknown to any other American 
industry, they have been S)l.bjected. to an additional torment of home 
manufacture. This home-made torment is ex.cessive internal-revenue 
taxation upon cigar leaf and its manufaetures. To what extent th.i.S · 
torment operates can be seen by examining its operations in 1888. 

Year 1888. 
Value of home crop Qf cigar leaf ........................... ,............................. ~. 321, 2m 
Vnlue of leaf imported for hotne consumption.......... ......................... 9, 963, 
:\dd average ta.r11f of 60 per cent................................................ ......... 5, m. . 

22,262,«8 

' . 
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Internal-revenue tax on cigars and cheroote ................... v········ .. ········ Sll, 534, 179 
Internal-revenue tax on cigarettes...................................................... 931,363 
Special tax.on dealers in leaf (one-fourth of)...................................... 11,247 
Special to.x on cigar manufacturers...................................................... ll6, 398 

12,593,187 

The internal-revenue tax is 56 per cent. of the value of all the ma­
terial used. Is it any wonder that, even with every p<>ssible favorable 
condition of soil and climate: our tobacco-growing mdustry, compet­
ing with the Chinese labor under a difference of 1243 per cent., and 
with 56 per cent. of internal-revenue taxation at home, is languishing 
in the cigar-leaf districts, and that the farmers of those districts are send~ 
ing up a distres.sed and bitter cry? That is a question which conclu­
sively answers itself. 

Chapter seven of the internal-revenue laws is interesting reading 
for Amerk.an freemen. 

SYNOPSIS OF CHAPTER VII, INTEP.NAL-REVElrOE LAW. 

Section 3387 provides for an inventory of a man and his belongings, 
with a bond of $500 and upwards that he will comply with the multi­
farious provisions o( the revenue acts; it provides a tine of $5,000 and 
imprisonment for five years, and if be fails to hang up a certificate 
that he shall be fined $100. 

Section 3388 provides that if he does not hang out a certain sign he 
may be fined $500. 

-Section 3390 provides for certain minut~ returns of daily business 
with a fine of$5,000 and imprisonment for three years. 

Section 3392 provides that if he does not put his cigars in boxes of 
certain sizes he may be fined $1,000 and imprisoned two years. 

Section 3393 provides that if he does not put a certain stitmp upon 
each box he shall be fiued $50 for everv such b<fx. 

Section 3394 provides for a tax of ~3 per thousand on cigars and 50 
cents a thousand upon cigarettes. 

Section 3397 providea that if he moves cigars from one building to 
another without first boxing, stamping, and branding them he may be 
fined $1,000 and imprisoned two years; it also provides for another fine 
of$1,000'and three years of imprisonment, in the same connection. 

Section 3398 provides that cigars not bearing certain stamps shall be 
forfeited. 

·Section 3399 provides that when one person hires another to make 
cigars, then for failure to do cert..'lin things a fine of $5,000 may be 
imposed, with imprisonment for three years. 

Section 3400 provides, in addition to the other penalties, that if a 
cigar-maker fails to do all the things which the law says he shall do, 
that shall work a forfeiture of his stock, tools, machinery, buildings, 
and land. 

Section 3401 provides that if a cigar-maker represents his cigars as 
made prior to a certain date, when they were not so made, be may be 
fined $5,000 and imprisoned three years. 

Section 3404 provides that a person who buys any cigar not bearing 
a certain stamp shall be fined $50. 

Section 34.05 provides that any one who buys cigars which have not 
paid the special tax shall be fine $1CO and forfeit his purchase. 

Section 3406 provides a tine of $50 and imprisonment for six months 
for not destroying the stamps upon a box when it is emptied of cigars. 
And for him who gives or aceepts such a box: it provides a fine of $100 
and imprisonment for a year. 

No words can add any force to the bare statement of the provisions 
of this chapter. 

Since these taxes are levied upon dealers and manufacturers, "How,'' 
it may be asked, "are the farmers injured thereby?" The answer is 
this: A man can not become a dealer in leaf-tobacco except by taking 
a license and paying a tax; a man can not become a cigar. manufacturer 
without giving a bond of $500 and upwards with sureties and then do­
ing business enough to pay for the keeping of a skilled book-keeper. 
These prc;>visions have made the bll.8iness of cigar-manufa.ctuiing a mo­
nopoly protectoo by law, a monopoly which restricts the number ot 
the farmers' customers by more than one-half and a monopoly which 
enables the cigar manufacturers to force the farmers to sell the product 
of their fields at such prices as the manufacturers choose to name. 

No one understands this situation better than the manufacturers do. 
They do not desire the abolition of internal-revenue taxation upon to­
bacco. They are such singularly patriotic citizens that they are pray­
ing for the retention of the tax. This spectacle a.lone of a class of men 
praying to be taxed is proof as conclusive as Holy Writ that the system 
yields them a wicked advantage. These are the same gentlemen who 
are asking that there shall be no import stamp upon cigars brought 
from abroad, so that they may deceive the dear-public effectually and 
with impunity. It can not be that the tobacco farmers can apply to 
this House in vain against this enormity. [Applause.] 

There is no better and no more intelligent class of citizens in the 
world than those who are 'now applying for protection against Chinese 
labor and against the home-made torment of an internal-revenue tax.. 
Directly across the Connecticut River from the city of Hartford there 
is a sample group of these people. There you may find a plot of land 
some eighteen miles long and four miles wide, fair and fertile as the 
sun ever shone on, wholly devoted to this industry. Its homes are so 
near together that you never lose sight of one a.s you travel its elm-

shaded roads. The lawns are shaven by the mower and "the climb­
ing rmies blo~om by the door." The d.;lily newspaper, the scientific 
periodical, and all the other things which th~e imply are to be found 
within. 

Mr. F. A. Schroeder, the Sumatra apostle, said, in his remarks before 
the Ways and Means Committee, they have "sent their daughters to 
boarding-school and their sons to college." They have done these 
things, but they are doing them no more. With millions upon mill­
ions invested in land and in buildings and appliances specially adapted 
to this industry, with a. scientific care and culture applied to this in­
dustry such as was never before applied to any other bra.nch of agri­
culture in the history of the world, for ten years, and more, their life 
blood has been wrung from them as by the grip of a. relentless fate, only 
to be transmuted into gold for the coffers of rich merchants in Amster­
dam and for the coffers of the manufacturers at home; who so dearly 
love the blessings of internal-revenue taxation. It is in behalf of such 
constituents as these that I appeal to you, and I can not, in common 
justice, appeal in vain. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago, a.bout 
1 o'clock in the afoornoon, the chairman of the Committee on Rules 
reported to the House the following resolution : 

Ruol-ved, That to-day, after the passage of this resolution, the House consider 
Senat.e bill No. 389, for which House bill No. 8297 may be off8red as a sub11titute, 
and that the previous question be considered as ord~red to the passage, at 4 
o'clock, on the bill and all pending amentlments. 

The bill referred to in the resolution was known as the depend­
ent pension bill. It was an important measure, and a. deep inter­
est was felt and manifested in it by every n;i.ember of the House. 
'fhe bill was not satisfactory to the soldiers of the country and it in­
volved an annual appropriation of $40,000,000 or $50,000,000. It W&B 
evident that in the time proposed, not above three houm at niost, no 
fair or general discussion of the measure could be had and no op­
portunit.y offered for amending the bill. Indeed, it had been decreed 
in the Republican caucus on the night previous that this should be 
thus, and the House bad nothing left to do but witness the execution 
oi the decree of the caucus. Virtually the bill was passed the night 
before. How much opportunity for dis_cussion or power of inlluenc­
ing the measure the m~mbers of the House were suffered j;o exert may 
be gathered from a passage in this speech made by the chairman of 
the Committee on Rules [Mr. McKINLEY]. In the course of his re­
marks he said: 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what we want ill to do the public business of the country, 
Talk about" considering." When you were in control of this House yon "con· 
siderotl" and did nothink We" consider" and we do something- ~Applause on 
the Republican side.] w bat we want and what the country wants is results, not 
speeches. fRenewed applause.] 

'l'hese remarks were made with great earnestness and were greeted 
with applause on the Republican side. I call attention to this mat­
ter because, in my opinion, it marks an epoch in the history of this 
legislative body. It signalizes the final and complete triumph of the 
caucus system and puts aJ?. end to deliberate, open, and free discussion 
of public questions. '.rbis is the pith of the new plan. We are to 
"do business." We are not to have any more speeches. Discussion 
is not in harmony with the new methods of procedure; besides, agita­
tion is dangerous. It threatens the stability of established favoritism 
and is a 1roublesome menace to further class legislation. 

The people's Representatives are to be silenced. The committee 
and the caucus are to do the work. -We are already witnessing the 
development of this new scheme. The Committee on W11ys and 
Means at the beginning of the session obtained leave to sit durmg 
the sittings of the House. This I am told is customary. This is the 
most important committee of the House and is charged with the 
onerous and responsible duty of considering all matters relating to 
revenue and the bonded debt of the United States. At this sessiOn 
it has been-engaged in framing a new tariff bill, and this has brought 
before it the representatives of all the interests likely to be affected 
by this legislation. The room provided for the meeting of this com· 
mi ttee is I believe the most spacious and commodious committee-room 
nuder the control of the Houso. Notwithstanding this they have, 
from la.ck of room to " do the business of the country,'' been com­
pelled to shut up the front entrance to this wing of the Capitol and 
turn the wide and ample hall way into an additional room for their 
use, while we pass in and out through the basement story. 

Here to these committee-rooms come pilgrims from every State in 
the Union, some seeking aid for new schemes, some asking addi­
tional help for old, aud not a few protesting against both Here 
are displayed samples of wares and merchandise which ask boun­
ties and protection while the oily-tongued representative of mo­
nopoly and advocn.te of public plunder arrays figures and statistics 
to prove that unless taxes are levied for his protection his business 
must fail. I listeued, Mr. Chairman, to many of these special pleas, 
and if we believed all they said we would lie bound to conclude that 
our protected industries were the most unfortunate, helpless, and 
impoverished of all our enterprises. The Committee on Elections 
bas likewise had leave to sit during the sitting of the House, and 
the same is perhaps true of other committees.z so that the House has 
found itself frequently without a quorum, an<l the digruty and power 
of the people's branch of the American Congress is reduced to that 
of a side-show, in which the members as the mere puppets of arbi-
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tra-:.-y power are useful only fa maintaining the forms of law and are 
nllowed occasionally to perform for the amusem~t of the galleries. 
And all this bas been deemed necessary in order ''to do business." 

Mr. Chairman, where is this matter to endf We have not commit­
tee-rooms enough now. We are making provision for the removal of 

·the Hbrary in order that that portion of the Capitol may be subdivided 
into committee-rooms in which to "do business." Indeed, ifthe de­
cree of the committee and the caucus is to prevail what need have we 
of this magnificent Hall, the theater of so many intellectual combats 
and the field for patriotic thought and action in the pastT A much 

'smaller room will do for the Clerk. Let the committee and the caucus 
•report to him, and so the law shall be written. Then this space may 
be subdivided into stalls where the protectionist can display his 
wares and drive his bargain with the Government for subsides and 
taxes. If we are to ''do business," if the Republican theory is correct 
that it is tbs duty of the Government to exercise a paternal ca.re 
over the business interests of the country, taxing here and bestowing 
there; if we are to take charge of the vast and varied interests and in­
dustries of a mighty people, we certainly should make room for the 
representatives of every interest so that they may have an equal hear­
ing and that the importunities and clamor of the strong may not 
drown the more plaintive and pitiful cry of the weak. 

Mr. Chairman, if this plan is to proceed, if it is to be carried to its 
legitimn.te and logical sequence, then this Capitol, this magnificent 
and stately building, with its marble walls and massive pillars, with 
its lofty and liberty-mounted dome, this citadel and symbol of the 
majesty of an intelligent and' free people, with all its sacred associ­
ations and hallowed memories, shall become a mere market-house in 
which to ''do business." · 

In view of all this, I fully realize that nothing that will be said in 
this debate by members on either side will in the least affect the re­
sult. We know that the caucus has decreed that this bill shall pass 
and we feel that we a.re only performing a. kind of public duty and 
discharging an individual responsibility when we arise in our places 
and utter our protests against the passage of the bill. 

We have here before us now, embodied in the bill and exemplified 
in the report of the majority of the committee, accompanying ~he 
bill, as well as in the opening speech of the chairman before the 
House, an ppen, clear, and unequivocal settlng forth of the protect­
ive theory. For the first time in our ,history a political party bas 
committed itself squarely to the doctrine of taxation for the sake of 
protection. Up to this time the most zealous protectionist had only 
contended that that clause in the Constitution which gave power 
to Congress ''To lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts aud excises" 
might, under the "general welfare" clause, be exercised in such a 
manner as that, whilo affording a revenue to the Government, the 
tax should also operate as a protection to manufacturers. Now we 
are clearly told that this power is to be exercised, not fol.' the pur­
pose of obtaining revenue, but for the purpose of preventing the 
collection of revenue. 

Iu their report the committee say: 
Tho exact effect upon the revenues of the Government of the proposed bill ie 

difficult of ascertaintnent. That there will be a substantial reduct.ion, as we shall 
ahow, admits of no doubt. It is not believed that the increase of duties upon 
wools and woolen goods and upon glassware will have the effoot of increasin a the 
revenues. Th:it would, of course, follow if the importations of the last fiscaf year 
were hereafter to be maint:\ined, whlch, however, is altogether imprQba.ble. The 
result will be that importations will be decreased1 and therefore the amount of 
revenue collected from these sources will be dimimshed. 

In eve11y ca.so of increased duty e.i:cept that imposed upon tin-plate (which does 
not go into e1fect un.til July 1, 1S91) and u}lon linen fabrics the effect will be to 
reduce rather than to enlarge the revenues, because importations will fa.11 off. 

The bill, then, as is clearly admitted, is framed with a. view to re­
duce the rs venue by raising the tax. This declaration should be taken 
in connection with the one made a. little further on in this report, 
where they say: 

We have not been so much concerned about the prices of the articles we consume 
as we have been to encourage a system of home production which shall give fair 
remuneration to domestic producers and fairwages t-0America.n workmen, and by 
incrcnsed production and home competition insure fair prices to consumers. 

Taking the two together the bill iR shown to be a bill to prevent 
the collection of revenue by decreasing importations and raising the 
price to consumers. In other words, the tax which was heretofore 
paid to tl;le Government is to be added to the price of the manufact­
ured goods, anu the consumer, instead of paying the tax to the Gov­
ernment, is to pay it to the protected manufacturer. ''We have not 
been so much concerned about the prices of the articles we consume," 
say t}le committee. 

Mr. Chairman, this makes the matter plain. Heretofore the Repub­
ijcan press, and in campai~n times the Republican om.tors, have 
stoutly denied that protection raised prices to consumers. By acer­
tain kind of statistical and arithmetical jugglery they even claimed 
that protection made lower prices. But that kind of an argument 
would not do to support a bill which put sugar on the free-list and 
a tax on a,gricultural products. For.awhile it was thought possible 
to deceive the farmers with the claim that protection reduces prices, 
but their recent discontented movements have been witnessed and 
~heir murmurs and complaints have been heard. They, too, have 
discovered that you "have not been concerned about the prices of 
the articles we consume," and now the mask is thrown boldly back 
and the farmer is told that protection does raise prices and that the 

blessings of high pi-ices so long enjoyed by the manufacturer are 
going to ·be extended to him. 

And so I say we are fortunate at lea.st th&.t the issue is squarely 
put. But while I can not speak for the farmers of other sections, I 
can say to you gentlemen that so far as Indiana is concerned this sop 
which you have thrown to the farmer is lost. It will not deceive 
nor enslave him, for he has long since learned that no tariff laws 
which yon can devise will raise the price of a single product of his 
labor so long as we have a surplus of that product for exportation. 

In the opening of this debate we were a~ain told that all of our 
prosperity and development in the past was due to this protective sys­
tem. No good which has befallen us as a people has been allowed 
to escape. Every blessing which industry, patience, climate, soil, 
ingenuity, or a kind Providence has wrought out for us has been 
harnessed up to the car of protection and made to serve its votaries. 
We are told that it has enriched the farmer with a home market; that 
it has built railroads and paid the Government debt. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the protected industry does not support or 
develop the farm. It is the farmer who supports the protected in­
dustry. The farmer is the pioneer. He goes to the front and blazes 
out the way; he fights the battle with the forces of wild nature, and 
then he clears the way for settlement. When the settlement is 
made, then the shop comes, and by and by the shops grow as the re­
sult of the development and prosperity of the farmer. The shop 
does not produce the farmer, but the farmer produces the shop. The 
same thing is true a.a to the railroads. They are built for the '(>ur­
pose of conveying to market the products of the farm; until those 
products are harvested there is no necessity or demand for a railroad. 
It is to get to the seaboard and to the marts of the world that rail-
roads are built. • 

Protection never built a railroad ; protection is against railroads. 
Horace Greeley said, many years ago, that, "whenever a steam-en­
gine earries away the products of the farm to a foreign country its 
whistle is the scream of an evil genius and its smoke the black flag 
of au enemy." He was the greatest of American protectionists, and 
who will claim, in the face of such a declaration, that ,Protection 
builds railroads 'I Why, Mr. Chairman, protection does not build 
anything. The very argument made here in this Hall in its support 
is that it is a baby. It creates nothing, it eat.s, it wauts to be helped, 
it wants to be carried, it wants to climb on somebody's back. (Ap­
plause.] We have carried this infant for a hundred years, and it 
now comes in and claims that all of-our gQthered strength and accu­
mulated resources are the result of our labors and sacrifices in its 
behalf. 

We are also told that it has paid the national debt. We hear this 
frequently. It is not alway~ stated exactly the same way. We are 
sometimes told that the Republican party has paid the debt, and 
tlfen again we are told that protection has paid the debt. The state. 
ment is varied to suit the occasion. Like the other claims made 
for this cause, this statement in whichever form you put it is mislead­
ing if not entirely false. The national debt has been reduced, it is 
true, and reduced by tte collection of revenues under a. hightaxsys· 
tern, but this is not conclusive evidence that the debt has been paid. 
If the gentleman will look at the statistics of indebtedness of our 
country he will find that that debt bas only been shifted. It has 
passed from the Government to the individual, and that in this 
process a debt which was once an obligation against all the property 
and a claim upon the industry of a whole nation is now transferred 
to the homes and is a burden upon the backs of those who toil. 

I know it bas been denied here by some that the people are much 
in debt and the depressed condition of the agricultural classes has 
been made light of, and I am going to caH attention to that fact, 
for whenever a square issue can be made upon a mooted question it 
is a plea,sure to see that issue presented. My friend from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] a few daysaince took occasion to denounce very 
severely my friend from Illinois. [Mr. LA.1\TE] who sits in front of me, 
because he saw fit to call attention to the fact that the farms in bis 
district were heavily mortgaged and that the farmers were not 
prosperous. I call attention to the language of the gentleman from 
Ohio, which I read from the RECORD: 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, there may be sections in this country where 
beggary a.ud pauperitlill are predominant. There may be certain sections in the 
country from which ca.pita! ought to stay away and from whlch immigra.tfon 
ou~ht to fly. The gentleman from Illinois ma.y reJ)re~nt here a district of penury 
and squnlor. It isha.rd.ly a fair thing for the people of hie district to be thus held 
up to public acorn and contempt (laughter]; but if political ca.pit.'\l can be made 
by depreciating the situation and the character of the homes a.nd the farmers 
and the people, I suppose, in the great exigencies of politics, it must be done. 
[Lnughter.] I hope the gentlt.man from Tilinois will put into the public press a 
map of his district with a. warning to the cap,ital of the country, "This is a sec­
tion which industry o.nd capital must avoid. ' 

Mr. LA.1"'1i:. I will put in the whole State of Kansas. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I will be just as courteous to tho gentleman as he was to me; 

I will not be interrupted by him. [Laughter.] I do not represent that sort of a 
district, Mr. Chairman. I represent an igricultural community, a community of 
which to-day I lutve received for the first time the statistics o! the mortgages. 
There hns been a grent deal ea.id here about mortgages, and there seems to be 
a purpose on the pa.rt of certain Representatives to warn the country against the 
districts they represent. The red flag of pauperism is flung out by certain Rep­
resentatives here to warn the people of the country that there is penury, and 
pauperism, and beggary where these gentlemen come from. I have no such dis­
trict; yet I represent an agricultural di.strfot, a district dependent very largely 
upon agricultliral productions. 

), 
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Now, Mr. Chairman,! desire to cast no reflections upon the district 
~from which the gentleman comes and of which I have no doubt he is 
•justly proud. But my purpose in calling attention to these remarks 
tand to the district of which they speak is simply this: I presume 
t!Jiat no hlgher compliment could be paid to any district in the United 
~tates than this loyal Representative has paid to his own. I suppose 
;it to be a model districtz and for this reason I have taken it for an 
. ~xample. I have examrned the records, and I find mortgages even 
.in this prosperous locality. I have the :figures, and will give them 
1as I took them to-day from the Ohio statistics for the years 1888 and 
~1889. 

In the five counties composing this district of Athens, Meigs, Mon­
roe, Morgan, and Washington, there were executed during the year 
·ending June 80 1889, 1,663 new mortgages, securing an indebted­
~ess of $1,129,005.97, and during the same period there were released 
-11241 mortgages1 securing $902,487.:l3, leaving of that year's transac­
't1ons 442 unpaid. mortgages, securing $2"27,478.64. I did not pursue 
the inquiry further to see how long this had been going on at that 
rate, but if the people of these counties have been making mort­
. ga~es a.t the rat e of over $200,000 a year in excess of those paid 
9ff 1t would not ta.ke a good mathematician very long to determine 
_that the time will soon come when the gentleman from Ohio will not 
be so prompt to rebuke another member of this House for calling at­
tention to the real condition of his people. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I did not stop then in my investigation. I have 
great admiration for the grea.t State of Ohio, and have no doubt it 
stands in the front rank of prosperous and wealthy States. From 
the statistics of that State for 1888, compiled according to law, and 
by the State authorities, I took the figures showing the amount of 
indebtedness in the form of recorded mortga(J'es upon the real estate 
of Ohio. That amount was, in 188a, $9,626,984.95. The total valua­
tion of the real estate of Ohio wa.s $30,033,961--

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thirty millions 7 Why, my district has more 
than that. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I beg pardon. I am reading the figures 
of your district instead of the Sta.te. I thank the gentleman for the 
correction. The total amount of the unsatisfied mortgages for the 
State is $330,999,205.78. The total V3.luation of the real estate of the 
State is $1,220,262,525. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is better. 
Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. That is better; butwbatfollows is not 

so good. The per cent. of indebtedness upon the whole valuation of 
the State of Ohio is 27, while in the gentleman's district it is 32, 
showing that the mortgages upon the gentleman's diatrict are 5 
per cent. heavier than the average of the State, and that nearly one­
third of the farms and homes of thatdistrict are completely covered 
with mortgages. 

In addition to this I wish to call attention to a statement from a 
very high Republican authority as to the condition of the farmer. 
I read from a rep<>rt of the Committee on Agriculture to this House 
submitted at this session. This report says: 

Your committoo believe that no public interest, at this time, presses with such 
extreme urgency upon the attention of Congress as some measure of relief to the 
distresses of agriculture. This industry is the foundation of all our prosperity. 
All other trades rest in it, like spokes in a hub, and are bound to it with a tire of 
dependence. Hist-0ry gives no exa.mple of a country that survived its decay. This 
interest is now in alarming straits; hunted down. at bay, fighting for life. 

Up to thjs time no complete collection of the statietics of mortgage 
indebtedness baa been made by the General Government. We have 
ma(le an appropriation,. and I understand the agents a1·e now in the 
field for that purpose. I predict that when these returns co.me in 
no man who has any regard for bis reputation will ever stand upon 
this floor and say that daring the last twenty-five years the aggre­
gate indebtedness of the people of the United States has been reduced. 
You have paid the debt, indeed, but where did you get the money T 
You have compelled the farmer and the mechanic and the stru~gling, 
toiling poor to mortgage their farms and their hemes to raise the 
money to furnish to you for that purpose. 

There is nothing which I can recall that so well illustrates the 
absurdity of this pretension as the account of Wilkins Mica.wber 
celebrating with a snmptuoos dinner the payment of a pressing debt 
with money borrowed by the aid and at the expense of poor Tommy 
Traddles. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wiRh briefly to speak of some of the items 
put on the fre~list by this bill. 

The first item to which I call attention is "feathers and downs for 
beds." We have put a high tariff on wool for the protection of the 
sheep, ancl I do not see why the geese ought not to have the same 
protection. The only reason I can imagine for this discrimination 
is that the sheep generally belong to the men and the geese to the 
women, and the men have votes while the women have not. [Laugh­
ter.] There is just as mach reason for taxing foatbers and down as 
there is for wool, and more, because downy beds are a.luxury, while 
woolen clothes are a necessity. The next ite.m is hair. "human 
hair,"" raw, uncleaned," that is the description of it. Now the object 
I suppose in putting dirty human hair on the free list is to encourage 
the millinery business, to encourage the wearing of false bangs. 
[Laughter.] 

Another item which these gentlemen who have been engaged in 
reforming the tariff have given us free is .. " statuary ancl paintings 

in oil and water colors." This is an innovation. Heretofore these 
things have paid high duties. The duty collected on these for last 
year amounted to 357,921.47. 

Now, by this bill, all this revenue is to be surrendered. For whom 
and why is this done 'I It is said that it is done to encourage art and 
cultivate the taste, but this is not so, for already all such articles 
are admitted free of duty where it is shown that they are for public 
galleries, to be placed upon exhibition for the benefit of the public • 
No, Mr.Chairman, it is to enable the rich, who can always get a hear­
ing here-it is to enable them to decorate their parlors and ornament 
their homes without the payment of a tax. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. My friend will allow me to say that 
the Mills bill, so called, which went into "innocuous desuetude" a. 
few years ago, 8nt on the free-list ''human hair, raw, uncleaned, 
and not drawn; also "paintings in oil and water-colors" and "stat­
uary not otherwise provided for." 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Yes, sir; but while it did that it put 
wool and many of the necessaries of life on the free-list. It did not 
give free paintings and statuary to the rich and tax the poor man's 
coat and hat at over 110 per cent., a.<J this bill does. No one ever 
claimed that that bill was a perfect measure. It was a compromise by 
which, in order to get some relief for the people, concessions wore 
made. But yon have copied all the bad features of that bill and 
left out every good one. 

The;next item to which I inviteattentionis"opiam-nnmanufact­
ured opium." Mr. Chairman, in 1889 there was imported 472,936 
pounds of unmanufactured opium, valued at $1,068,374. It paid a 
tax of $10 a. pound, which is the existing rate, making the sum of 
$472,936, which went into the Treasury of the United States. Now 
this item is to be free, and for what'l Fortunately we a.re not left to 
blind conjecture or specalation as to the purpose of this proposed 
change. The report of the committee explains it all. I read from 
that report : 
If crude opinm be put on the free-list as is proposed, it is presumed that opium 

will be manufactured in the United. States for smoking purposes. Sections Si to 
38, inclnsive, contemplat.e such manufacture a.nd provide for an internal tax 
thereon with necessary safeguards. 

They are going to encourage the manufacture of opium in the 
United States for smoking purposes! I suppose we shall soon have 
some millions of dollars invested in factories for this purpose. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, we all know, or at leaat have heard, of the injurious 
effects of the use of opium. It is far more harmful to the system than 
any of the stimulating drinks to which our people ma.y be addicted 
and fur more fatal in its consequences. I have heard, however, that 
while under its influence the most delightfal fancies play across the 
brain and that among its other enchanting spells it works its vic­
tim into the belief that he is rich. As they are going to vote these 
taxes upon us, I suppose this is the antidote; that we are to supply 
ourselves with an opium pipe and smoke until we forget our troubles 
and are rich in our imagination. [Laughter.] 

This bill gives free salt to those engaged in the fisheries along the 
shores of our navigable waters. .Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not op­
posed to free salt, but I mention this to show the fallacy and false­
hood of the arguments made to sustain the duty on salt. Free salt 
was given to encourage a class of fishermen who lived and labored 
along our sea-board States in days gone by. But the American :fish­
erman is a thing of the past. All this :fishing is done now in large 
ships owned by wealthy men of Boston, who, for the most pa.rt, em­
ploy Canadian laborers, and this bounty of free salt is given to them. 
Now, when we ask for free salt for our dairymen and for our pack­
ing-houses and for our people, you tell ns that salt is too cheap now, 
that it costs literally nothing, and that the tariff does not make it 
cost any more, but really brings down the price. 

I ask you why do you not ta.lk that way to the Boston ship-owners, 
and why do they want free salt if it does not come cheaper 'l Andi 
say to you that on the grades we use you put the highest rate of duty, 
12 cents per hundred pounds, while the coarser article iB charged at 
a mach lower rate. No, Mr. Chairman, the Boston ship-owners are 
a privileged class, and they a.re allowed to escape the burdens of gov­
ernment because they are rich and influential. But I tell you that 
even the women who make butter out in the great Northwest are be­
ginning to understand your system of taxation, and if; will be difficult 
for yon to make them"believe that you tax thei:r salt to bring down 
the price, while you give free salt to the Boston ship·owners as a 
bounty. 

Sugar and molasses are put upon the free-list. This rf:lminds me 
very much of certain entertainments and church fairs, which I have 
attended, when the admission was· free. They were very pleasant 
occasions, but I always found that while we got in free it generally 
took 2 or $3 to get out. I think we will find it so with free sugar 
under the proposed bounty system. I believe that the tax on sugar 
ought to be reduced, and that it ought to be reduced so that sugar 
could be sold so low that there would be no temptation to adulter­
ate it. It ought to pay a small duty because it is the cheapest pos­
sible way for the people to pay their taxes. 

The tax on sugar is a revenue measure. It is estimated that we 
import about nine-tenths of the sugar we consume. On all this 
the Government gets a tax except that which comes in under reci­
procity treaties, a.mounting on the average to about $55,000,000 per 
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annum. The increased price on t~-e other tenth produ~ed at h?me 
inures to the benefit of the sugar mdustry. N'ow here ts a tax nu;ie­
tenths of which goes to the Government and one-tenth to a home rn­
dustry. This bill proposes to abolish this tax, and in its stea-d place 
the tax on those aTticles nine-tenths of which are produced at home 
aud not more than one-tenth imported, thus putti.n~ the home in­
dustries exactly in the place of the Government, glvmg to them the 
nine-tenths of the tax and reserving but one for the Treasury. Not 
only does this bill take directly from the revenues of the Govern­
ment $55,000,000 per annum and give it to the protected mannf~ct­
uror, but it adds an additio1ial burden upon the people by proposrng 
to take out of the common Treasury and pay as a bounty 2 cents 
a pound for every pound of sugar produced in the United Stat~s. 

Mr. Chairman to my mind this is one of the most unauthorized, 
unconstitutionai, and unjust provisions in the whole list of this new 
bill of "abominations." 

The report of the committee says: 
Even on the assumption that, with proper enconragement, we shall eventually 

be able to produce all, or nearly all , the sl?-gar required for the cons~mption of our 
people-an assumption which yonr comin1ttee believes t~ be sustamed b~ man.Y 
facts, notwithstanding the slow progre~ thus far made m suga:i; culture m this 
country-this encouragement can be given much more economically and effeot­
h-ely by a bonnty of 2 cents per ponnd, involving the e:q>enditure of but a little 
more than $7 000 000 per annum with the present production of sugar in tqis conn· 
try, than by' th~ imposition of a dnty ~volving the coµ~tion of. $55,975,610 in 
duties in the last fiscal year, not to mention the amount mdiroetly mvolved. 

Now if it be true, and it is; that on the a.mount of sugar ~!ready pro­
duced in this country the bounty will be $7,000,000 and if th.e other 
proposition is also true that by tbia system of bounties we will "be 
able to produce all or nearly ail the sugar required for the con•ump­
tion of oar people," then the annual payment will be 2 cents per 
ponnd upon 3,076,277,079 pounds, that being the total amount con­
sumed last year, which will be, in round.numbers, $60,0~,000!. 'V~o 
can fail to see what a. :field for temptation and corruption thu;; will 
open 't With the doors of the custom-house thrown open for the ad­
mission of foreign sugar how can it be otherwise than that foreign 
sngar will be mingled with the domestic and the bounty collected T 
Why sir, !believe thatCnba will ship her sugar across by night and 
that ~l along our Southern sea boa.rd thero will be such a stimulation 
to sugar production as will astonish the world. To carry its provis­
ions into effect the bill will require such an army of new office-hold­
ers that they will thrive and swarm over the land like the lice and 
the locusts of Egypt. . . 

This bill puts a tax of li cents per pound on all lead con tamed m 
silver and other ores. Heretofore this article ha.s been upon the 
free-list. The object of this change is not to raiRe the revenue, lle­
canse we do not need it. These ores have been brought in freely 
from Mex1co. "The free admission of :fluxing ores from Mexico," 
says the minority report, "has enabled our citizens to es~a.blish and 
maintain large smelting works at El Paso, Tex.; Argentme, Kans.; 
Newark, N. J.; Kansas City, Mo., and a great many other places." 
The object of this bill is to prevent 'the importation of these ores. 
This will destroy these industries. Thus, to encourage our lead 
minei·s one industry, we destroy our smelting furnaces, another. 
Who shall say which is the betterY But that is not all. By shutting 
out the Mexican ores we lose a large share of her trade. Already 
the Mexicans are preparing the way of retaliation. The Mexican 
Government has contracted for the erection of five smelting works 
within her own borders, and we are told that the greater part of the 
capital to be invested comes from Europe. Who will doubt that. 
the silver extracted from these ores excluded from our country by 
this bill will be diverted to the countries across the water, where 
it will "[lurchase supplies which we might have furnished: 

In this connection I wish to read a. letter from the president of the 
Farmers' Alliance of Kansas: 

KANSAS CITY, KANS., April, 25, 1890. 
DEAR Sm: The followinj? letter addressed to the editor of the Rock I.slander, 

Rock Island, Ill., dated April 20, by the Hon .. B. H. Clover, pres~dent '!f the Farm· 
ers' .Alliance of Kansaii, is respectfully submitted for you~ consideration : 

"To the editor of the Rock Ialande-r : 
" CAM11RIDGE, KANs. , April 2-0, Ia9o. 

"DEAR Sm: Your note of the 15th was duly received. Absence from home 
prevented an earlier reply. . . . 

"The putting of a tariff on the :Mexican ore would to my mmd, be a. serious 
blow t-0 our interests, both agricnltural and other indnstries . Th~ ~melting es­
tablishments now in operation would be seriously crippled in thell' JDfancy, and 
the consequent shutting out of our products from the markets of:Me:rico would 
bo a serious matter to us. 

"Railroads must pay their dividends interest, and taxes, and the cntting off of 
the transportation of these ores1 and of the other business there by created, would 
lay a much heavier burden on tno farming intere8t. 

"If we are to have free coinage of silver it must not be limited, either directly 
or indirectly, because that tends to the creation of a bullion trust. 

The meeting of the county presidents of the Farmers and Laborers' .Alliance 
of Kansas passed, unanimously, a resolution demanding the ad;1Ilittance <>f these 
ores free. Sometimes free trade is the best protection, and th1s seems to be one 
of the matters in which that rule will apply. By this the great ap;ricultural and 
industrial interests are pr~tected fro~ in Jory: and the busmess o~ the rai.lroa~g 
is also protected. And so is the smelting 'business protected-which I believe 1s 
the protection idea in general. 

I feel very sure that the conditions that will be brought about by a taxation 
of the silver-bearlng lead ores of Mexico will be disastrous to the best interests of 
agriculture in the "\Vest, wluch is the all-overshadowing interest, and also an in· 
jury to the manufacturing and laboring interests of the West. We can not slam 
the door in our neighbor's face and then expect his friendship if we do it. 

I look upon this measure of taxation as being more in the interest of the cur-

roncy contractioniets than any othe~ interest., and as the Sonth and West are 
almost UJJiversally uemaDcling free comage of silver, contraction of the supply gf 
silver bullion is in the interest of dear money. I do not think there will ever be 
gold and silver enough to make a basis broad-enough for a. circulating medium to 
rest upon snfficienttodothe business of the country unless it should be "watered" 
freely; therefore every interest. that demands ''more money" shonld be'' forninst., 
this taxation. 

Yours trnly, 
B. H. CLOVER. 

Bon. G. W. CoOPEn. 

· I do not believe I can add anything to the strength and clearness 
of the statement made in that letter. It is perfectly plain that this 
duty on lead ores will destroy our tra.de with Mexico, as the duty on 
copper ores has destroyed our trade with Chili, and that it will wipe 
out the enterprises I have named. It will increase the price of lead, 
decrease the supply of silver, and benefit nobody but the owners of 
a few lead mines. 

Mr. Chairman, from data contained in the report of the majority 
of the committee, I have compiled the following table, showing the 
rate of taxation both under existing and under the proposed law: 

Articles. 

Chemicals, oils, and paints·-······-······ .. ··············-·-
Eartha, earthenware, and p;lassware ........... ······-··•···· 
Metals and manufactures of ........ ·--·--- ............ - .... . 
Wood and manufactures of·-··--·····- .. ·-· .. -· .. --·--····-· 
Sagar, except grades made free .• - ....... ·-·--··············· 
Cotton goods ..... ··--·-····-···-··· .. ··-········ •••••••••••• 
Flax, hemp, and j ate, and goods of ..•...•••••. -- ••••• - -.... 
Wool a.nd woolen goods. - .............. - .. - •••.•••••••••••••. 
Pulp, paper, and books •••••••••••.•• ·-···-···-···- ••••••••• . 

Existing Proposed 
law. law. 

Per cent. 
36.37 
51. 09 
38.24. 
18.40 
41.88 
35.64 
83. 51 
58. 98 
19. 84, 

Per cent. 
37.30 
52.89 
89.52 
111.17 
55.37 
38. 06 
42. 26 
'i9.92 
23.57 

ti~~~:~: ~t~::::::::::: ::: ::::: ::::::::: :: :::::::::::: -~-· ::·. ~:. 48.06 
li.11 

The list contains, practically, all the article!!! which may be clll8-
sified as the necessaries of life, and shows a.n increase of over 14 per 
cent. in the rate of taxation. 

At whose instance is this taxing power set in motion! Upon 
whose demand is the tax-gatherer called in and given additional 
power to harass and distress the people with an increased rate of 
taxation t The Government does not need the money. Its coffers 
are full; its necessities are supplied. Again I ask, for whose benefit 
anrl upon whose demand do you increase taxation f I will tell you 
at whose demand and for whose benefit it is done; or rather I will 
let the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] ,tell, for in his speech 
he said: 

I want to read a letter which I will print in my remarks, with the statement 
of more than a dozen lea.ding men, representing capital to the amonnt of thirty, 
forty or fifty millions, who say that if this duty is put npon tin-plate they will at 
once ~bark in the manufacture. 

These, Mr. Chairman, a.re the men who influence legislation, upqn 
whose suggestion taxes are levied, a.nd for whose benefit wo are to 
bear additional burdens. 

Mr. Chairman, I will not attempt to further speak of this bill in 
datail. Of the theory upon which it rests I wish to say that it is o. 
radical departure from all the sound and conservative principles 
which have been held in common by the wisest statesmen on both 
sides of this controversy in the past. It is protection run mad. 
No one bas ever dared to go this far before. It destroys all hope of 
the extension of our commerce. It cancels and gives to the winds 
our protestations of friendship for and puts an end to our negotia­
tions for better trade relations with the other American countries. It 
shuts out opportunities for some, disregards and destroys the inter­
ests of others, and by taxing all heaps high the glittering pile of 
the parasite. · 
If you gentlemen suppose that you are warranted in going to this 

extreme by the result of the last election, you a.re deeeived. The 
cause of tariff reform was never so strong as it is to-day. Its leader 
and brave exponent has never capitulated; its forces have never dis­
banded; its organized and disciplined troops are in the field, an~ i~s 
banners are in the air. [A.pp1ause. l Yon hava but won the prelimi­
nary skirmish. T~e real .battle is yet t9 be fong~t. The cause of.re­
form is not al ways immediately successful. Resistance to oppression 
sometimes fails and justice is often long delayed. 

The friends of caste and class and tbe Hessian hirelings of an 
arrogant and grasping P?Wer once under.took the experimen~ of 
fastening upon the American people an unJnst system of taxation. 
It was so then that the better organized forces of the oppressors 
sometimes drove the friends of liberty and equality from the open 
field and pursued them in swamp and thicket. Yes, sir oppression 
had its hours of exultation and its days of triumph. With baccha­
nalian revels it celebrated the forging of t.hoae chains which were soon 
to l>e riveted upon those contumacious a.nd rebellions spirits. 

But, sir, how brief their hour of triumph, bow vain and futile 
their unhallowed plans and purposes, and how triumphant at last 
was freedom's cause, let history tell. At a later period the enemies 
of our commerce a.na the oppressors of our merchant marine 
achieved a temporary triumph and stalked even here among these 
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halls with fire and sword. But the temporary occupation of the 
nation's Capital gave no guaranty of an ultimate triumph. Again 
'the nation's cause and the honor of her heroic s•Jns were vindicated 
by the people's dauntless champion on the shores of the great 
Gulf at the battle of New Orleans. [Applause. l 

No, sir; yoms is a temporary triumph. \Vhichever way your eyes 
may turn yon can not fail to see the elements moving against you. 
If to the South, you fail to bear the stories of local disturba.nces 
with which you have frightened your followers into line in the past. 
But, instead, you behold a people full of hope, inspired with new 
zeal and devotion to tho cause of our common country, and patiently 
bearing within their own bosoms their loss and grief a.s a sacred 
sorrow. 

If you turn to the North, you will see her brave and victorious 
people no longer fired by the spirit of sectional hatred, but full of 
charity aml fraternal feeling. Meanwhile, up and down our high­
ways of trade and travel the implements of our internal commerce, 
running to and fro like the weaver's shuttle, have woven into one 

•warp and woof the common interest and the common destiny of both 
North and South. 

In the Ea.st the restless and enterprising spirit of her people is no 
lon~er content to look out upon the ocean ancl see the sail of every 
nation but our own. With a knowledge of the rich and inviting 
fields of commerce that await them, with an aptitude for such an 
occupation, and with facilities and surroundings which but for onr 
restnctive legislation ru:-e the best in the world for its successful 
prosecution, they are justly indignant toward that party and that 
policy which shut out their greatest opportunity. 

In the West the great farming industry, so long the victim of your 
system, taxed to the very extreme of forbearance and endurance, "in 
alarming straits, hunted down, at bay, fighting for life,'' seems at 
last to realize that protection is the siren's song that has lured them 
on to the very brink of ruin. And that head that for a quarter of a 
century has meekly bowed to bear your yoke is now erect and in its 
furrowed face thero gleams defiance mingled with despair. 

These thin~s you say yon can not see. These voices yon do not 
hear, or hearmg you are deaf to their appeals. You will pass this 
bill. Yon will lay on these additional burdens, and once upon the 
statute-book the law itself will plead our cause and contribute to its 
final triumph, for-

tleman has seen fit to indulge to-night. Nobody knows better than 
the gentleman himself that t.he record of unredeemed mortgages com­
municates nothing to the intelligent, well posted, and skillful man. 
This is manifest for the reason that a mortgage of $10,000, we will 
say., is put upon a great farm, and the custom, the habit, in all parts 
of the country is constantly to pay such mortgages off in installments, 
and yet no cancellation takes place until it is entirely paid, and very 
often not even then. 

In a long time, in which I have had something to do with these mat­
ters, I have learned that a very large proportion of this country has 
upon it uncanceled mor~ages which have long ago been paid off; and 
it is not uncommon in the experience of every man who makes exam­
ination of these records, men who make abstracts of titles, t.o find un­
redeemed m.ortgages running away back all along the line, and yet 
when he comes to ascertain the fact.s they have been paid long ago, but 
not canceled. Any man familiar with real-estate matters in the coun­
try knows that to be true. 

Now, in that Congressional district, rapidly improving under the pro­
tective tarift', dnring the very period the gentleman apeaks of, at.own 
of considerable importance, reachin~ now nearly 2, 000 inhabita.nt.s, baa 
been laid out, lots have been sold, and mortgages given for the nnpai~ 
portions of the lots in question, the payments being in part cash, and 
these enter necessarily into the number of mortga~ which appear on 
the record-books of the county of Athens in that State. Of course they 
go to swell the number considerably. 

But let me tell the gentleman that in 1888 we sold in that district 
in which I live 250,000 pounds of wool, and that the same number of 
pounds in the next year, following the defeat of the Mills bill, sold for 
$50,000 more money to the county than that number of pounillJ the 
year before. [Applause.] 

That is the sort of district I represent. 

[Mr. KINSEY withholds his remarks for revision. See Append~.] 
:M:r. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, the two great questions which are at 

present of paramount importance to the people of thi8 country are the 
financial and revenue policies of the Government, and in my opinion the 
great depression which has overtaken our agricultural interest is trace­
able directly t.o the evil effect resulting from past legislation upon these 
subjects by the R.epublican party. The Secretary of the Treasury in 

'" 

When once a shaking monarchy declines his annual report estimates the revenues of the Government for the 
Each thing grows bold and to i~s fe.11 combines. fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, at $385,000,000, and the ne~ry ." 

[Applause.] ordinary expenses (including pensions at $104,000,000, and the sink-
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, with the indulgence of the com- ing fund, $48,000,000) at $331,000,000, leaving a surplus ofonlv $44,-

mittee, I desire to occupy jnst time enough t.o refer briefly to the fig- 000,000. • ' 
nres which my friend from Indiana [Mr. COOPER], who has just taken The McKinley bill cut.s down revenues $71, 264.,4.14. Fifty-four mill.­
his seat, has placed in the RECORD in regard to my district, and which ion eight hundred and ninety-four thousand one hundred and eighty­
:Pe says he has done because on a former occasion in the course of a. de- one dollars of this sum is reaehed by putting sugar up t.o and including· 
bate on this floor, in which I had the honor to participate with the No.16 Dutch color upon the free-list and paying t.o the sugar-producers' 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE]-- of this country a bounty of 2 cents per pound each year until July 1, 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. I rise to a question of order. 1905. The official returns of the sugar product in the United States in 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 1888 was 375,856,877 pounds. A bonus of 2 cent.a a pound npon this 
Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. The point of order I make is as to whether amount-and the yearly production will not come under itr-will be 

or not there is a list of recognitions by the Chair for this evening's ses- $7,520,000. • 
sion, and, if so, that it should be followed. The dependent pension bill carries an estimated increMe of $8,000,-

Mr. GROSVENOR. But when a gentleman is recognized by the 000. Upon the 1st day of May, the Committee on Rules brought in a 
Chair, the question of recognition is already decided. special order and forced through the House the Morrill dependent and 

Mr. MARTIN, of lndiap.a. Well, if the Chair has recognized the service bill, which the Senate estimates as carrying $42,000,000 and 
gentleman from Ohio, I shall be glad to know it. I presume the gen- the House bill $39,000,000. Mr. CARLISLE, who!e knowledge and ex­
tleman is on the list. perience is entitled to great weight, stated upon this floor he believed 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from In- that the bill would carry at least $50,000,000. It is an easy matter 
diana that the time will be properly divided, and that gentlemen on to add these several sums, t.o-wit: increase in dependent pension and 
his side of the House who desire to be recognized will have an oppor- pension bill, estimatedat$8,000,000; theMorrilldependentandservice 
tunity in the order in which they appear upon the list furnished the bill, $50,000,000; cut in revenue by the McKinley bill, $71,264,414; 
Chair. bounty to sugar producers, $7,500,000, aggregating $136,500,000, from 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. That is satisfactory. which deduct the surplus of $44,000,000, and there will remain a de-
The CHAIRMAN. The gentle1pan from Ohio will proceed. ficiency of $92,500,000, without considering proposed legislation for 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I was about to say, Mr. Chairman, when inter- rivers and: harbors; direct-tax bill (which bas passed the Senate and 

rnpted by the point of order, that under the guise of answering an argu- is on the House Calendar) $17, 000, 000; fortifications, public buildings, 
mentI had made in the debate in which I had the honor to participate proposed Federal election law, and the various other schemes now in 
with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE]some time ago, my friend the Senate and Honse, their advocates themselves out in the vague as 
from Ind'ana has seen fit to become terribly misled in regard to cer- to the millions these measures carry to be wrung from the earnings of 
tain figu es which he has put before the committee to-night as repre- the already overtaxed and overburdened farmers and la.borer.;:. 
sen ting he financial condition of my Congressional district. I want Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield to a question there? 
to say the gentleman, however, in the first place, that he has made Mr. PIERCE. Make it short, as I have but little time. 
out fo me and for my district a much better condition of things than I Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Do you not know that we have to appropriate 

_-h ossibly imagined could exist. [Laughter,] $14,000,000 this session to pay for public building, provided for by 
He has shown that in the entire five counties composing my district your last Congress? 

there are recorded but a little over one million of dollars of mortgages Mr. PIERCE. Let that be as it may. By the way you arc making 
in a year, as against an assessed valuatfon of real estate of more tl!an up the list I think you will have seventy-five. 
$30,000,000, and, further, that $900,000 of these mortgages were re- . .M:r. KERR, oflowa. Not half as much as the appropriation made 
deemed inside of the year. That, I take it, is a pretty good district to necessary by acts of former Congresses. 
represent, and lam prouder ofitnowthanleverwasbefore. [Laugh- Mr. PIERCE. Then you beat us about $20,000,000. 
ter and applause.] By increased taxation as proposed in the McKinley bill, levied al-

.But let me tell the gentleman from Indiana something else that most exclusively upon the necessaries of life of the great mass of our 
perhaps has not been discovered by him. There is no system of figures I people, while the billions of the monopolistic few, the mannfaeturers, 
that is more misleading in this country than those in which the gen- the railroa<ls, national banks, national bonds, the Goulds, Carnegies, 
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Vanderbilts, etc., are to go on the even tenor of their way, given ad­
ditional pri vile~es, 38 is now being done to further rob the farmers, while 
they are troubled only by the gathering in of their ill-gotten gains. 

Mr. Chairman, most truly do we stand face to face ''with a condi­
tion, not a theory "-that condition a. depleted Treasury and an. im­
poverished people. How are these conditions to be met? What will 

1 ~he Government do to fill this gap in its revenues? To do as is proposed 
in the McKinley bill will increase the duties upon the neces.saries of 
life of the people. Mr. McKINLEY tells us: 

Your committee conclude, therefore, that the proposed bill if enacted into law 
will certainly reduce the revenue from imports at least $60,936,536, and probably 
more, and from the internal revenue $10,327,878, or in the aggregate $71,264,414. 

Upon the 1st day of July, 1862, Congress passed an income tax, which 
did not go into effect until 1863, by which all incomes in excess of $600 
and under$10,000weretaxed at the rateof3percent. andover$10,000 
5 per cent. From this tax in 1863 the Government collected the sum 
of $2, 7 41, 857 and for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1864, $20, 294, 733. 
On the 3d day of March, 1865, the act of July 1, 1862, was amended so as 
to increase the 3 per cent. tax to 5 per cent., and the tax of 5 per cent. 
on incomes over $10, 000 was changed to 10 per cent. upon the excess 
over $5,000 and under these two acts the Government collected $32,-
050,017. 

The armies of the Confederacy under General Lee had surrendered 
in April of 1865; the strife between the North and the South had ended. 
Peace was in the land. The enormous fortunes amassed during the 
war were made evident upon the 30th day of June, 1866, when the 
fiscal report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue showed that 
there had been collected for that year upon incomes $72,982,395; for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1867, $66,014,429. Upon the 2d day 
of March, 1867, the income tax was again amended, and the exemp­
tion increased from $600 to $1, 000. 

By the same amendatory act all discrimination in taxing 'incomes in 
excess of $1,000 was abolished, and the tax fixed at 5 per cent. on all 
incomes in excess of $1, 000, and by the provisions of this act all taxes 
on incomes were to expire with the year 1870. Under the changes 
made by this act for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1868, there was 
collected $41,4.55,599, and at the end of the fiscal year 1870, $34, 791,-
857. Upon July 14, 1870, the tax was by Congress extended for one 
year, and at the same time the exemption was increased to $2,000 and 
the rate reduced to 2! per cent. 

Upon the 26th day of January, 1871, the Senate passed a bill repeal­
. ing the income tax, which bill was not passed by the House until the 
3d day of March, 1871, the la.st day of the Forty-first Congress, passing 
the House without takingthe yeas and nays. Though the act was re­
pealed as above stat.ad, yet taxes due for the year 1871 and preceding 
years due and not paid were continued to be collected until 1877. 
There was collected for the year 1871 $19,162,652; for the year 1872, 
$14,436,861; for the year 1873, $5,062,312; and from 1874to1877, in­
clusive, $140,391. Under the income tax there was collected a total of 
$346,906, 738. 

But, sirs, from the national banks, the owners of national securities, 
and the monopolistic wealth of the country the edict had gone forth 
that the income tax, by which they were made to bear a part of the 
upenses of the Gi>vemment, should be repealed. Their pehests were 
obeyed, as shown by its entire repeal in 1871. Who are better pre­
pared to bear their part of the expenses of the Gi>vernment than those 
who have been the recipients of its special privileges, its bounties and 
'protection? Why should they not bear their part of the burden of tax­
ation in common with the poorest in the land? 

Up to the }'res&nt time they have been paid by the Government in 
interest alone $2,407,000,000 in gold. 

Mr. Wells, Special Commissioner of Internal Revenue. in his report 
for the year 1869, shows that for the year ending June 30, 1868, the 
income tax yielded to the Government the sum of $41, 455, 599, and 
that this sum was collected from only two hundred and fifty men out 
of a population of forty millions of people. The aggregate income of 
these two hundred and fifty persons being in excess of $800;000,000, 
'making a liberal allowance for the number in each of the families of 
these persons, together they did not number more than a million of 
persons, le.aving nearly forty millions of people who were directly in­
tere..c;ted in the retention of the income tax. 

It is a significant fact that the only ones who demanded its repeal 
were the parties who pa.id it. Public sentiment demanded its reten­
tiou, as is evidenced from the fact that the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue recommended to Congress 
that the tax should be retained. They but indorsed the recommenda­
tion of Commissioner Wells in his report for the year 1869. 

Mr. Chairman, upon the 26th day of January, 1871, the bill repeal­
ing the income tax passed the Senate by the close vote of 25 to 24, and, 
strange as it may seem, the names of Sena.tors SHERMAN, of Ohio, anJ 
MORRILL, of Vermont, are recorded in the negative. This bill went 
to the House, and on the 9th day of February a motion to take up and 
consider the Senate bill was defeated, the vote being 104 yeas, 105 nays. 
It will be observed that the vote in the Senate and in the House are 
an exact equipoise, but the power of the money kings could not be 

resisted, and the Representatives of the people in the last hours of the 
Forty-first· Congress trampled under foot the wishes and the interests 
of the great mass of their constituents, and struck down the only fair, 
just, and equitable system of taxation this country has ever had. 

The repeal of the income tax, the manner in which it was done, 
should and will prove a valuable lesson to the farmers and la.borers of 
the country. They must fully comprehend the lesson taught them by 
250 men, what organization can do, make them fuller aware of the 
battle before them, to make these favored classes bear their part of the 
expenses of the Government. Let the farmers learn that " in unity 
there is strength," and support no man who is not pledged to stand by 
and support measures in their interest, for whatever adds to their wel­
fare increases the prosperity of the whole people. 

The lot of the farmer is most unfortunate. 
Confronted on one hand by low prices for all he raises and has to 

sell, on the other by high prices for every article he has to purchase, 
his condition is certainly not an enviable one. From every part of th~ 
land comes the cry of distress and depression among the agricultural 
interests. Faced with this condition of things the query naturally 
arises, what causes these conditions? The earth in obedience to the 
labor of the farmer has yielded bounteously of her hidden wealth; yet 
the farmer sit.a a beggar in the midst of his plenty, a pauper by the 
side ofhis own garnered golden sheaves. 

What are the real causes? Is it overproduction? Is jt the compe­
tition of foreign agricultural products, filling our market.a and depress­
ing the price of our own? Or is it the tariff, which adds to the cost of 
every article used by the farmer, makes him sell in the cheapest and 
buy in the dearest market of the world? 

In 1861 the Morrill tariff was enacted, its author saying at that time: 
This is intended as a war measure-a temporary measure-and we must ns 

such give it our support. · 

And again he said: 
The present bill is not likely to suit everybody, and I regard it; as only a tem­

porary measure, flt to be introduced because of the imperious necessities of our 
present condition. 

These are the utterances of a man who was the leader of his party, 
speaking by authority; and again, upon the 9th day of May, 1870, Mr. 
MORRILL said in the Senate: 

At the same ~ime it is a ~take of th~ friends. of a sound ta.rift' to insist upon 
extreme rates llllposed durmg the war if less will raise necessary revenue . 

We find this principle abandoned in the national Republican plat­
form of 1888, when it said the tariff laws should be-

So revised as to check imports of such articles as are produced by our own 
people. - · 

And this promise the ;McKinley bill proposes to carry out. 
Mr. McKINLEY tells us in his report to the House-

·w e seek by increased duties recommended not only to maintain but to en• 
large our own manufacturingplantsandcheck those supplies from abroad which 
can be profitably produced at home. 

Thus do we see the Republican party plant itself nnequivocallr upon 
the side of the manufacturers and trusts, out of whom they "fried the 
fat" during the last Presidential campaign for the purpose of debauch­
ing the ballot-box. 

.Again, Mr. Chairman, I quote from the.Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL]: 

In making an estimate of the effect of such a war tari.tf as is now proposed 
it is important that we should bear in mind that a.s we increase the cost of any 
article we diminish the number of those who are able to consume it. 

But the Republicans of to-day do not propose to heed this truth ut­
tered by one of their party, who is now a Senator in the other end of 
this Capitol, for Mr. McKINLEY and bis Republican brethren on the 
Ways and Means Committee say in their report: 

We have not been so much concerned about the prices of thea:-ticles we con· 
sume as we have been for encouraging the system of home production. 

While the leaders of the Republican party have thus shown their 
disregard of the interests of the farmers and consumers of the country, 
they will find out· in the fall elections that the consumers are concerned 
in the price of the articles they buy. 

In 1847, Robert J. Walker, who was the Secretary of the Treasury 
under Mr. Polk, in a published letter to the people of the United 
States, said: 

Our present system of taxation is the most onerous ever imposed upon any 
people and is utterly destructive of the prosperity of our country. 

. Such, Mr. Chairman, was the deliberate judgment of one of the 
greatest Secretaries of the TreMnry this Government has ever had, and 
the majority report confesses the evils of protection when it admits that 
after nearly thirty years of protection under the Morrill tariff and its 
numerous increases the agricultural interests "are suffering from low 
prices." 

Gentlemen upon that side tell us that under the rule of protection 
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millions have been added to the wealth of the country; but the eftect 
'of this bounty system which has robbed one to give to another has been 
'to make millions of tax-ridden farmers and a few thousand millionaires, 
and these last represent the wealth and prosperity of the country. 

A report of Mr. Blaine, while Secretary of State in 1881, said thitt 
!1-e had to admit as an astounding fact that in England, in the cotton 
mdustries, laborers are paid the same as they are in the United States, 
with only a few cents difference in the per diem wages. [Applanse on 
the Democratic side.] And for the benefit of the gentleman I will 
print in my remarks the language of Mr. Blaine: • 

The distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] has told 
us that we Democrats pursue the shadow of protection, while they (the 
Republicans) enjoy the sn bstance. The gentleman never uttered words 
'more pregnant with truth. The great mass of the Democratic voters The average wages of employes in the Massachusetts mills are as follows, ac­
'are f:armers and laborers, men who earn the1"r livi'ng after ,..., ~d's man- cording to the official t-eturDB: Men, $8. 30; women, $5.62 : male children, $3.ll; 

uu female children, S3.03. According" to Consul Ahaw's report, the..a'Verage wages 
'date "in the sweat of their face." Under high t.ariffs our crops have of the men employed in the Lancashire mills the I.st of .Jartuary, 1880, were 
been good, wealth has increased at an unexampled rate. This is J. ust about. S8 per week, subject to a reduction of about 10 per cent.; women, from 

$3.40 to $4.30, subject to a reduction of 10 per cent. 
what we ex:pect.ed. His fu.rm is as productive as ever, but not to him. The hours oflabor in the Lancashire mills a.re fifty-six, in the l'tia.ssa.chusetts 
He produces the greater part of the wealth of the conntry, and the millssixtyperweek. The hours of la.borin the mills in the other New England 
manufacturers-the protected industries-get the lion's share of it. St.ates, where the wages are generally less than in Massachusetts, are usually 

sixty-six to sixty-nine per week. Undoubt-edly the inequalities in thewa~esof 
This the farmers are rea.lizing is just what the tariff is for. The EnglishandAmerica.n opera.tivesa.remorethanequa.led by the grea.terefticiency 

D.rmers labor and toil to produce the wealth of the nation, and it is· of the latter and their longer hours of labor. If this should prove to be a. fact in 
mken from them by the tariff. The manufacturer enJ· oys, as :rt!r. ])fc- practice, as it seems to be proved from ot'H.cial statistics, it would be an important 

element in the establishment of our ability to compete with Eng-land for our 
KINLEY has told us, the substance. while there remains with the farmer share of the cott~m-goods trade of the world. ln the two prime factorl!I which may 
only the shadow. The shadow of protection now sits gaunt and hollow- be said to form the basis of the cotton manufacturing industry-namely raw 
eyed in the morte:aged homes of hundreds of thousands of farmers, and material and labor-we hold the advantage over England in the first and ~tand 

~ upon an equality with her in the second. . · 
holds high carnival over the burning corn of Kansas and the depressed This refers to only one industry, it. is true, but it is a protect.ed industry and it 
and ruined agricultural interests. is one in which a f~wda.ysago the pri.ncip~,l mills at Fa~l River, Mass.," dividing 

The farmers are slow to move in political matters bat want bank- only a smalJ .po;rtion of ~heir earnings, declared. dividends of 24 per cent. 
. ' • What shall be said of the impudence of the assumption tha.t hig-h wages in this 

rnptcy,. mortgages and trusts are ·po. werful forces. Mr. McKINLEY I countrydepend upon thetariffwhen "protected labor" in theUnited States 
and his colleagne.s upon that .side, after they have passed this bill and has become but another name for pauper labor? 
increased the stream of protection upon the country, will in a few M KERR f I H t · · d · 
montbs realize how an outraged people's pat~nce has ceased to be a r. . , 0 owa. ave no . our rnvenhons, nn er pl'btection, 
virtue, and be and the Republican party will be in the condition of acer- been snperior to any other? . . . 
tain animal &op tells us of, who stole his neighbor's meat and in cross- Mrh!_lER~E. D?oes the gentleman claim that under proteation the 
in~ a stream caught at the shadow and lost the substance. suns es bnghter · - . . . 

Mr. KERR of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for another ques- ~r. EN~OE. .He mea;is to say that there is a protective tariff on 
tion? ' the mventive genms of this country. 

Mr. PIERCE. I have not a great deal of time. Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I say ~t has developed inventiv~ ~enius. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Can you mention a single article that is not . Mr. ~HIVELY. Of course; it was the statutes that origmated these 

cheaper now in this. country that is manufactured than it was before mventwns. . . 
protection was begun? Mr._ PIERC~. Just one quest1on I 'Yant to ask about, a~d that is 

Mr. PIERCE. Does the gentleman mean to say that protection the hide question [laaghter]-these hides that the Republican com-
does it? mittee seem to be in such trouble about in their bill, putting them in 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes, sir. and putting. them o~t foi.:1' different times. They co~ld not sleep 
Mr. PIERCE. Does he not know that the cause of the redaction of soundly at mght,J'or m their ears rang the bellow of the big-homed cat· 

prices in this country bas been by reason ofimproved machinery? And ~le of the,~ orth and Northwest, asking ~or protection on their '' i~ant 
to more fully answer the · gentleman I quote from a speech of Hon. mdustry [laughter and applause], while by day they were bes1eged 
W. l'IL SPRINGER: by a clamo~ous: crowd from along New England's rocky shore who 

wanted their hides free. So between the two- • 
A striking illustration of the increased productive power of human effort is 

found in the manufacture of boots and shoes. By comparing the census report 
of 1870 with that of 1880 it will be seen in reference to this important industry 
that in the year 1870 91,702 hands were employed in factories 10 the manufact­
ure of boots and shoes. They produced in this yea.r 80,627,244 pairs. This 
amounted to a product of 879 pairs to each hand employed. In 1880 there were 
lll,052 hands engaged in this industry, and the number of pairs of boots and 
shoes made aggregated for the census year 125,478,511. This shows an annual 
product for each hand of 1,129 pairs. The increased productive power of those 
engaged in the manufacture of boots and shoes in factories was 250 pairs to each 
hand, or over 28 per cent. But let us follow these facts further. The total 
amount of wages paid in 1870 for the manufacture of the 80,000,000 pairs of boots 
and shoes that year amounted to $42,504,ill. This shows that. each hand re-

. ceived 52 cents per pair for making boots and shoes in factories during that 
year. 

In 1880 the 111,052 hands employed received altogether in wages for their labor 
but $i3i001,438, or only 35 cents per pair. By comparing these figures with 1870 
we wil perceive that the Joss to the operative on each pair produced a.mounts 
to 17 cents, or a decrease of nearly 33 per cent. In other words, one ha.nd in 
1870 for making two pairs received a.bout the same pay he received in 1880 for 
making three pairs. 

A furt).\er fact is worthy of note in this connection. The average annual pay 
of each hand engaged in this braneh of industry in 11(70 was $463. 50, and for 1880 
the average pay was only $387. 21. 

Thus we !!ee that the average compensation of each operative employed in 
our boot and shoe factories for the year 1870 was Si6 per annum more than that 
paid in 1880, and the number of pairs made by each was 250 in number less in 
the former year than in the latter. In other words, operatives were paid in the 
year 1870 3463.50 for the manufacture of 879 pairs of boots and shoes, while in 
1880 they were paid at the rate of only$387.2lfor the manufadura of 1,129 pairs; 
so that while the productive power of labor increased 33 per cent. in ten years 
the compensation of the workingman in this branch of industry decreased 16 
per cent. 
Durin~ the past twenty years the pl·otection on boot.s and shoes has been 35 

per cent. ad n"lorem. Whatever advantages this protection may have been to . 
the manufacturer, it is quite certain that the workingmen in that industry re­
ceived no benefit. Protection failed in this case to protect or benefitlaborers in 
boot and· shoe factories. · 

Take another illustration. In 1870 the production of cotton l{oods or cotton 
fabrics amounted to 349,314,592 pounds, and the bands employed were 135,369. 
The product per hand was 2,580 pounds. In 1880 the ploduct.ion was 607,254,24-1 
pounds. The hands employed were 172,544. The product ~er hand was 3.519 
pounds. · 

The increa!e per hand was 939 pounds, or36 per cent. The wages paid in 1870 
amounted to $39,044,132. This was an average for each hand of $288. In 1880 the 
wages paid a.mounted to$42,040,510, or an average of only $242 to each band.' The 
wages of each hand decreased $45, or 18 per cent. in ten years, while the pro­
ductive power of each increased 36 per cent. During this period the protection 
on the principal articles of production and consumption of cotton fabrics was 
over 50 per cent. In this industry the manufacturers rµay have been benefited, 
but certainly the laborers received no benefit. Protective tariffs do not protect 
the operatwes in cotton fabrics. I might go through with the whole list of 
highly protected industries and the result. would prove the same: an increase 
of productive power and a. decrease of wages. Protection does not protect 

, labor. 

They wired in and they wired out, and left us all in doubt 
As to whether hides were going in or coming out, 

[Langhter and applause.] 
The committee has put upon the free-list sngar up to and including 

16 Dutch color. Do gentlemen underst.and and know what character 
of sugar that is? Do you know that for the la.st fiscal year, ending 
June 30, 1889, there was imported into this country, not above No. 13, 
2,275,159,339 pounds of sugar? Do yon know that there is scarcely 
any of these grades of sugar used by the people? I will venture the 
assertion that there is nowhere in your district, Mr. Chairman, half a 
dozen men who bay these grades. The sugars up to and includinO' No. 
13 are low grades-in fact No. 16 is but little better-and are not ~sed. 

It is the granulated sugars that are used; and the putting of these · 
sugars on the free-list, and putting four-tenths .of a cent on all grades 
a.bove .No. 16, is directly' in the interests of the sugar trust; the four­
tenths of 1 per cent. covers the cost of refining. The trust gem un­
der this bill, its sugar for refining free, and the people are not bene­
fited; for, as I have st.ated, they do not use the grades admitted free. 
Mr. Chairman, of sugars above No. 13 and a;bove No. 20 there was im­
ported for the fiscal yea! ending J a~e 30, 1889, only 22, 293 pounds, 
valued at $1,152. Who 18 benefited lS fully evidenced by the follow­
ing article taken from the Pittsburgh Dispatch, a leading Republican 
paper: 

It is probably true that the sngar trust succeeded in getting tdle 5 per cent ad 
valorem ~argin of protection allotted to it by the first draught of the bill changed 
to a. speci.fi() duty o~· ~our-tenths of a cent. This ispositivelytrue, and not merely 
a matter of probability. Moreover, the 5 per cent. differential duty (equivalenli 
to one-s~xthof a. cent per po~nd) wasnot.onlyto be found in the'' first draught'' 
of the bill, but was also retamed, ostensibly as the final conclusion of the com­
mittee, unt.il the night before the bill was reported to the House. The change 
was made_ at an in~eresting midnight conference in Mr. MoKTNLEY's private 
rooms. Smee that time the market value of sugar-trust certificates on the stock 
exchange has advanced about $ll a share and the purchases have been very 
large. In other words, the market value of the trust as a whole has beet\ in­
creased about $5,500,000. 

And this is a contemplated fraud and swindle upon the consumers 
and the Treasury of the Government by the Republican party. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.] . 

Mr. Chairman, wbile the Republican farmers out in Kansas the past 
winter were burning their corn and grappling with the shadowy skele­
ton of protection, here i~ Washington one of the chief beneficiaries of 
this system was giving a ''royal feast,'' and upon that night two dis-
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patches, one from WMhington, the other from Pittsburgh, were sent out 
by the Associated Press. I give them both: 

THE FEAST. THE THREAT. 
w ASHINGTON I February 25.-The din- PITTSBURGH February 25.-Thestate-

ner given to-night by l'r!r. Apdrew Car- ment in the -\V&!hingt<>n dispatches 
negie to the Pr.esidentand Cabinet and that it was likely that the Ways and 
the delegate.'! and offioers ot the Inter- Means Committee would advise a re­
national American Conference was one duction of the duty on et-eel rails from 
of the most elegant affairs of the kind 817.50 to SlO a ton has excited no little 
ever giyen in Washington. comment among the steel manufact-

Thea.rrani:ementa,which were novel urers in the Pittsburgh district. Of a.11 
and unique, were planned by him, but those whoa.re indirectly interested but 
as be has been compelled to be a.bdent two firms make steel rails: Carnegie 
from the city, he left the details to be Bros. & Co., at the Edgar Thomson 
carried out by a friend, Mr. William E. Steel Works, and the All~gheny Bes­
Curtis. The walls of the large new din- semer Steel Company, at Duquesne. 
ing room at the Arlington Hotel were The Edgar Thomson, which is one of 
literally banked with spring flowers. the largest plants of its kind in the 
The table was circular in form, 36 feet world, is just now filled with orders, 
in diameter, and covers were laid for and is turning out steel rails as fa.st as 
forty-eight gentlemen. The center of the rolls will do the work. 
the table was a mammoth four-leaved "A tariff of SlO a ton on steel rails 
clover of maiden-hair fern, over which would in nowise be sufficient t-0 vro­
was suspended a huge silver lamp, the tect the industry," said a member of 
brilliancyofwhichwassoften~dbyfes- the firm of Carnegie Brothers & Co., 
toonsofsea-weed that dropped into the thls evening, "and the whole tariff 
ml\iden-hair. The angles between the might as well be removed as to reduce 
leavesofthecloverwerefilledwithsolid it to that point. At present English 
masses of orchids, tulips, and crocuses, steel-rail manufacturers can success­
there being thousands of blossoms, fully compete with American manu­
whicb. were collected in New Orleans, facturers on the Pacific coast, in South­
Mobile, Savannah, Jacksonville, Pen- ern markets, and at other seaboard 
sacola, and other cities of the South, as points where they have the o.dvantage 
well as hi.the green-hou!!les of Philadel- of cheap ocean freights. The present 
phla, New York, Newport, and Boston. tariff, which slightly exceeds 817.50, is 

The bill of fare consisted of oysters even insufficient to protect us at these 
on t.he shell, clear turtle soup, broiled distant points. It costs us $5 to send the 
sole from England, with. cold cauli- rails to San Francisco, and about half 
flower; broiled breasts ofspring chick- that sum to transport them t-0 New Or­
ens fromLouisiana, with hot asparagusi· leans. English manufacturers send 
roRStedspringlambfromScotland; tea their producla around Cape Horn at 
ducks from Currituck Sound, North less cost. The home market in the vi­
<Jarolina, and the usual desserts. The cinity of Pitt8burgh and at nearer 
wines were Chitteau Yquem, "Twelve points is controlled entirely by locul 
Apostles" sh~rry, ChAteau Lafitte, competition. Steel rails a.re selling 
Royal Bert-on Sec, and some rare Ma- here now at S35 per ton. Should we sell 
deira. rails at the cost of production plus the 

The menu was engraved in fine script tariff they would be at least 850 per ton. 
upon heavy beveled blocks of pap'Ur "With us it is a matter of the cost of 
mache, and no French terms were used. labor. Should the tariff be reduced it 

Every particle of food was described would bring abo• a reduetion in the 

~~J>J~:rn~~~}istte ~~ci:~~:he1~ :h~et~k~ \t~ ;'u°J~:~0fr~~~~~~~ 
tials of Mr. Carnegie in two shades of to those who put the finishing touches 
g1·een, while the name of the guest - to the rail. But we do not desire to 
\Vas, by a new and peculiar process, see such a reduction. .AJJ a rule, Ameri­
blown in glass at the bottom. ca.n rail millf5 turn out better work than 

During the oinner a vocal and instru- their foreign competitoJ"!I. Our better­
mental concert was given instead of pa.id men do finer work than under­
the orchestral music. Mme. Marie paid men would or could. If the 
Decc:i, Miss Eliz&beth Johnson, Mr. tari.tfbereducedatall,itshouldnotbe 
H erndon Morsell, and the Schubert fixed at a cent less than $15 a ton. As 
Quartet gave the vocal numbers. Miss it is, we have practically no control 
Alice Rymond played a. cornet solo, Mr. over distant markets, and as far as they 
Ernst Lent n. solo on the violoncello, are concerned a reduction of the tariff 
Messrs. Elkstein and Andrewsa. duet would make but a slight change. If 
for zithers, and Mr. Xander pre- • the entire home market is to be saved 
sided at the piano. There were no for- t-0 the American manufacturers the 
mal~~eechcs. t.a.rl1fmust be increased. Let the duty 

be put· down to si:s. and it is possible 
that we might be able to get a.long." 

Let us not forget that this Mr. Carnegie has a tariff income of over 
a million dollars a year and has in the pa.st few years reduced the 
wages of his workmen more than once. Rails are selling in the United 
8tates at the same price they a.re in England, and Mr. Carnegie said he 
could lay down his rails in San Francisco at a freight charge of $5 per 
ton and at New Orleans for $2.60; and I can not understand how 
British rails can be made to pay $17.56, or $10 per ton, with ocean 
freights added, and compete with ,American rails. I can see no neces­
sity for a reduction in wages should the tariff all be taken off. 

Mr. Chairman, it is with considerable interest that I look over this 
bill of fare and note the good things that Mr. Carnegie searched the 
earth to obtain to please the palates of his guests. Just look at some 
of them: 

Broiled breasts of spring chickens from Louisiana. 
Chicken legs and wings could not be tolerated. 
Teal ducks from Currituck, lambs from Scotland, and "broiled sole" 

from England; wines, "Twelve Apostles." 
Mr. Chairman, what is "broiled sole ?1

' Is it something that flies 
in the air, swims in the sea, or walks on land? ''Broiled sole!" I 
thought it might be in some way connected with hides, as they seem 
to have settled down on the free-list so our Republican friends could 
all get one; and if you gentlemen further increase the duties upon the 
necessaries of life oft.he people they will furnish each one of you next 
fall with a "sole" lasting in its effect; and when in the next world 
you look for the ''Twelve Apostles" you will, I fear, be furnished 
with a "broiled soul. 1

' [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. Chairman, the majority of the Ways and Means Committee say 
on page 17 of their report: 

We advance the rates upon the products of the soil which either do supply 

or can be brought to supply the home consumption. Horses cattle hogs sheep 
bacon, barle~1.beans1 pease, beef, mutton, pork, buckwheat, butter,' chees~, eg~ 
hay, hops, IllllK, powtry, flax-seed, veitetables, potatoes, flax, hemp, hides, wool. 
toba{!Co, and many other products are advanced with a view to save this entire 
market to the American farmer. 

Articles. 

Baeon and ha.ms ................... . 
Beef, mutton, and pork ........ . 
Straw .................................. . 
Teasels .................................. . 
Vegetables, not otherwiso 

provided for. 
Potatoes ............................... . 
Hogs .................................... . 
Corn ..................................... . 
Corn meal ............................ . 
Oats ...................................... . 
Wheat ........................•......... 
Wheat flour ...... _. .................. . 
Milk .................................... . 

Vn.lue Pro-
Present 

duty. 
Proposed of im- Reve- posed 

duty. ports.- nue. reve-
tion. nue. 

2 c. per lb..... 5 c. per lb..... $45, 899 $5, 442 $1.3, 606 
1 c. per lb..... 2 c. per lb..... ' 12, 397 2, 155 4, 311 
Free............ S2 per ton... 28, 921 •.• ........ 8, 676 
Free............ 30 per cent.. 2, 309 •••..• .•.... 692 
10 per cent.. 25 per cent.. 437, 877 43, 737 109, 344 

15 c. bUBh.. ... 25 c. bush .... . 
20 per cent.. $1.50 ea.ch .. . 
10 c. bush:.... 25 c. bush .... . 
10 c. bush..... 20 c. bush .... . 
10 o. bosh ..... 15 c. bush .... . 
20 c. bush..... 25 c. bush .... . 
20 per cent.. 25 per cent .. 
10 per cent.. 5 c. per gal... 

321, 120 132, 507 220, 846 
4, 770 954 2, 179 
1,212 238 3158 

352 39 78 
10, 178 2, 232 3, 348 

8, 997 889 486 
5, 804 1, 160 1, 451 
5,684 568 ······•··•• 

I do not believe the farmers of America are to be caught by any such 
chaff as this. If you were to put $1 tax on every bushel of grain im­
ported and the. same per pound upon meat8 and all other agricultural 
products, it would not benefit him one cent; and the farmer has real­
ized the fact that he raises a large surplus of all these things, and that 
ihe market in which this surplus is sold controls the price right at 
his own door, and that no protective tariff that ever did or ever will 
exist will do him any good. He knows that Liverpool-a free-trade 
city-fixes the price, and he get.a free-trade prices for all he sells here 
or abroad. What the American farmer wants is a market in whieh he 
can ouy his necessaries of life M cheap as his competitors buy theirs; 
and if he can not secure this he should have the privilege of selling his 
producte and be permitted to bring hiB purchases home without being 
taxed beyond the necessities of the Government simply to put money 
in the pockets of a few favored classes. 

During the fiscal year endin~ June 30, 1889, we exported 69,692,929 
bushels of corn and imported 2,388 bushels; we exported 312,186 
bushels of corn meal and imported 396 bushels; we exported 46,414,-
129 bushels of wheat and imported l, 946 bushels; we exported 624, 226 
bushels of oats and imported 22, 324; we exported of rye 287, 252 bushe1s 
and imported 16 bushels; of flour we exported 9,374,803 barrels; ex­
ports of apples 942,406 bushels, imports none; exported dried apples 
22, 101,579 pounds, imports none; we exported of bacon and hams 400,-
224, 646 pounds, imports 272,130 pounds; we exported of lard 318,242,-
990 pounds, imported 1,073 pounds; we exported of tAllow 77,844,655 
pounds, imported 34,931 pounds. 

When the farmer looks at these figures is he such a goose as to be­
lieve a tariff· of any amount on these articles will make his own 
products bring him more money? But you Republicans say that it 
will; and so as t-0 put the manufacturen1, trusts, combines, etc., on a 
par with the farmer you will increaee the rates of duty upon every ar­
ticle he uses or bnys, and raise the duties of the followin1t necessaries 
of every farm and consumer in the land: 

On cotton-ties and barrel-hoops from 35 per cent. to 114; common 
window-glass raised to 123 and 138 per cent.; camels1 hair, which is 
made into underclothes, drawers, and shirts, taken off the free-list and 
taxed 77 per cent.; coarse woolen shawls, used by the wive! and daugh~ 
ters of the poor, tax increased to 135 per cent.; worsted goods, used 
by the families of our farmers, duty increased to 130, while the most 
costly, used by the wives and daughters of the rich, taxed only 90 per 
cent.; women's and children's cheapest cotton-warp dress-goods, tax 
raiised to 125 per cent. ; finest, taxed only 86 per cent.; cheapest under­
wear, tax increased to 112 and 138 per cent.; finest grade, 78 per cent.; 
coarsest wool hats, duty increased to 111 per cent.; finest grade only 
taxed 66 per cent.; coarse blanket.a, duty increased to 106 per cent.; 
finest pay only 72 per cent. 

These are but a part of the articles which this bill makes dearer to 
every consumer. What do the people think of this condition of things 
which has reduced all farm values lower and lower, while all manufact­
ured articles are being raised higherin price by increased ta.riff duties? 

The Pioneer Press, of St. Paul, Minn., the leading Republican paper 
in the Northwest, says: 

What to-day a.r~ the duties on grain, hen eggs, etc., which sapient statesmen 
are figuring out? Agriculture has been sacrificed to every other interest, until 
farms are abandoned in New En¥land and the Middle States and distress has 
o;ertaken the Northwest and Southwest. 

I also quote from a recent letter of J. M. Thom~on, maeter of the 
Patrons of Husbandry of the State of Illinois: 

Farmers in these organizations and out of them have been studying the ta.rift' 
question, and seven out of ten have became dissatisfied and do not regard the 
new schedule with much favor. The Ways and Means Committee seem to 
believe they can pacify the farmer by putting a tariff on wheat, corn, oats, bar­
ley, beans, and cabbage. Now, any farmer of ordlnary sense or intelligence 
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should know this isa. humbug, and will not raise the price of his products 1 cent, 1870 to 1880 the tariff averaged ove~ 47 per cent, Mark tlie difference 
nor would $5 per bushel on eorn help him a. particle. If they afe honest in try- in the prosperity of the country under a Democratic and a Republican 
fng to help us, why don't they vote us a bonus on these products as they do on tariff. 
sugars? 

Mr. Thompson butspeaks the truth. Thefarmers ba.vejustasmuch 
.right to have a bounty given them on their wheat, corn, tobacco, and 
cotton as the producers of sugar and silk. 

Since 1861 Republican high tariffs have been in force. What are 
their effects upon the material interests of the country? How bas ag­
riculture fared under its operation? Tnat side of the House tells us 
all the blessings of the Government have come from the Republican 
party and a protective tariff. - Then if evils come under this syst.em it 
must bear the responsibility. Take the great manufacturing States of 
New York1 Pennsylvania, and New Jersey, where protectfon has had 
full sway. 

Horace Greeley said years ago that when the time came that the 
farmers of the great manufacturing States had a manufacturing town 
in nearly every one of their counties, the farmer would have a home 
market at his door; that he would get good prices for his products and 
buy manufactured articles cheap. How has this prophecy turned out? 
Let us begtn with the three manufacturing States, New York, New 
Jersey, and Pennsylvania. I quote from the official annual report of 
the State assessors of New York. It reads as follows: 

There continues to be marked depreciation in the value of farm lands in 
nearly e\·ery county, and the depression among the farmers continues, while 
the prosrcct for improvement is not good. Many assert that after paying ex­
pem1es they can not realize from their farms sufficient to pay 'the mterest on 
mortgages, and consequently thousands of farms are falling into the hands> of 
mortgagees. 

The following table is taken from the census reports of 1850, 1860, 
1870, and 1880, showing the value of farms, farm animals, farm im­
plements and machinery: 

1850. 1860. 18i0. 1880. 

New York ................. $6.50, 202, 067 $936, 366, 584 81, 494, 738, 190 Sl, 216, 637, 765 

~=:~f!!~i~:::::·.::::: 135. 342, 305 202, 131, 598 286, 856, 830 212, 678, 330 
464, 098, 693 754, 166, 275 i, 194, 786, 853 1, 095, 405, 324 

These figures include the entire farm values, increm:ie in values, im­
plements, improvements, and stock of ·the farmers of these States. 
The country, I remind that side of the House, from 1850 to 1860 was 
in the control of the Democratic party,· and that the rate of duty upon 
dutiable goods imported during these years did not reach 27 per cent., 
and for the year 1857 the rate was 22. 45 per cent.; 1858, 22. 44 per cent. ; 
1859, 19.56 per cent., and in 1860, 19.67 per cent. From 1850to1860 
farm values, etc., in New Yorkincreased$286,164,517, and during the 
same year farm Tal ues, etc., increased in New Jersey $66, 789, 0001 and 
in Pennsylvania, $310,067,582; a ~ood showing for a Democratic 
tariff. We all know that since 1862 a high protective tariff has been 
in force, and from 1870 to 1880 the average duties upon dutiable goods 
imported into this country was from 47 to 47l per cent. 

By again looking to the above table we will find that farm values, 
improvements, implements, and stock in New York from 1870 to 1880 
decreased $278,400,425. During the same time farm values, etc., in 
New Jersey decreased $72,176,500; and during this period in Pennsyl­
vania they decreased $99,383,529, a loss to the farmers in ten years in 
these three States of over four hundred and fifty millions. The farm­
ers of these States i;hould not be surprised, for the iron hand of protec­
tion in the name of home market and the sacred name of labor has been 
laid upon their property and earnings, and it has been given to a few 
thousand millionaires. Now let us see what the decline in the price of 
farm products has been since 1880. 

In report No. 70 of the Department of Agriculture for the months 
of January and February, 1890, I find that horses have incre:lsed 
within the past year over 500,000 head. Their value is $3,500,000 
less than on June 30, 1889. In cattle, since the 1st day of January, 
1889, there has been an increase in number 2,470,855; their value is 
less by $49, 685, 918 than one year ago. In 1884 the value of cattle was 
$1,106,715,703; and to-day with 10,000,000 more cattle than we had 
then their present value is only $913,777,270, a decrease during six 
years in Yalue of $192,938,433. Swine have increased in number the 
past year 1,250,000 ~nd during the same time have decreased in value 
$47,888,857. 

Is it surprising that Mr. Carnegie in this robbery gets his million 
dollars a year income. How long are the people going to submit to 
these infamies? 

In 1850 the farmers of the Unit.ed States owned $3,967,343,580 of 
property. In 1860 their property had increased to $7,980,4931663, a 
net increase of 101 pe1· cent. Do not forget that this was under a 
Democratic tariff. From 1860 to 1870 their property bad increased to 
$11,124,958,747, but little over 39 per cent. In 1880 they had in­
creased to $12 104 001 707 an increase of only 9 per cent. and from 

1850. 1860. 1870. 1880 . 

Farms ....•.............. $3, 271, 575, 426 to, MS, o~. 007 S9, 26i, 803, 861 Sl0, 197, 096, 77 6 
Farm animals ....... 544, 180, 516 1, 089, 329, 919 1, 152:>, 276, 457 1,000,384,7 07 
Farm implements 1151, 087, 638 24.6, 118, 14.1 836, 878, 429 4.06,520, 005 

Total ............... s, 967, 343, 580 7. 980, 493, 063 ll, 124, 95.S, 747 12, 104, 001, 538 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] in his speech to-day 
told us when the Republican party came into power in 1861 they 
found under Democratic rule a. depleted Treasury, and would have UB 
believe that the agricultural and manufacturing interests were in a 
depressed and ruined c:>ndition. 

Mr. Chairman, we have beard this same old argnment for y~rs by 
every Republican orator in this House and out of it. I let one answer 
these hackneyed cba.rges, who, though he resta in an untimely grave, 
carried with him the confidence and respect of the whole people. Mr. 
Garfield, on this floor, on the 6th day of March, 18781 said: 

In 1860 the burdens of national taxation were light. All our revenue, includ 
ing loans, a.mounted only to 876,000,000. Our expeI?ditures were 877,000,000, and 
our whole public debt but SQi;,000,000. In the year 1860 the tonnage of our ships 
upon the seas was 5,353,868 tons, which was more by 140,000 tons than in any 
other year of our history before or since. Two-thirds of our imports were then 
carried in American bottoms, as were also more than two-thirds of our exporta 

Our exports that year reached the aggregate value of St-00,000,000, which was 
forty-three and a half milli_ons more than during any previous year. Our im 
ports were $362,000,000, decidedly more than any other year. And I make this 
statement on the authority of David A. Wells, that in 1860 we were exporting to 
foreign countries more American manufactures than in any other year of our 
history. In a table printed on page 10 of the report of the special commissioner 
of the revenue for 1869, it appears that in 1860 there came to this country 179,000 
emigrants, 58,000 more than during the preceding year. 

As nn exhibit of the activity and indUBtry of our people, forty-eight hundred 
and nineteen patents were issued at the Patent Oftlce in 1860, eleven hundred 
more fhan the average number for the three years preceding. In that year we 
built 1,846 miles of railroad, a slight increase above the preceding year. The 
people of the United States consumed 332,000 tons of sugar in 1857, and in 1860 
they consumed the enormous amount of 464,000 tons, more than in any other 
year of our previous history. The mean annual consumption of tea in the 
United States, which was 16,000,00(J pounds in the decade ending with 1850, wus 
27,000,000 pounds in the decadeendingwith1860. This certainly isl\n indication 
that the people had something to buy with. 

From 1831 to lS.51 the cotton crop of the United Sto.~ ranged from one mill 
ion t-0 two and one-third million bales per annum. In the year 1860 it had risen 
to the enormous crop of 4,675,770 bales, almost a million more bales than were 
ever grown in the United States in any previous year of our history. 

I find from the census reports that in 1850 our wheat crop was 100,000,000 
bushels, and in 1860 it was 173,000,000 bushel!!. In 1850 we raised 592,000,000 
bushels of corn; in 1860, 838,000,000 bushels, while in 1870 we raised but 76:>,000,-
000. The crop of1860 was 78,000.000 bushels more than that of 1870 and 316,000, 
000 more than that of1850. And so with several other ofthe great cereals. The 
crop of barley for 1860 was three times that of 1850. The crops of rye and buck­
wheat in 1860 exceeded those of 1870 as well as those of 1850. 

In 1850 the value of the American farms was three and one-quarter billions o 
dollars; in 1860 it was $6,M5,000,000 by the census, an increase ot' 103 pc r cent. 
while the population increased but 35 per cent. during that decade. 

'l'he -value of farming implements in 1850 was $151,000,000; in 1860 it wn~ $246, 
000,000, ari increa11e of 70 per cent.; while during the next decade it inc:·eased 
but 42 per cent. From the statistics of manufactures gh-en in the census I find 
that in 1850 957,000 hands were employed: in 1860, 1,311,000. In 1850 the capita 
invested in manufactures amounted t-0 $533,000,000; in 1860, $1,()()9,000,0,)J, an 
increase oroo per cent., while the popula.tion increased but 35 per cent. The 
product of our manufactures increased in that decade $870,000,000 . . But the gen 
tleman tells us it was a year of unusunl distress. 

He spoke of the condition of the iron intcre8t in that year. Let me tell him 
what the iron and steel associations say in their reports for 1877. I find on page 
28 that in 1860 there were broll8ht from Lake Superior to our mills in the East 
116,000 tons of ore, 51,000 tons more than in any other year of our histor~· . 

On page 4.7 of the same report I learn that the production of anthracite coal 
in Pennsylvania. in 1860 amounted to !l,807,000 tons, almost 800,0IJO tons more than 
in any previous year. 

On page 12 of the same report I find thnt the production o! bituminous coa 
and coke'for 1860 amounted to 122,000 t-0ns, which was 38,000 tons m01·e than the 
greatest product of any preceding year. And how much pig-iron did we pro 
duce in that year? I quote from page S02 or the volu~ of Speeches nnd Ad 
dresses by William D. Kelley-a speech made by him here .January 11, Hl70, in 
which he gives the pFoduct for seven or ei~ht years; and, according t-0 his 
speech, in 1860 the total product of pi2"-iron in this country was 913,0<Y.l tons 
This was 130,000 tons more than the average of the si:x preceding yea1·s, yet he 
holds that 1860 was a. year of unusual distress. 

We can find ample ground for the sufficient protection of American man ufact­
urers without distorting the history of our country. 'l'hegentleman's p.•sition 
lays him open to this dangerous reply, that if the low tarilf and insufticient 
·volume of currency of 1860 caused the alleged distress of tlmt year, how will he 
account for what he admits the great distress of 1877, with a much higher tarift' 
and three time!! the currency of 1860? 

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, the decade from 18.50 to 1860 was one of peace and 
genera.I prosperity. The aggregate volume of real ~nd personal property in 
the United States in 1850 was in round millions 87,135,000,000; in 1860 it was$1.6, 
159,000~, an increase of126 per cent., while the population increased but 35 per 
cent. :r et to suit a theory of finance we are told that 1860 was a year of great 
distress and depression of business, equaled only by the disb-ess of the present 
year. I hold that the facts I ha ye recited establish, in so far as anything can 
be est~blished by statistics, that the year 1860 was a. year not only of general 
peace, but of very general l'rosperity in the United States. 

Mr. Garfield from his grave admonishes you gentlemen on that side 
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to stick a little closer to the truth and not distort the history of our 
country. In continuing he said: 

I bold that the facts I have cited establish, in so far as anything can be estab­
lished by statistics, that the year 1860 was a year not only of general peace, but 
of very general prosperity in the United States. 

It is time you gentlemen heeded this advice. We see, as Mr. Gar­
field stated, that not only agricultural prodncts1 bntthatmannfactures 
increased to an extent not equaled by any period from then till now. 

On page 14 of the report of Mr. McKINLEY I find the following: 
The contention that wool-growing in this country has not been aided or en­

couraged by protective duties is sufficiently answered by the following state­
ment of the annual producUon and production per capita from 1840 to 1884: 

Anwunt of wool produced in the United States. 

Year. Production. Per Year. Production. Per 
capita. capita, 

Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. 
1840 ............... - •. 35,802, 114 2.5 1879 .............. -. 232, 500, 000 4.3 
185CL .................. 52,516,969 2.7 1880 ................. 240, 000, ()()() 4.6 
1860-.................. 60,264, 913 L7 1882 ................. 290, 000, 000 5.1 
1869 ........... ,. ....... 162, 000, 000 4.2 1884 ................. 308, 000, 000 5.4 
1874 .................... 181, 000, 000 4.2 

The gentleman means to tell us that protective duties on wool have 
stimulated the growth of sheep and increased the price of wool. The 
tariff of 1867 divided wool into three classes. Two classes were taxed 
10 and 11 cents a pound, according to value, and the third cla&':I 3 and 
6 cents. In 1883 the special duties in the first two clasl5eS were changed 
to 1 O and 12 cent.s and in the third to 2! and 5 cents. In order to show 
the condition of the sheep industry from 1850 to 1880, I give the fol­
lowing table taken from the differe,;it census reports: 

Condition of the sheep indU!Jlry from 1850 w 1880. 

1880. 1870. 1850. 

-· 1 
28,4n, 951 22, 471, ::!,. 21, 723,220 United States.............................. 5,192,074 

====:l=========I ========~:========= 
Ohio ........................................... . 
1\fichigan ................................... . 
Pennsylvania ........................... .. 
New York:. ................................. . 
Indiana ................................... .. 
Illinois ..................... ................ .. 
'Visconsin .................................. . 
!own. .......................................... . 
Kentucky ................................. .. 
Missouri .................................... . 

California .................................. .. 
Colorado .................................. .. 
l\Iontana ................................ w .. 

Nebraska ............................. ...... . 
Nevada ...................................... . 
Ne\v l\iexico .......... .................... . 
Oregon ...................................... . 
Texas ........................................ .. 
Wyon1ing ............................. , ... .. 

4.900,4M 
2,189,389 
1, n6,o98 
1, 715,180 
1,100,511 
1,037,073 
1,336,807 

455,359 
1,000,269 
1,411,298 

16, 9'1..4, 970 

4, 152,349 
746, 443 
184,277 
199 453 
133:695 

2,088,831 
1,083,162 
2, 4ll, 633 

140,225 

11,140,068 

4,928,635 
1, 985, 906 
1, 794,301 
2,181;578 
1,612,680 
1,568,286 
1,069,282 

8.55,493 
936, 765 

1,352,001 

18,284, 927 

2, 768, 187 
120,928 

2,024 
22, 725 
U,018 

619,438 
318, 123 
714,351 

6,409 

4,583, 203 1 

3,546, 767 3,942,929 
1,Z71, 743 746, 43.5 
1,G31,540 1,822,357 
2,617,855 3,453,241 

991, 175 1,122,493 
769, 135 894,043 
322, 954 124,896 
259,041 149, 960 
938, 990 1, 102,091 
937,445 762,511 

13,286,643 14,120,956 

1,088,002 17,574 .................. ................... 
.. ... "'ii,"355' .................. .................. 

376 ...... m:zn:· 830, 116 
86,052 15,882 

753,363 100,530 .................. ·················· 
2, 760,264 510,757 

The wool tariff, in whiol\. these Ohio and Pennsylvania wool-growers take 
such delight, is that of 1867, so that for more tb&n half the decade between 1860 
and 1870 these States managed to get along without it; yet the number of sheep 
increased in the latter State 160,000 and in the former nearly 1,400,000 during that 
period, while the increase in the first group of States \Vas nearly 5,000,000, five.­
sixths of the increase in the whole country, which wa.s a. little over 6.000,000. In 
the decade between 1870 and 1880, during all of which time the tariff ofl867was 
in force, the number of sheep in this group of States fell oft over 1,350,000, in 
Pennsylvania. over 17,000, and in Ohio over 26,000, though the increase through­
out the country was over 6,700,000. 

A glance at the second group shows where this increase came from, these 
States and Territories containing nearly 6,IS00,000 more sheep in 1880 than in 
1870. With all the hf;)lp, therefore, that the lariff of 1867 could possibly have 
been to Ohio, Pennsylvania, and the first group of States generally, the num­
ber of sheep actually decreased from 1870 to 1880 under its beneficent and foster­
ing influences. 

In spite of such a tariff natural laws still had their sway, a.nd the raising of 
sheep and the growing of wool declined in ~he olderStiites, ~here land is dear, 
11>nd enormously increased in the newer"Sta.tes and Territories, where land is 
cheap. 

It is a ~ignificant fact that Mr. McKINLEY let the prices of wool 
alone. The following article, taken from an editorial in that bi_tter Re­
publican paper, the Chicago Tribune, fully shows us wha.t is best for 
the wool-grower: 

PRICES OF WOOL UNDER VARIOUS TARIFFS. 

[Chicago Tribune.]. 

The attention of Senator SHERMAN, Columbus Delano, and other advocates 

-- .( -

'I 

of the high tariff on raw wool is directed to this table of average prices of that 
commodity in Boston during the last sixty years: 

Cents. Cents. 
1824 ................................................... 70 lS.56 .................................................. 60 

· 1825 ................................................... 60 1857 .................................................. 60 
1826 .................................................. 52 1858 ................................................... 515 
1827 . .................................................. 44 1859 ................................................... 60 
1828 ................................................... 48 1860 ................................................... 60 
1829 .................................................. 55 1861 ................................................... 47 
1830 ................................................... 70 1862 ................................................... 57 
1831. .................................................. 75 1863 ................................................... 70 
1832 ................................................... 65 1864 ................................................... 75 
1833 ................................................... 65 1865 ................................................... 95 
1834 ................................................... 70 1866 ................................................... 60 
1835 ................................................... 65 1867 ................................................... 61 
1836 ....... ............................................ 70 1868 .................................................. 43 
1837 . ..................... ............................. 70 1869 ................................................... 40 
1838 ................................................. . 55 1870 ................................................... 37 
1839 ................................................. 60 1871. .............................. .................... 46 
1840 ................................................... 50 1872 ................................................. :. 50 
181L .................................................. 52 1873 ................................................... 41 
1842 ................................................... 48 1874. .................................................. 40 
1843 ................................................... 36 1875 ................................................... 39 -
1844 .................................................. 50 1876 ................................................... 35 
1845 .................................................... 45 18i7 ................................................... 33 
1846 ................................................... 40 1878 ................................................. 31 
1847 ................................. " ............... 47 1879 ................................................. ~ 30 
184.8 ................................................... 45 1880 ................... ................................ 30 
1849 .................................................. 42 1881. ............. : ................................... 29 
!850 .................................................. 47 1882 ................................................... 25 
18.51. ................... ............................... 50 1883 ................................................... 2;) 
1852 .................................................... 50 1884 .................................................. 26 
1853 ................................................... 60 1885 ................................................... 27 
1854 ................................................... 57 1886 .................................................. 32 
l.855 .................................................... 52 1887 .................................................. 32 

This shows the price of wool un~er all the tariff systems we have had in this 
country and explodes the fallacy of" protection." The highest and best prices 
ever obtained for wool were previous to the tariff of 1867. 'Vi th that tariff came 
a decline which ran down to 25 cents in 1882 and 1883, when a portion of the 
tariff was removed, since when prices have improved. 

This knocks into smithereens the argument of SHERMAN nnd Delano that the 
reduction of the tariff on wool in 1883 prostrated the sheep-raising industry. 
That argument is dishonest. untrue, and destitute of a.shred of support in any 
one of the facts or figures in the case. · 

l\fr. Chairman, I am forcibly reminded of an old adage-and I do not 
mean anything personal-" When thieves fall out honest men get their 
dues." 

The farmers of America have the remedy in their :own bands. They 
can but know how under Democratic rule, under Democratic principles, 
they prospered, were happy and contented, and that from 1850 to 1860 
was in truth the "golden era." in their history. On the other hand, 
from 1860 to 1890, under Republican principles, they have seen their 
farm values and farm products blight and wither as if touched by 
Ithariel's spear. 

The farmers must have representatives on this floor who are alive to 
their interests; and I say to them, speaking as the Representative of 
an agricnltural people whose every interest is inseparably interwoven 
with their own, "Here your remedy lies." Congress made the laws 
that have caused the depressed conditions which are ruining them to­
day. Congress alone can remove them. Let them send Representa­
tives to Congress who will be true to that grand principle of Democracy 
which says: 

Equal a.nd exact justice to all, exclusive priTileges to none. 

THE TA.RIFFS AND THE- TRUSTS. 

[From Justice, Philadelphia..] 
1. 'I'he steel-rail trust, buttressed by a ta.riff tax of $17 per ton. 
2. The nail trust, by a tariff tax of $1.25 per 100 pounds . 
3. The iron-nut and washer trust, by a. tax of$2 per lOOpounds. 
4. The barbed-fence wire trust, by a tax of 60 cents per 100 pounds. 
5. The copoer trust, by a tax of S2.50 per 100 pounds. 
6. The lead trust, by a tax of $1.50 per 100 pounds. 
7. The slate pencil trust, by a tax of 30 per cent. 
8. The nickel trust, b~a tax of $15 per 100 pounds. 
9. The zinc trust, by a tax of 82.50 per 100 pounds. 

10. Tho sugar trust, by a tax of $2 per 100 pounds. 
11. The oilcloth trust, by a tax of 40 per cent. 
12. The jute-bag trust, by a tax of 40 per cent . • 
13. The cordage trust, by a tax of 30 per cent. 
14. The papel'-envelope trust, by a t$x of 25 per cent. 
15. The gutta-percha trust, by a tax of 35 per cent.~ 
16. The castor-oil trust, by a tax of 80 cents per gallon. 
17. The linseed-oil trust, by a tax of 25 cents per gallon. 
18. The cotton-seed-oil trast, by a tax of 25 cents per gallon. 
19. The borax trust, by a tax of $6 per 100 pounds. 
20. The ultramarine trust, by a tax of SS per 100 pounds. 

l\fr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, up to within the last few days it had 
not been my intention to take any part in this debate. I had intended 
to discuss in some measure the question of trusts and their relations to 
the present system of tariff taxation when the anti-trust bill should be 
presented for consideration, but that bill when presented was driven 
through the House with such indecent haste that I could only take a 
shot at it on the wing: 

I was graciously accorded three minutes' time in which to express 
my views on the subject. Unlike the French statesman who wanted to 
have explained to him, so he could understand it, the English system 
of finance in one hour, I felt that I could not do the subject justice 
in three minutes, with the Speaker's gavel suspended in mid air to 
chop off my remarks to the second. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I believe you thought it was necessary_ to 
change the Constitution in order to get at it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir. I will come to that presently if the gentle-
man will be patient. -
·r did submit a few hasty observations upon that bill as it rushed by 

me like a lightning-express train that had been delayed. I will incor­
porate those few observations, as they were withheld for revision. I 
'did not ca.re to extend them, but I will put them in nunc pro tune 
Ja kind of proceeding which the gentleman from Iowa [:!\Ir. KERR] 
.will understand), on the principle that the subject of trusts and the 
i.J,rl.eresta of trusts will be vastly more affected by this bill than they 
·will be by the anti-trust bill which we passed the other day. · 

On that occasion I said: 

I think, Mr. Speaker, it has been clearly demonstrated in ibis discussion that 
nobody has any confidence that this bill will accomplish anything in the way 
of substa.ntla.l relief for the people whom it professes to relieve. It comes to us 
from the Senate. In the first place, it is a ma-r k of suspicion upon it that it passed 
'the Senate almost. unanimously. That is evidence enough to the mind of any 
man who bil..s watched the progress of legislation in this country to stamp it as 
.a measure that is not intended to accomplish anything for the relief of the peo­
ple. 

I have no doubt that it goes as far as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBER­
SON] says-as far a.s Congress has the power under the Constitution to go-ex­
cept in one particular; that is, it does not abolish the duties on articles im­
ported into this country which are t-he subjects of trust.a. I would be glad if 
such a provision were incorporated in the bill Without that I believe it will 
accomplish little or no good and afford no substantial relief to the people who 
are so Justly making com.plaint of the burdens under which they labor. 

I w.:i.ut to say to gentlemen here who are undertaking to satisfy publicsen­
timenton this question on both sides of this Chamber that they may belabor 
the" trusts 11 with stutfed clubs, but there is a new schoolmaster &broad in the 
l&nd who is educating public sentiment on these questions. The name of that 
schoolmaster is necessity; his assistants are want, debt, hunger, cold, idleness; 
and the lessons that he is teaching are of such a. character that if you do not af­
ford some substantial relief the day is not far distant when others will come 

.here and take your places who will -undertake to shape legisla.tion so as to af­
ford the relief which the country demands. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
I.favor a constitutional amendment as the only effectual remedy for the sup­
pression of trusts. Still I will vote for this bill, which, if it aeeomplishes no 
other good, will at least put Congress on record a.sdcclaring that truStsare evils 
which should be destroyed. 

As the gentleman from Iowa has suggest.eel, I submitted an amend­
ment to the Constitution of the United States to empower Congress to 
legislate concurrently with the States for the suppression of trusb:I and 
t.o prohibit gambling contracts in agricultural products. Earlier in 
the session I submitted some observations on that amendment, and it 
would not be relevant here to discuss the latter feature of the amend­
ment, but I will address myself to that feature which seems to be perti­
nent to this occasion. 

Mr. Chairman, we have reached anew era in the history of our develop­
men t as a people. Our new code of rules under which we profes.s to 
proceed, the written code which takes the place of general ''parliament­
ary Ja.w" and substitutes the alleged will of the Committee on Hules 
for the will of the Speaker, is the legitimate outgrowth of the new order 
of things. Things have been done, and are being done, and are to be 
done in Congress which will not stand the light of investigation and 
discussion, and the representatives of the minority on this floor find 
themselves time after time forced to act on the most important ques-
tions without the right of amendment or debate. · 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that the new methods and the new doctrines in 
regard to leglslative procedure are the outgrowth of false and vicious 
t.eaebings and policies systematically inculcated for a ~reat many years. 
The natural law of development, quickened by the inventive genius of 
the American people and stimulated by class legislation, has wrought 
this new order of things. 

There was a time in our not remote history when each State char­
tered its own banks and had ib:I own local currency; when commerce 
waited on star-route mails for intelligence and ox teams for transpor­
tation; wlren the individual, the firm, and the feeble corporatiol}s were 
competitors in manufacturing and mercantile pursuib:I; when the State 
stood out as a clearly defined SOVE}reignty clothed with ample powers 
to protect ib:I citizens against combinations t-0 regulate prices and to 
control the supply of necessary articles of merchandise. But we have 
passed that point years ago. The States created corporations which 
issued stocks and bonds and built railroads, and when they placed the 
iron horse on the track he "scorned the puny hand of the State." 

The genius of steam has annihilated distance and riveted the States 
together with rails of steel. State railway systems have developedinto 
interstate and transcontinental systems, destroying competition. The 
arms of the State, stretched out to control the children it had created 
without souls, fell powerless at the State line, and Congress was called 

. on to exercise a power vested in it by the Constitution when the mod­
em agencies of transportation-railroads, steam, and electricity-were 
''as baseless as the fabric of a vision.'' 

The Constitution was amended by the sword. State banka of issue 
went down with slavery. Congress has made Wall street the financial 
heart of the Republic and vested it with full and complete power over 
the health of every other member of the body politic. This financial 

. evolution wrought by legislation has minimized tho man and maxim­
ized the dollar. 

·.· 

In business the individual has been virtually swallowed up by the 
partnership and the partnership has been dwarfed by the corporation 
and the corporation has been swallowed up by the trust. This is re­
garded by capita.I as the perfection of commercial evolution. • The apol· 
ogists and advocates of the trust say that it is an advantage to the 
smaller capitalist to be absorbed by the trust because the trust can do 
business for the public cheaper than he can, and can pay him more in 
salary than he could make in doing business on his own account. 

It might be supposed from this argument that the trust is an elee­
mosynary institution organized for the sole purpose of protecting small 
capitalists against their own indiscretions and the public against high 
prices that might result from competition among individuals or rival 
firms. 

If the practice of the trusts had been to use the humane methods of 
persuasion and legitimate competition only to bring about absorption 
this argument would appear more plausible, but the meager informa­
tion about them which we :Bave been able to extract with the cork· 
screw of investigation shows that they imitate the anaconda and crush 
their victims before they s;wallowthem. It is the argument o.fJthe big 
fish to the army of little ones that they should willingly be swallowed 
to make one big fish, because it would redound to the honor and the 
power and the glory of the fish family. 

It is the argument of the monarchist to freemen that they should 
give up the ballot and surrender their right to a voice in the govern­
ment of the country and be ruled over by a king because a republic is 
too expensive, its machinery too complicated, and the power and splen­
dor of a. monarchy is so much more glorious than the simplicity of a 
republic. 

The trusts say to the people, "Trust not to the rivalry of a multi· 
tude of competitors for fair prices, but place your confidence in the gen· 
erosity of the trusts, which are guided by the wisdom of self-interest 
and will not impose greater burdens on labor than it can reasonably 
bear. Labor is our source of wealth, and the enlightened policy of 
selfishness will prevent us from robbing it of its productive power. 

"Labor is the goos~ that lays our golden eggs, and while we will 
pluck it of its surplOB feathers we will spare the goose to lay more eggs 
and to grow more feathers. We do not destroy competition, but only 
elevate the plane of competition. For the competition of individuals 
with small capital Wt} substitute the competition o~ great syndicates 
and trusts controlling many millions of dollars.'' 

Mr. Chairman, there is a certain degree of plausibility in the argument, 
but the history of the trusts belies the argument. While great combi­
nationsofcapital, byspecializingthedifferentb.ranchesofmanufacturing 
industry, are undoubtedly able to produce complete products cheaper 
than they could be produced in any otl:rer manner, it is a notorious fact 
that the increased profits resulting from such combinations go to swell 
the immense fortunes created by the operation of class legislation, and 
not to the enrichment and elevation of labor. 

The labor immediately employed in the creation of this wealth is 
not enriched, and the labor engaged in other pursuits which consumes 
is impoverished. Combination is more profit.able than competition, 
and instead of fighting over the profits of business the rule of the trusts 
is to combine and divide the spoils of labor. 

One of the distinctive characteristics of this movement of capital is 
the power with which every trust is veste4 for the purposes of unlim­
ited expansion and absorption. Every stage of financial evolution in 
the direction of trusts is marked by the wreck o:tthe fortunes of indi· 
viduals and firms and corporations which have attempted to with­
stand the centralizing power. Having overridden the power of the 
States and sheltered itself behind the legal forms of trust.s, capital has 
laid its hand on the sources of supply, and through its able advocates 
proclaims the trust a benefactor to the people because prices of manu­
factured products_have been lowered. 

The devil might with equal propriety claim the credit for the spread 
ofchristian~ty or the low price of the Bible. The genius of invention, 
which has greatly increased the productive power of labor, and the con­
stant increase in the purchasing power of the dollar, the result of the 
financial. policy of the Government, may justly be credited with the de­
cline in prices to the point where the trust by artificial means has be· 
come an active agency in promoting higher prices. 

The Standard Oil trqst, the pro-totype of the whole blood-sucking 
brood, is constantly pointed to for proof that the trust has lowered 
prices and that the advantages of monopoly have all accrued to the 
people. The price of refined oil was advanced after the organization 
of the trust in 1882, and an examination of the statistics will show that 
whenever the price has been below what it was then there has been a 
corresponding decrease in the price of crude oil. The price is higher 
now than it was then, and as an answer to the claim that the econo­
mies effected and the advantages derived from monopoly inured to the 
benefit of the :public, let us see, Mr. Chairman, what this public bene­
factor charged the citizen for regulating the cost of his coal-oil 
lamp. 

The capital stock of the Standard Oil trust was $70,000,000 when it 
was first organized in 1882. More than one-fifth has been added to the 
capital stock in stock dividends, and the shares which were a.t par then 
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are now worth nearly two for one. It first paid regular ca.sh dividends 
of 7! per cent. per annum, but for the last few years it has paid 10 per 
cent. per annum. According to these figures, the value of every dollar 
of stock represented in the organization of the trust has been .nearly or 
quite doubled, and if it is not an exception, the original stock repre­
sents two or three times the actual investment. 

No wonder, Mr. Chairman, it can afford to pay it8 president $30, 000 a 
year and each of its eight trustees $25,000ayearsalary. It has multi­
plied its capital in twenty years almost one hundred fold, largely the 
resulto of its pillage from its ruined rivals and from the unprotected 
consumers of coal oi-1. I will not go into the history of its remorseless 
march to the head of the list of monopolies in this country. Its path­
way is marked by the wrecks of scores of enterprising and honest com­
peting :firms. 

Not content with the monopoly of the supply of this great natural 
product, it laid its greedy hands on the cotton-oil industry of the South, 
and every farmer in the South is t;o-day paying tribute to this monopoly 
in the arbitrary price fixed upon cotton-seed. The sugar trust is the 
only one of these combinations which can fairly claim to be a public 
benefactor in any sense. It must rest its claim to beneficence, not in 
reduced prices to the consumer, but in the fact that it has been an effi­
cient agent in enlightening the average mind through the medium of 
the pocket. 

It commenced with a capital stock of $50,000,00, says an article in 
Export and Finance, representing an actual investment of$16,000,000, 
and in the first eighteen months it accumulated $25,000,000 for the 
stockholders, a sum equal to more than one and one-half times its orig­
inal capital. This public benefactor still owns its original capital and 
is still distributing the blessings of "intensified competition" and 
"minimized profits" to a suffering public at the same old stand and 
at the same relative cost. 

The m~iority of the Committee on Ways and Means could not do 
much to show their apirreciation of the coal-oil and cotton-seed-oil trusts 
as public benefactors, but they have framed their tariffbill so as to ad­
mit raw sugar free for the benefit of the sugar trust, which is a refiner 
of sugar, and it provides also for a tax of four-tenths ofa cent a pound 
as a bonus to this monopoly. 

I might refer to the jute-bagging trust as another kindred blessing 
which monopoly has vouchsafed to the cotton-planters of the South as 
a missionary to educate public sentiment on this question. The barbed­
wire and cordage trusts are special missionaries in the West. These 
are the vanguard of an army of vampires, gorged with the life-blood of 
labor and thirsting for more. 

The farmers and laboreni who pay taxes to support the Government 
are crying out against this robbery and demanding relief, and it is in 
response to this demand that we passed the anti-trust bill the other 
day, a. measure which commanded everybody's support and nobody's 
confidence. · The charge made by Mr. Cleveland against these combina­
tions in his message to Congress in 1887 bas been almost unanimously 
sustained by both branches of a Republican Congress. 

1\fr. SHERMAN, who virtually aenied their existence at the time on 
the floor of the Senate, introduced a bill for their suppression, which 
was bloody in the index and emasculated in the body. Mr. Blaine 
stands solitary and alone in his party inhis bold declaration that trusts 
are "private affairs," with which tbe public has no concern, and his 
late worshipers were falling over each other in their eager haste to 
fire a blank cartridge at this tardily discovered enemy of the people. 
The evil is acknowledged and the wrong is recognized by Congress, 
but tbe remedy offered will be about as effective, I imagine, as paper 
pellets from a popgun would be nga.inst an armored battle-ship. 

The logic oftbe trust is first centralization and then a choice between 
despotism and communism. If the trust is right in principle then the 
Government should own and operate the railroads, the. telegraph and 
telephone lines, conduct the mercantile and manufacturing business, 
monopolize the banking business, appoint the hours of labor and fix 
the wages of every person in the land; in short, if the destruction of 
competition is a blessing and monopoly is the true law of industrial 
life, it follows that the complete centralization of all power in one 
agency, to be exercised for the common good of all, is the true end of 
government. 

This is a logical ded~ction, from which there is no escape. 
The trust is the logical sequence of a quarter of a. century of unjust 

legislation all tending to educate and force public sentiment in the 
direction of the centralization of wealth and the centralization of the 
powers of Government in -Wall street. The public mind has gradually 
acquiesced in the encroachments of the Federal power until the Con­
stitution has become a rope of sand in the bands of the majority iir 
Congress, which is only in the way when an effort is made to undo 
some of the evils already fastened upon the people. On the other hand 
the laboring p€.Ople are aroused, and in their zeal and excitement it 
should not be astonishing if demands are made on Congress which if 
grantea would hasten the process of centralization and aggravate the 
evils complained of instead of curing them. 

The people of the Northwest who have found it necessary to use their 
corn as fuel during the past winter, while the men were idle and starv-

ing in the coal-mining re¢ons, have at last awakened to the fact that 
they have been blinded by appeals to their war prej ndices in order that 
they might be robbed by legislation. Their representatives here have 
passed a service-pension bill through this House to add another $50,-
000,000annuallytothe $115,000,000 annually required by existing law 
to pay pensions. 

The promise of a Emventy-seven-million-dollar bribe in the Blair bill, 
which was so long held out to the negroes in the South, was buried 
with the other broken promises of the Republican party as soon as it 
gained the power to redeem them, and the money which was promised 
to the colored man is to be given to comfort and reconcile his white 
Republican corn-burning brother to the perpetuation of the system 
which robs Peter to pay Paul. How far this system of oppression can 
be supported by the distribution of the revenues of the Government in 
bribes to meet party exigencies remains to be seen. · 

Above the clamor of the mortgage-ridden corn-burners of the West 
and Northwest and the discontented strikers all over the country can 
be heard the voice of the false prophet in the Department of Agriculture 
as he offers up his sacrifices to the idol of protection in behalf of the op­
pres.sed agricultural industry of the country, calling on his sleeping 
deity to send down the consuming fire on his sacrifice as proof to the 

·people that protection is a deity who hears and answers the petitions 
of his prophets and apostles. 

Every argument is used to direct the rising tide of public opinion in 
any channel but the true one. Any remedy is more acceptable to the 
friends ofmonoply than the true remedy ofnndoing the wrongs which 
have been done. Every power of false logic and sophistry is used to' 
educate the public mind into the belief that relief must be sought, not 
by undoing the wrongs which legislation bas fastened upon the people 
in unjust tax laws and in class legislation, but that those who ha."'e 
suffered must seize the powers of the Government and retaliate by en­
ac'ting class legislation for their own benefit. Unequal taxation and 
unequal distribution are among the leading causes which operate to 
oppress the labor of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, these causes can not be removed by appeals to Congress 
to enact other laws for particular classes which would only inte!lSify 
the evils complained of and hasten the processes of centralizing the Gov· 
ernment . • 

J.,et us crush out the trusts and stop the infamous syl!tem of p:ambling 
in agricultural products even if we have to amend the Constitution to 
do it. We must have the free coinage of silver. We must destroy the 
pcwer of a banking monopoly to contract or expand the currency at 
will. 
If the Government needs a paper currency, as it certainly does need 

it, the legal-tender note is as good as the national-bank note. Both 
are based on the credit of the Government, and the volume of the 
currency, which regulates prices in a great degree, should be regu­
lated by the Government, and not byamonopoly which nsesita power 
for its own aggrandizement at the expense of every industry in the 
country. 

But: Mr. Chairman, there can not be a plan devised that will be 
more than temporary' in its effect which does not reduce taxation and 
restrict expenditures, and I am firmly of the opinion that V9e are rap­
idly approaching the time wl1en we will be compelled to resort to an 
income tax to prevent the utter destr~ction of the prosperity of the 
masses of the people. The expenditures are so lavish that the present 
system of tariff and internal taxation will soon cease to afford sufficient 
revenues to meet the demand. 

Labor is now struggling .under a load which it will not much longer 
1Jear. More money will give temporary relief, and extravagant expend­
itures in appropriations in certain sections will afford relief to the 
favored sections, but so long as labor pays the taxes no just system of 
distribution will return to any tax-payer as much money as he pays to 
the Government, and to the farmer who :is not a pensioner no part of 
the money will be returned. 

Gentlemen may attempt to deceive farmers with the idea of protec­
tion on their products, but no amount of sophistry can conceal the fact 
that the farmer must sell his surplus products in competition with the 
whole world. The Democratic party still bears aloft the Jeffersonian 
banner, proclaiming "equal right.s to all men, exclusive privileges to 
none." The Republican party has proclaimed the doctrine that the 
Government must take care of the rich and let Providence take care 
of the poor. This party has seized from the people rights and pri vilegea 
which are theirs by the divine law of right and granted them to mo­
nopolies. It now urges the people to embrace paternalism as the sover­
eign remedy for all their grievances. 

It rushes through, under whip and spur, the anti-trust bill, the shadow 
of a shade, and says it has exhausted its constitutional power to destroy 
trusts. It ignores the fact that the trusts built up behind the protect­
ive tariff a.re within the constitutional power of Congress to legislate 
and to legislate effectively. ' 
_ It refuses to exercise its power to dethrone the banking monopoly 

and refuses to tear down the tax barricades which it has erected around 
this country, behind which lies intrenched an army of trusts which 
has taken shelter there and is plundering the labor of this country of 
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hundreds of millions annually. It is upon these lines, in my judg­
ment, Mr. Chairman, that the farmers and laborers, the tax-payei;s of 
this country, must direct their advance if they expect or hope to achieve 
substantial relief. Temporary and doubtful expedients must lead to 
dissensions and disorders, but on these lines lies the road that leads to 
victory. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a trying duty for me to un~ertake to enter­
tain this very select audience of members of Congress with my remarks 
in full. [Laughter.] . . . 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I move that my friend have perllllSs10n 
to expunge his entire speech. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to expunge my 
speech. On account of the gentleman's size a~d 3'.ppear~ce I will not 
compare him to a i;ponge [laughter], but I thmk 1f he will undert.a~e 
to represent the Republican party, and w~ll read. my ~emarks he "'.111 
conclude that the people of this country, m dealmg with the question 
of trusts, are likely to expunge him and to expunge his party, unless 
they change their policy. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN of Michigan. I will read the gentleman's speech. 
Mr. ENLOE: I am glad to hear that. Yon will get more informa­

tion out of my speech than we have got out of any speech you have 
made here this session. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I think most of the information I get 
will be out of it rather than in it. 

Mr. ENLOE. You will extract the information. (Laughter .. ] Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I would like to go on and elaborate this question of 
trusts and its relationship to the protective tariff. 

I am aware Mr. Chairman, that men often feel disposed to reject the 
truth because' it conflicts with their preconceived opinions and antago­
nizes their political prejudices, but necessity is a convincing te:i.che~. 
Many men who closed their eyes and would not see and closed their 
ears and would not bear the truth about the effects of unjust taxation 
and class legislation when it was the time to prev~nt it ar~ now stag­
gering under burdeus of poverty and debt, lost m the wilderness.of 
political lies, and inquiring the way b'lck to the paths of honest leg1s· 
lation which lead to prosperity and happiness. 

The song of the bloody shirt is still sung into their ears by unscru­
pulous politicians, the hirelings of monopoly who would fnrthe~ r~b 
them, but the tax-payers of this country will wash that bloody shirt m 
the tears of disappointed politicians and hang it on Mason and Dixon's 
line to dry. 

Sir, it is-too late now to stop the investigation going on among the 
people intc the economic questions which involve their prosperity and 
the well-being of their families by rattling the dry bones of the dead 
and buried Confederacy. The people know that they are taxed. They 
know that honest industry does not thrive as it should. They know 
that from the. profits on their industry everybody who touches it is 
getting richer except the producer, and he is getting poorer. 

The railroads are growing richer transporting the products of labor, 
the mercantile interests are growing richer by exchanging the products 
oflabor, the banks are growing richer by handling the exchanges, the 
manufacturing interests are growing richer on the products of labor, 
but everywhere in this broad, land, from the field, from the workshop, 
and from the mine goes up the cry of discontent and distress from the 
men who toil with their hands. 

Trusts and combinations to control the supply and limit the produc­
tion of necessary articles and to fix the wages of labor, in so far as 
they have their origin in or owe their existence to our tax laws, should 
be rooted out and destroyed by a return to a just and equitable system 
of taxation. There is one cla.sS of trusts which can only be reached by 
additional legislation and another class which can be reached by the 
modification or repeal of existing laws. 

The Standard Oil trust primarily owes its origin to discriminations 
in its favor by the railroads and secondarily to the use of its almost un­
limited capital thus acquired in mon_opolizing the ~ited coal-oi~ ~up­
nly of the United States and in crnshmg out all formidable competition. 
~ The second class may be illustrated by any one of the many trusts 
which are protected from competition by our tax laws. The first class 
can only be reaehed by the enactment of State and _Federal statutes · 
aimed at their destruclion. The second class can be reached by the re­
peal or the reduction of the taxes now levied for their protection against 
foreign competition. · 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. CULBERSON] says this would strip 
the Government of its revenues ancl compel the imposition of a direct 
tax. If that proposition be true, which I do not admit, still I would 
say root ont these trusts, impose an income tax, and, if need be, rather 
than submit to longer pay tribute to the Carnegies and other million­
aire representatives of the trusts, let us have direct taxation. That 
would at least have the.merit of being an honest and open tax which 
would enable the tax-payer to see and to know exactly what tax he 
pays, and would undoubtedly promote greater honesty and economy 
in public expenditures. 

I have been at some trouble, Mr. Speaker, to get together the most 
complete list of trusts I could collect with the facilities afforded me, 
and will submit that list, showing the name of the trust and the tax 
now imposed for its protection. 
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That table is as follows: 
Per cent. 

Earthenwa.1·e trust ..................................................................... average tax... 56 
Glassware trust....................................................... • ......................... do......... 62 
Plow-steel trust ................................................................................... do......... 45 
Bessemer-steel trust .................................................................... ...... do......... 45 
Genera.I ste~~1 trust ......................................................... _, .................. do......... 45 
Nail trust ........................................................ :! ................................... do ........ 45 
General iron tru·st ............................................................................. do......... 45 

~fJ>f~:u~~~~.~·.:::·.:.::::::::::::::::::::::::·.:::::·::.::::::·: .. :::::·:::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~~::::::::: ~ 
Tin trust ................................................. .. .......................................... do ......... 32 
Lead trust ........................ ............ ................................ .... . .... .............. do......... 74. 
Glass trust ....................................... .. ........ ..... ..................... ............... do .. ....... 55 

r~~~e~~ti.i·i;~~i:::·:.::::·.:·::::::::::::::::::::::::::.'.'.'.'.'.'::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~~::::::::: : 
Rubber-shoe trust ............................................... ............................. do......... 25 
Castor-oil trust .. ... . ... ... ...... ........................ .. ....................................... do ......... 194 

if il:~{~!~~~~F-.~·::·::·~·:·.:."·~·.:.· .. :.::·:·:·:·:.:_-:·:·."·:·.::.·::·.:_:_··:.::.:_:_-.·:·:·:-.:~·~·.:::::: .. ::·:::·:·::·:-.::.:_:.::::."::·:·:::·:::.:.:t::::::::: ~ 
~~~;~~~i~~~~~.:_::::.:.:::::.::::::::::::::::::::·:·::'.':'.':·:·.·::::·-::·:·:·:·::::.~·:.:·::·:::·:-:·:·:::·-::::::::::::::::::i~: :::::::: ~ 
~~!{;~:1:;~~~ .. ~:::::.:::.:::::.::.::.:.:::::::::::::::::.::::::.:.:.::::.::.::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::J~ : :::::::: ~ 
~?t~~:~i~~ ·t·;~~i::::::::.:::·:.::::·.:::::'..: :::·::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~~~.~.~.~.~~~~~::: ~ 

The legislation proposed in the bill now under consideration increases 
the taxes imposed for the protection of these trusts. It will be seen 
that the taxes now imposed for their protection averages a little more 
than 51 per cent. In other words, taking the average per cent. of taxes 
levied for the protection oftmsts and using that as an illustration, we 
find that a trust article which would cost $1 if foreign competition were 
permitted, now costs $1.51. 

In other words, the foreign manufacturer who enters this market must 
pay 51 cents in tax.es before he can offer his one-dollar article in this 
market. What is the effect of this on the consumer? That he must 
pay the increased price. 'l'he foreign manufacturer is practically ex­
cluded from our markets. Re can not pay the tax and compete. We 
are told that this tax is levied to protect the home labor against the 
pauper labor of Europe. . 

The trust comes to Congress through its representatives and gets these 
taxes levied to exclude foreign com"()etition, and the extra price is col­
lected from the consume.I." by the trust., which claims to be acting as 
trustee for the class of labor engaged in making trust goods. Statisti­
cians estimate that the people pay into this trust fund for the benefH 
of that class of labor over one thousand millions annually, enoup:h to 
give every laborer of the class mentioned a brown-stone front and a 
retinue of servant~, with a handsome annual income to support the es­
tablishment. 

Labor is robbed of the trnst fund by these embezzling trustees and 
the land is filled with strikes, lockouts, and other manifestations of 
the prevailing distress. Take the case of Mr. Carnegie, the Scottish 
marauder, who receives a trust fund for the alleged benefit of In.bor 
imposed by the laws of Congress amounting to $4,120 a day. He bas 
his castles in Scotland and gives his magnificent feasts to the rulers 
of the land, comparable only to the feasts of the Roman emperors, 
and he dresses "in purple and fine linen and fares sumptuously every 
day." 

Here is a pen picture of the homes of the laborers in .whose names he 
draws by the grace of legislation $4, 120 a day. A correspondent, speak­
ing of these protected laborers' homes, says: 

They are filled with pa.llidhuma.nity, * * * black with age, paintless, car­
petless, and uncomfortahle. In summer they are dreadful places to live in. 
The bare bills tower on each side, making a sort of urn in which the hot sun 
turns the dense air fetid. The sewage runs through open gutters. * * * A 
walk through the streets tells all. 

There are no disguises. The bare, brown door-steps, the tables seen through 
the open doorway, the frowsy bed standing by the open window, all bear their 
testimony ofa. comfortless life in plain view of the passer-by. You may know 
how much or how little the families have to eat. * * " Courtship a.nd mar­
riage sickness and sorrow, deaths and births all ,go on in the purview of men, for 
p°'·e;ty can aftord no secrets, and the cliff-dwellers of the l\Ionongahela are 
,·ery poor. 

As an evidence that Mr. Carnegie is not the only defaulting and em­
bezzling trustee under this system, I will quote from the Roston Globe 
an account of an incident which illustrates the condition in which pro­
tected labor found itself in Illinois just after the triumph of the party 
which promises to continue the policy of collectin~ a. thousand millions 
annually for the protection of trusts: 

The Boston Globe says: 
A year ago, when Benjamin Harrison was a candidate for President, a dele­

gation of miners from Illinois visited him at Indianapolis. They borl". a banner 
on which was inscribed" Protection and Beefsteak." General HarrisCJn com­
plimented them on their uud!"rstandin,g of the situati?n. If they want.ed b~ef­
steak they must have protection, he said-the Repubhcan party's peculrn.r kmd 
ot protection. General Harrison was elected, as the miners hoped he would be. 
"Protection" was saved. But about the beefsteak. 

The newspapers have lately been relating the ghastly sufferings of lllinoi\I 
miners who have been since l\Ia.y 1 on strike against their protecttd employers. 
And the other day the papers told how a horse dropped dea.<;I in the myiing 
district, a nd before the body was cold the raw flesh _had been h~erally s lr1pped 
from the bones and devoured by the ravenous multitudes of stnkers. Perhaps 
among those poor fellows were some of the same men '.vho paraded _the I?an.ner 
before Candidate Harrison a year ago. They made a. mistake in the m.scr1ption, 
that was all. Instead of" Protection and Beefsteak " it should have been" Pro­
tection and Horseflesh." 
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The frequent use of Pinkerton detectives to drive out discontented 
American labor to make room for Hungarians and Italians, imported 
from the depths of pauperism in Europe, under contract at starvation 
wages, illustrates the dishonesty of the plea upon whieh the consumer 
in this country is robbed to pile up the immense fortunes which to-day 
threaten the very existence of the Republic. 

A writer in The Forum, Mr. Thomas G. Shearman, estimates that 
250, 000 persons own and control between 75 and 80 per cent. of the 
wealth of 60,000,000 people. He designates seventy persons and es­
tates in the United States who own $2,700,000,000 worth of property, 
or an averageof537,500,000 each. Congressbyitslegislationis adding 
to these and other vast estates one thousand millions annually through 
the protection given to trusts. 

For one hundred years the people have voted to take from their own 
earnings the millions which have built up the great manufacturing in­
dustries on the promise held out to them that homecomp_etition would 
reduce prices and repay them for the outlay, and in this debate we hear 
that promise repeated day a\terday. But when the manufacturing in­
dustries of the United States were lmilt up under this policy until 
home competition did begin to reduce prices and the manufacturers 
were forced to reach out for foreign markets to dispose of their surplus 
in competition with the world, the trust was invented, and manulact­
urers combined, and production was limited, and the prices of products 
were advanced, .and the laborer in whose name this vast robbery is per­
petrated finds no competition in bidding for his labor, but is con­
fronted with :fixed prices which he must accept or starve. 

This policy has indelibly stamped itself upon this country. It has 
changed the character of the people in a _great degree and taught reli­
ance on the Government instead of self-reliance. It has educated a 
large class of the people to look to the Government for support in time 
of distress. It has created two rapidly diverging classes which sooner 
or laler will canse serious trouble in this land, the very rich and the 
very poor. The hitherto prosperous middle classes are being rapidly 
swept into the great current of poverty. Unjust taxation and class leg­
islation are doing a fatal work. The East, which has profited by this 
system, has covered up theWestwithmortgages and itis reaching out 
for the South. · 

The agricultural classes of the Son th and West are up in arms against 
trasts, against combines, against monopolies, against the present finan­
cial system, against the present system of taxation, and I tmst they 
will not yield one point in the struggle until they restore the industrial 
heal th of the Republic. You may pass this bill to fortify the trusts 
and build higher the walls of protection around them, but the higher 
they are built the grettter will be the destruction when the force of 
public opinion bursts the barriers, as it will burst them, and sweep 
every obstacle before it. 

You may fry the fat out of the manufacturers, and auction off the 
Cabinet pla.ces, and use the money of the trusts to debauch elections; 
you may appeal to sectional prejudices and empty the Treasury to pay 
pensions; you may hatch out in secret election laws to prevent a free 
and fair expression of the public will, but no device which a reckless 
and. unscrupulous partisanship can invent will prevent the American 
people from driving from power any political party which champions 
the cause of trusts and monopolies against the cause of the people. 

Speaking for myself, Mr. Chaiiman, I am for the people against the 
trusts and monopolies; I am for the man against the dollar; I am for the 
individual against the machine; I am for the Republic against central­
ization, anarchism, and despotism. I want to see a Republic great, 
prosperous, and free. I want to see the poorest and the humblest 
citizen clothed with civil and political rights and privileges equal 
to those enjoyed by the wealthiest and the most exalted in the land. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, he who would hope in the 
year 1890 to add anything strikingly novel to a discussion of the prin­
ciples of protection would be bold indeed. No other subject from the 
institution of our Government to this day hM received as much patient 
study from scholars and statesmen or been as eloquently and elabo­
rately set forth by gifted orators. 

The bill before us is new. It aims, not at applying a patch here and 
them to the existing law, nor yet its revision with no other object than 
a mere reduction of duties, but seeks upon a well defined plan to form­
ulate a system which shall guard established hives of industry and 
cruvelop others which as yet we do not possess. 

It would be out of place in this general debate to attemptt even were 
I capable of it, a review, item by item, of the various provisions of this 
bill. That will be done by this body in its consideration by paragraphs 
under the five-minute rule. 

My purpose is but to speak briefly of certain of the great underly­
ing principles of this system in their application to this country, to give 
there.'\sons for the faith that is in me why a system that has engendered 
a growth which continually amazes us should not now be relegated to 
the cemetery of failures in the history of economic government of 
nations. · 

In any discussion of the tariff the fundamental object is not or ought 
not to be the revenue to be raised thereby. From the earliest davs of 
our Government the bringing into play of our own resources. the de-

• 
velopment of our own powers of production, and the maintenance among 
our own ci tizen.s of widely di versified fields for la ~or have al ways been 
far more powerful motives. In the colonial days Great Brita.in sought 
to make our dependence complete. 

As early as 1710 a resolution appearecl in the House of Commons to 
the effect that the erection of manufactories had a tendencv to lessen 
the dependence of the American colonies upon the mother country. In 
1732 the exportation of hats from one province to another was prohib­
ited, and in 1750 "the erection of any mill or other engine for split­
ting or rolling iron '' was likewise interdicted. 

In 1774 the Continental Congress assembled, and from its very be­
ginning it.s proceedings teem with resolutions looking to the building 
up of our resources and giving employment within our oyvn borders, 
the aim being, as expressed in the resolution of October 24 of that year, 
to "promote domestic manufactures." 

The political independence achieved by the Revolution was followed 
by a period in which the inhabitants of this country, forgetful for the 
time being of that for which they had so valiantly fought, bought in 
the cheapest markets, where the desired commodities were to be had 
for the least money, reveled in all the blessings of unrestricted, un­
checked traffic, and soon found themselves on the very verge of political 
disruption and commercial ruin an accomplished fact. 

This which is in a measure ancient history to us was a living remem­
brance in the mind of Thomas Je:fferson when he wrote in 1816 to Ben­
jamin Austin: 

Experience has tang ht me that manufactures are now as necess:u-y to our in· 
dependence as to our comfort. 

In his History of the Formation of the Constitution Bancroft says: 
The necessity for regulating commerce gave the immediate impulse to a more 

perfect Constitut~n. 

But even in adrnnce of the adoption of the Constitution Pennsylvania 
had led the way by '' an act to protect manufacture.:i,'' the preamble 
of which is as true to-day as it was a century and more ago. I quote a 
paragraph: 

Whereas although the fabrics and manufactures of Europe and other foreign 
parts imported into this country in times of peace may be afforded at cheaper 
rates than they can be made here, yet good policy a.nd a. regard to the well-be­
i ng of divers useful and industrious citizens who are employed in the ma.king 
of like goods in this State demand of us that moderate duties be laid oncer­
tain fabdcs and manufactures imported which do most interfere with and 
which (if no relief be given) will undermine and destroy the useful manufactures 
of the like kind in this countrv. · 

Such was the spirit under which the Constitution was framed, such 
the underlying idea when the first American Congress dsembled in 
April, 1789. Hardly had the deliberations begun when petitions be­
gan to pour in calling for the enactment of a tariff law which should 
check foreign importations in the interest of the home producer. 

The ''mechanics, tradesmen, and others of the town of Baltimore '' 
led the van, followed closely by the shipwrights of Charleston. New 
York and Boston were not far behind in "requesting that heavy duties 
may be laid upon such articles as are manufactured by our own citi­
zens, humbly conceiving that the impost is not solely considered by 
Congress as an object of revenue, but in its operation intended to exclude 
such importations and ultimately establish these several branches of 
manufacture among ourselves." 

Nor was this feeling limited to tradesmen and mechanics alone. 
Statesmen, men whose names we are wont to venerate, stood shoulder 
to shoulder with them. James Madison was the one to b1ingthe sub­
ject forward in Congress within one week from its first being convened, 
and in the debate upon it in the House of Representatives Fisher Ames 
said: 

I conceive, sir, that the present Constitution was dictated by a commercial 
necessity more than any other cause. 

'l'he want of an efficient government to secure the manufacturing interest and 
to advance our commerce was long seen by men of judgment and pointed out 
by patriots solicitQus to promote our general welfare. 

Half a century later, when the subject was ag~in agitated of "the 
power and duty of Congress to continue the policy of protecting Ameri­
can labor," Rufus Choate declared in the United States Senate that-

A whole people, a whole generation of our fathers, had in view as one grand 
end and purpose of their new Government the acquisition of the means of re­
straining by governmental action the importation of foreign manufactures, for 
the encouragement of manufactures and of.labor at home, and desired and 
meant to do this by clothing the new Government with this specific power of 
regulating commerce. 

And yet this checking or restricting of foreign importations which 
lay at the very foundation of our Government is that which apparently 
gives such great concern to the opponents of this bill. They lose no 
opportunity upon this floor to asseverate their devotion to the ideas of 
the framers of the Constitution, the organizers of this Government; yet 
in the most potent feelin~ and well-spring of action of the very men for 
whose memory and principles such devotion is professed they have no 
part or sympathy. 

A century ago the well-being of the laborer by insruing him employ­
ment was the dominant idea; to-day our Democratic friends care more to 
see him clothed in cheap foreign woolen, unmindful of whether 'Je has 
the means to secure it or not. 

I have touched upon and endeavored to show the light m which this 
subject was regarded when these United States began their existence as 
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a distinct nation, the potent force the question exercised in the forma­
ition of the Constitution, and the attention it'occupied in the minds of 
'men at that time. 

It would be easy to multiply quotations to the same effect from t!:te 
debates in Congress and the utterances in the various States when 
the adoption of the Constitution was under discussion, but they would 
be only cumulative, no~ different in tone. 

It would be both interesting and instructive to trace the commercial 
history of the century, with the transformations which the law has 
undergone at various times, noting how, as we approached nearer the 
free-trade idea, depression spread over our industries, to be repelled 
only by the raising of our import duties; but I must hasten on, for that 
has already been dwelt upon by others more fully and elaborately than 
time now permits me to do, and the phase I desire to present is whether 
to-day, with the changes of' a century of phenomenal growth behind us, 
such a condition exists as calls for a modification of our system, or 
whether the principles of our forefathers are not as true to-day and 
should make us eager to perpetuate the system which their wisdom 
brought into being. 

What, then, is the present condition? If we would beli&ve the utter­
ances which come from the other side of this Chamber, depression ex­
ists everywhere. The farmer is being eaten up by the interest on mort­
gages, because he can find no market for bis crops. The mechanic is 
staggering under the_ burden of the protected American wool upon his 
back, each seeing starvation staring him in the face, because of a burden 
of taxation greater than ever was the load laid upon the shoulders of 
Atias. 

Indeed, so woful is the picture they paint that they pause between 
their rhetorical periods to catch the echo of the sobs of the down-trod­
den and oppressed which their imagination has depicted and marvel 
when the murmur which comes to thek ears is that of the hum of in· 
dustry. 

Let us turn from the painting and view the fact.s. Prosperity and 
depression are but relative terms, and while no man upon this :floor will 
say that the existing conditions are those which he views with com­
plete satisfaction, while it must be admitted that there is much yet to 
be desired, the reality is far from one of inky blackness. Are they 
burning corn in Kansa.s? They have it not either to burn or eat in 
England. 

Are farms under mortgage in Illinois? No tales come from thereof the 
evictions and starvation such as the cable almost daily flashes from 
Ireland. Is there no market for our products? How then did we export 
commodities to the value of $742,401,375 in the fiscal year ending June 
30 last? 

Why is it, if we are so sinking in the slough of depression, that even 
now our receiving facilities at the great seaboard ports are taxed to 
their utmost to handle the enormous tide of immigration which con­
tinually flows hither? Why is it that hundreds of thousands are an­
nually leaving their homes in other lands to rear new :firesides under our 
starry banner? From across the seas and from Canada they come. For 
what? Is it that they may become partakers of our burdens, sharers of 
our hardships? If such were the case it would be a sublime illustration 
. ofacarryingoutofthedivine injunction; but humanity the world over 
is a seething, straggling mass, where ethical ideas find few practical ex­
amples, and where the betterment of self-interests is a controlling mo­
tive, and those who are flocking hither to the extent of about a half 
million yearly come because, though depression may exist here, it is 
not such as they have known and suffered under elsewhere. 

Such is the situation as it exists after an uninterrupted quarter of a 
century of applied protection, and the thriving industry of our own 
country, of which the evidences abound on every side, hand in hand 
with the so-called oppressive burden;!, bear irrefutable testimony to the 
wisdom of the founders of this Government, amplified and maintained 
ro-day, and to be contirued, as I believe, for long years to come, main­
tained, not in a spasmodic way for the benefit or ad vantage of a favored 
few, but upon a distinct, recognizable plan for the interest of the many. 

This vast nation is like a huge machine, where each, however hum­
ble, has his part to perform, and between each exists a clearly distin­
guishable interdependence. The farmer wan ts a protection, not merely 
for the products of his acres, but he wants the mechanic and artisan to 
enjoy it that they may become his purchasers, not be driven from the 
work-shops and factories to become his competitors. It is not the pro­
rection of the individual article, but the systematic plan carried into 
reaiization that means well-being. 

I know a cry is going up-we heard it only yesterday in this very 
Hall-for foreign commerce; but what doth it profit a man to gain the 
whole world and lose his own soul? Give us free ships is a favorite cry 
of this school. Free ships, indeed. Do they not know that no nation 
on the face of the globe has as free ships as our own? 

From the moment her keel touches the water we say to the Ameri· 
can vessel, •'Go where you please, sail in the tropics or the Arctic, but 
look for no aid or comfort from the land which has given yon birth.'' 
hd we say it, too, at a time when Great Britain is annually paying out 
vast sums of P"r.,ey to foster and encourage the shinping interests of her 
subjects. 

Only a few months since an entire \olume of the consular reports was 

taken up with the figures of the gove~mental aid extended to the 
shipping of other lands, while for this purpose not one cent is.sues from 
our Treasury, and yet they cry, Give us free ships. Could anything 
be more misleading? 

As I have said, the bill before us is not a patch-work; it is a plan for 
the systematic carryin~ out of a clearly defined idea. That it should 
encounter opposition is but natural; every measure of that sort must. 
The Mills bill two years ago had it to meet; but let me call attention 
to an example of the different quarter from which that opposition 
comes. 

In 1888 the glass-blowers of my district were loud and vehement in 
their protests against what they looked upon as a threatening danger. 
It was not the voice of a trust or of a wealthy manufacturer, but of the 
men, who, as they stood beside their furnaces, heard with alarm the 
proposed reduction in the duty. They heard, and thought of their 
loved ones in their humble homes, and from the fullness of their hearts 
cried out. 

To-day a protest has reached me against the glass schedule of this 
bill, but it comes not from these workmen. No; they have heard of 
the provisions of this bill and swing their glowing balls more merrily; 
but it comes from the importers of New York, Boston, and Philadel· 
phia, the men who find a living by bringing here the product of labor 
in foreign lands; from these comes the cry would you give this mar· 
ket to our own workmen and fake it away from the starving, under· 
paid labor of other lands? And, for one, I have no hesitation in an· 
swering I would. 

I do not profess that every provision in these schedules is what I 
would like to see it. I do not suppose that is the case with a single 
member upon this floor, not even with those whose wisdom fashioned 
the bill, and there are a few which I hope to see modified in the days 
to come, but I do recognize running t}\rough and permeating this meas· 
ure the grand central idea of making the condition of the toiler in this 
country superior to that of those similarly engaged in any other nation 
on the face of this earth, a realization of the condition for which this 
Government was called into being, and as such I hail it, confident of 
the verdict of the American people. 

It has been said that all the great religions of the world have origi· 
nated in the East and all progress in political government in the West, 
and history attests the truth of the comparison. For a century the 
United States, the leading nation of the western hemisphere, has led 
the way for mankind in the rights of the individual citizen, in the 
transformation of him from a brute to a being. We have exerted an 
influence which has been felt around the globe, not merely in the 
matter of political advancement, but in material as welJ. 

Others who looked on at first in doubt have learned to admire, then 
to follow in the path which we have marked out. Witnessing the bene· 
fits which have flowed from our economic policy, they have adopted a 
like line which brought material prosperity, and to-day Germany and 
France, Russia and Italy, nea.rly every nation of Continental Europe 
is to be classed among nations maintaining a protective policy, and with 
all the discontentwhich may exist within their borders their material 
prosperity was never greater . 

Central Africa stands almost alone in holding aloft the banner of ~b­
solute free trade, yet even there the local potentate for a different pur­
pose levies his tribute upon those who pass his boundaries. Every­
where are collected imposts from the foreigner, but it is the part of a 
beneficent Government like our own to so regulate them that they shall 
inure to the benefit of it.s citizens. 

Are we, then, occupying the proud position we do, after a century of 
growth to take a backward step, to ignore the lessons of the past and 
enter upon a. return to methods tried and found wanting, or shall we 
not rather continue in the van of economic progress, where we have been 
wont to lead the way, n. guiding star for the wondering and admiring 
millions of other lands? [Applause on the Republican side.) 

Mr. STEWART, ofTexas. Mr. Chairman, from the formation of 
this Government until now the meanB and methods of raising revenue 
have necessarily engaged the thought and consideration of our greatest 
statesmen. Many times has the tariff been discussed in both Houses of 
Congress, and at this late day it is extremely difficult, if not impossible, 
for any one to throw additional light upon the questions involved in 
a bill of this character. I have no hope of doing so. 

I doubt whether any man, however gifted he may be, and however 
extensive his researches may ha>e been, can now present new ideas in 
regard to principles which should or should not obtain in the formation 
of a revenue measure; and, in entering upon the discussion of this 
subject, one is embarrassed with the thought that whatever he may 
say is but the repetition of an old story. I certainly have no desire to 
theorize about a" protective tariff" or a" tariff for revenue only," nor 
do I wish to talk very much about "fair trade," "fairer trade," or 
'' free trade. '' 

I am not a protectionist, nor do I advocate absolute free trade, but I 
do believe in tariff reform. 

By tariff reform, I mean that impost duties should be so adjusted 
as not to create a greater revenue than is necessary for the payment 
of the expenses of the Government economically administered, and 
that in fixing these duties articles of necessity should as far as may be 
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compatible with the reven?e interests of the Government.be placed on 
the free-list and when thIB can not be done, that the duties upon such 
articles sbo~ld b~ made as low as practicable. I wholly dissent from 
the statement made by the chairman of the Committee on-Ways and 
Means in his report upon this bill, wherein he says: 

\Ve have not been so much concerned a.bout the prices of the articles we 
consume as we have been to encourage a system of home protection, 

This is a clear-cut statement of the doctrine of "protection for the 
sake of protection'' and a frank confession of adhesion to it in the 
preparation of this bill. I can but think that some consideration should 
be given to the rights of consumers, and especially to that large pro-

. · portion of the 65,000,000 people in this country who are not engaged 
in manufacturing industries and who have at last to pay, not only t.he 
duty upon imported articles, but also the profit created by such duties 
upon the articles man~factnred in this count~. ~ut we may .not ex­
pect this of the party m power. A due consideration of the rights of 
those who are not engaged in manufacturing would utterly destroy the 
policy of '' protection for the sake of protection.'' · 

I have no more reliable data than is furnished by the last census, and, 
althouah another decade has almost passed since that census was taken, 
it sho.;s sufficiently well the injustice of the doctrine of " protection 
for the sake of protection." At the time when the last census was 
ta.ken our people were engaged in all the industries, and it is instruct­
ive to ascertain how they were divided in the prosecution of these great 
industries: 

Jn farming there were ........................................................................ . 
In professional and personal service .................................................. . 
In trade and transportation ................................................................ . 
In manufacturing, mechanics, and mining ....................................... .. 

Persona. 
7, 6i0,493 
4,074,238 
1,810,256 
3,837,112 

----
Total earning livelihoods......... ...... ........ ...... ...... ........ ........... ...... 17, 392, 099 

There were 4 008 907 farms of the value of $10,200,000,000. The 
capital invested' in ~anufactures was $2, 790,272,806, showing thatthe 
capital invested in farms exceeded the ca.pit.al invested in manufactures 
$7,409, 727,394. 

These official figures show that there are twice as many farmers and 
farm laborers in the United St..'ltes as there are mechanical, mining, 
and other industrial laborers. This vast army of farmers and farm la­
borers are all consumers of manufuctured products. Why should not 
they and their wants receive due consideration by the Republican ma­
jority on the Ways and Means Committee? 

The farmer is now giving the Republican party much embarrassment. 
The '' grand old party'' is at a loss to k~ow ho'Y to manage him: In 
tbe past it has beguiled many of them with the idea. that protection to 
the manufacturing interests of this country would be the means of cre­
ating a remunerative honie market fo! farm product~. This idea. has 
failed to materialize, and when the tillers of the soil had to sacnfice 
their products in order to meet the "bills payable" at the stor«? the 
capitalist and manufac~u~ers of the East stepped forward anc;I with a 
great display of maguammi ty advanced them money upon good m terest­
bearin a farm mort:i;ages, and doubtless assured them that before the 
paper ::iatured ''the party of progress and of great moral ideas'' would 
restore the planting interests to unwonted prosperity. 

Yes after taxing the farmer about 47 per cent. upon almost every­
thing that he and his family necessarily use and consume, to swell the in­
come of the manufacturers of the East, he is returned a part of his hard 
earnings for a short time by securing the ult~ate payment thereof ~t.h 
accumulated interest by a mortgage upon h1S farm and home. This IS 

not mere assertion. Eastern capital has been making these in vestments 
for years past. National banks, like other banking institutions, derive 
a large share of their profits from discounts and loans. If you will torn 
to page 12 of the last report of the Comptroller of the Currency, you 
will find this statement: 

For example, if the ~roup _of Statelj known as Division No. ~is taken, com­
posed of Iowa, Minne1rota, 1\1~sourl, f{a.p..sas, a.nd ~ e?raska., it will l;>e found that 
the capita.I of the five hundred and twenty assoc1.&t10ns in operation there on 
June 30, 1889, is represent~!! by 647,501 shares, of which 212 305 a.re held by_ non­
residents mostly located m the extreme Ea.st. Now turn t;; page 13 of said re­
port and 'you will find this further statement qom the Comptroller of the Cur­
rency: "In dh·ision No. 8,comP.rising ~he States and Territorie!! known as 
North Dakota, South Dakota, ld&ho, Montana, New Mexico, Washington, Wy­
oming a.nd Arizona., it will be found that more than one-third of the total num­
ber of ~hares of national banks are held by non-residents. 

A statement is being published in the papers said to be taken from 
the Bankers' ~onthly, which gives the farm mortgages in some of 
the States as follows: 

States. 

Kansas ....................................................................... . 
Indiana. ....................................................................... . 
Iowa .. ......................................................................... . 

~i\~~~~~·:.·:.::·:.:·::::.:-.:·::::::::.·::::::::.:::::::::::::::::::::·::::::::::: 
Ohio ............................................................................ . 

Farm mort­
gages. 

$235, 000, 000 
M5,~,ooo 
g&'S·~,Ooo 
8t)7:QOO:~ 

1, lZ7, 000, 000 

Interes't. 

$14, 000, 000 
as, 100, ooo 
34,020,000 
30,QOO,OOO 
22, 020, 000 
67,620,000 

I venture to make the assertion that there a-re bot few national banks 
in existence whose stock is not largely held by Eastern capitalists. 
These capitalists, made rich by reaping the benefits of class legislation 
which has contributed so largely to the depreciation in value of farm 
products by enabling moneyed rings to control the prices of these 
products, are now seeeking the foreclosure of their liens, and what shall 
the farmers do? The Democratic party desired to have this matter in­
vestigated, and early in this session Senator BERRY, of Arkansas, in­
troduced in the Senate a bill to require the Superintendent of the Cen­
sus to ascertain what percentage of the people own their farms, and the 
number of farms under mortgage, and the amount thereof. This bill 
created consternation in the Republican ranks, and General Porter, the 
Superintendent of the Census, a stanch Republican protectionist, at 
once addressed a letter to Senator BERRY in which he said: 

These statistics can not be got from records, because there a.re no records in 
this country which on their fa.oe disclose the information; consequently the sta­
tistics can be got only by a house-to-house canvass. 

Well, why not a hoose'-to-house canvass? A. house-to-house canvass 
bad to be made to obtain other information, and why not get this in­
formation with the rest? Evidently the Superintendent of the Census 
and his party did not want this information. But the country de­
manded it, ~nd the pressure become so great that the Superintendent 
of the Census found that it could be done. . Whether there will be any 
"whitewashing" remains to be E"een. Sometimes, when it cost&. noth­
ing, a Republican can grow sweet upon the farmer. 

I now read from the report made upon that iniquitous bill upon the 
Calendar of this House, commonly known as the lard bill, and if you 
have tears for the farmer, prepare to shed them now. The report says. 

Your committee believe that no public int~rest at this time presses with such 
extreme urgency upon the attention of Congress as some measure of relief to 
the distresses of agriculture. This industry is the foundation of all our pros 
perity. All other trades rest in it like spokes in a hub and are bound to it with 
a tire of dependence. History gives no example of a country that survived its 
decay. 'l'his interest is now in alarming straits, bunted down, o.t bay, fighting 
for life. 

All this gush about the farmer was caused by the mixing of hog's 
fat with pure cotton-seed oil, but it states no more than the truth 
about the farming industries of this country. Do you believe it? Take 
my own section, the South, where the staple production is cotton, and 
let figures show how the cotton producer has suffered and now suffers 
The cotton crop of the Southern States in the year 1867 aggregated 
2,097,257 bales and sold for $279,354,232. In 1887 the cotton crop 
was 7,046,833 bales and sold for $263,269,680. 

These figures show that in 1887 there was more than three times as 
much cotton made as was made twenty yea'l.'s before in 1867, and it may 
be assumed that there were three times as much capital and labor em­
ployed in the making of the cotton crop of 1887 as were employed in 
1867, and yet the crop of 1867 sold for more money than did the crop 
of 1887. These are incontrovertible facts and conclusively show that 
the cotton-producers in the South are in ''alarming sti-aits. '' Nor does 
this depression in the value of farm products exist alone in the South 
It extends to the agricultural products of this entire country. 

The Snringfield Republican not long ago made the following state 
ment in ~regard to the grain crop of the United States. It said: 

The story df the wheat crop is best presented in a tabulated form, as follows 

Year. 

1889 ............................................................................ . 
1886 ............................................. .. ............................ . 
1885 ............................................................................ . 
18!!4 ......................... ................................................. . 
1883 ........................................ ,, .................................. . 
1882 .......................................................... .................. . 
1881 ............................................................................ . 
1880 ............................................................................ . 
1879 ........................................................................... . 

Wheat 
yield. 

Bushefs. 
490, 560, 000 
457, 218, 000 
357' ll2, 000 
512, 763, 500 
421, 086, 160 
504, 185, 470 
388, 280, 090 
498, 469, 868 
459, 483, 137 

Home 
value. 

$346, 000, OQO 
314, 22(), O()o 
2i5, 820, 380 
330, 861, ~54 
383, 94.8, 272 
444, 602, 125 
453, 700, 427 
474, 201, 850 
5yg, 269, 7i3 

This must be counted a remarkable exhibit. Wheat production is not increas 
ing but. relatively decreasing. The yield of 1884 remains the maximum of rec 
ord' with that of 1882 the nearest approach to it. But prices instead of iqcrea.s 
ina 

1

ha.ve been steadily declining. The smaller crop of 18711 brought $150,000,000 
m;;re to the farmers than that 9f1889. A crop ofl00,000,000 bushels less in 1$81 1 brought $100 000 000 more than in 1889. A crop of 14,000,000 bushels more in 1882 
brought nearly Sl00,000 000 more than in 1889. For four years prior to_ 1883 the 
wheat crop of the counlry never failed to yield at the point ofprodnction over 
$400,000 000; since then it has never approached those figures. 

Nor ~the story of the corn crop any the less slgn{ficant. For the seven 
yea.rs prior to 1886 this crop, averaging more than 830,000,000 bushels less than 
for 1889 brought t<'> the farmer a reveQue great~r by frotn $30,000,()()()to O\er Sl70, 
000 000 'the average excess of V(l.}ue being over $60,000,000 a year. 

The ~at crop has been steadily increasing from 407,000,000 bushels in 1879 to 
730 000 000 bushels in 1889, but the aggregate value bas ~dva.ncedonly from $1(;0, 
ooo;ooo'in 1819 and $193,000.000in 1880 to $186,000,qo<> in 1886and.8167,000,000in l.889 

In other words while population in the Umted States has been increasing 
from 5(\ 000 000 to 'a.bout 62,000,000 while consumption and demand have been 
growing in equal proportion and demand :au over the world expanding, aQd 
while the wheat supply in the United States re_mains stationary, values ~ecli;"le 
rather than advance. \V~th no inore t~n an ~qual supplf and a[.ap1dly ~q­
creasing dem~nd, the farlli~r is getti~{f less anq l!?ss for h1S whea. , a.nd. with 
consumption mcrea.sing f!U!te}" t?ian the !jupply ~increasing, he gets less and 
less for his corn. And in the face of this stationary supply of wheat and grow 
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ing demand the president or the Chicago Board of Trade declares that prices country have paid about all of the non-interest-bearing national debt 
have fallen so low and the cereal movement has become so sluggish as to seri- and besides have borne the burdens of taxation to defray the expeD.BeS 
ously '1.ffect the business of the exchange. 

Here is an anomaly in production which ou2"htto set people who are ponder- of the Federal Government and of their respective State and county 
ing over the fa.rm problem to thinking in new directions. Why, in the face of gov~rnments, as well as many other taxes imposed by various munici­
a stationary supply and increa.sinv demand, should prices decline? What other 1 thori' t1'es What it would all aggregate I do not know but I do 
business in the United States outside of agriculture is subject to so extraordinary pa au · ' 
a deviation from the natural laws of trade? How long can the Western farmer, know that it has been an enormous burden upon all, save the manu­
under these conditions, keep up the pace set by the mortgage loans with which facturing industries of this country, and has almost crushed the agri-
he has so liberally availed himself. In view of the facts here set forth we can cultural interest.. . 
readily believe the reports comin"' with increasing frequency from the agri-
<:>ultural sections of the West of a deep-sea.ted and spreading feeling of discon- Taxation is more burdensome to agriculture than to any other in­
tent among the farmers over prevailing conditions which portends a profound dustry, for the farmer has to pay not only his own taxes, but is com­
commercial and political disturbance. pelled to contribute very largely to the payment of taxes imposed upon 

Every one admits that agriculture is in a languishing condition, and others. It nearly all falls upon the plow-holder. There is no escape 
it is the duty of the hour to ascertain the cause of its depression and to for hil)'.l. The consumer is the one who pays the taxes. Others all 
apply the remedy. Who bas bunted the farmer down? Who has put along the line can protect themselves, but the one who consumes the 
him at bay? Who has caused him to fight-no, not to fight, but to article taxed must pay to his vendor not only the cost of previous 
plead for his life? My answer is that it is the party which has con- handlings, but the taxes included, and, as the agriculturists are by 
trolled the financial policy of this country for more than a quarter of a far the most numerous in this country, the burden of such taxation 
century. . . as is provided for by the pending bill falls more heavily upon them. 

TheRepublican party is not justly chargeable with the public debt, No good citizen objects to the payment of such taxes as may be 
f?r that was. caused by th~ war between _the S~ates, but the Repub-1 necessary to pay the legitimate expenses of Government, but when the 
hcan party is chargeable.with the mannen~ which ~bat debt bas been taxing power is exercised for other than governmental purposes, to en­
so manipulated as to enrich the few and to impoverish the man~. No able certain industries to contend with competitors, it is an assumption 
intelligent man can doubt that wealth has been concentrated m the of power not warranted by the organic law, is vicious in principle and 
bands of comparatively a fe~ person~. I~ ~he last Septei;iber. numbe~ oppressive to the people, and should meet with their disapproval. The 
of the Forum appeared an article entitled Henry George s mistakes,' enormous taxation which has been borne by the country has inured t-0 
written by Thomas G. Shearman, in which this statement is made: the benefit of those in whose behalf the public debt was manipulated 

As lately as 1847 there was but one man in this co~ntry wh~ was reputec; to by the Republican party; and these privileged persons, to increase their 
be worth mor~ than 85,000,000; and, tho~gh; so~e estimated h 15 wealth at $.o,- wealth have ever sou(J'ht and too frequently obtained such legislation 
000,000, there is no good reason for believing it to have been so great. The • o • . • • 
wealth of his lineal descendant.a is estimated at 8250,000,000, or over ~0,000,000 aa would contract the volume of the circulating medium lil order to 
each. In 1007, in the New York constitutional convention, one of the most increaaethe purchasing power of money and to makethe price ofprod­
prominent delegates stated that he could name thirty men residing in that State ucts correspondingly low 
whose wealth averaged $15,000,000 each. The St. Louis Globe recently pnb- . . • . . . . . 
llshed a list of seventy-two persons who were worth collectively the whole of Mr. Chairman, imported oil pamtmgs hang upon the walls of the rich 
our national debt, averaging 818,000,000 each. and sculptured marble is found only in the mansions of the wealthy 

The wealthiest railroad manager in America in 1865 wns worth $40,000,1100, but t b th" b'll th 1 d th f l' t p h th' d 1 

not more. His heir died recently leaving an estate of nearly $200,0:JO,OO:>, and ye Y IS i ey are P ace on e ree- lS • • ~r aI!s lS was one 
there are several gentlemen now living who are worth over $100,000,000 each. for the benefit of the twenty-five thousand who it is said own one-half 
Within a short period a number of quiet, unobtrusive men or no national fame of all the property in this country and they must be further provided 
have died in Pennsylvania leaving estates of over ~0,000,000 each. Twenty fi b b · 11 d t- · t fr 1 E th · · t d tat 
living >.>ersons in the oil business are reputed to be as rich. Forty persons could or Y emg a owe 0 impor ~m urope err pie ures an s uary 
be easily named none of them worth less than$'Ul,000,000and a.veraging$40,000,- free from duty. No tax of any kmd must they pay for the support of 
000 each. At the lowest reasonable estimate there must now be more than two Government. 
~o~!:tandflftypersonsinthiscountrywhosewealth averages~ver S20,000,000 . Mr. KER.R, of Iowa. Will the gentleman from Texas permit me to 

But let us call the number only two hundred. Income-tax returns in Great interrupt him? 
Britain and the. United States show ~hat, in general, the number of incomes, Mr. STEW ART, of Texas. Certainly. 
when arra?ged m large claases, multiplies by from thre~ to five fold for everr Mr KERR of Iowa. Has not the gentleman's attention been called 
reduction Jn the a.mount of one-half. For extreme caution, however, we estl- • • • . · . • . , . 
mate the increase in the number of incomes at a very much lower rate than to the fact that there was a simtlar provision in the Mills bill as to the 
this. At this reduced rate the a.mount of wealth in thehandsofpersonsworth admission of works of art? 
over $500,000 each in the United Stat(ls would be about as follows : Mr. STEW ART, of Texas. So much the worse. I do not defend 
200 persons at S20,000,000 ........ ......................................................... 54. ooo,ooo,ooo the free admission of luxuries under any bill when the necessaries of 
.00 persons at 810,000,000 ..... ........ ....... ............ ............ .. .... .. ............. 4, 000, 000, 000 ( ] . ' • 
1,000 persons at to,000,000.. .............................................................. 5, ooo, QOO, ooo life are taxed. Applau~. John Smith, tho farmer, 18 compelled to 
2.000 persons at $2,500,000........ ............... ........................... ............... 5, 000, ooo. ooo pay taxes on everything that he and his wife ·and children have, use, 
6,000 person~ a.t $1,000,000................................................................. ~· ooo, ooo, 000 and wear· but Mr. Maurice Algernon Vernon, the millionaire, imports 
151000 persons at $500,000 ............... .................................................. '• ooo, ooo, 000 from Eur~pe copies of the old masters with which t-0 adorn bis palatial 

Totnl ..................................................................................... 31,500,000,ooo home, free of duty; yet this is "The best Government the world ever 
This estimate is very far below the actual truth. Yet, even upon this basis, saw.'' 

we are confronted with the startling result that 25,000 persons now possess more M M K · h' rt 
than half of the whole national wealth, real and personal, accordit1gto the high- r. C INL"EY, lil IS repo ' says: 
est estimate (S00,000,000,000) which any one has yet ventured t-o make of the ag- The committee have given months of investie-ation to the existing conditions 
gregate amount. No.r is this couclusion at all improbable. of agriculture and matters connected therewith. 

The author of this article is a man of national reputation, which he It is strange that such an investigation did not stay the heavy band 
would not imperil by making assertions not warranted by facts. of taxation that bas so long been laid on the farmer. In anothei: place 

This is a startling statement, but I doubt not that it is correct, be says: 
or very nearly so. Think of a great Republic, with a population of not A critical examination of the subject wm show that agriculture fa suffering 
less than 65,000,000, and one-half of the entire wealth owned by 25,- chiefly from a most damaging competition in our home market. The incr~e 
000 persons. I make no war upon wealth and have no sympathy with of importations of agricultural products since 185<> hag been enormous, mountr 
socialism, but I am free to say that I do not believe that this great ing from S40,000,000 to more than $356,000,000 in 1889. 

wealth could be aggregated in the hands of such a small number of It will be seen that he takes a period of nearly forty years in which 
persons while the farming and other laboring elements of the country this increase was made, during which time he says t.lle population of 
are in sore distrees if the Government had adopted and pursued a wise the country increased less than 300 per cent., and it is to be observed 
financial policy, if legislation had been for the whole people instead that l\Ir. McKINLEY furnishes no bill of particulars in this connection 
of the privileged few. showing in what these importations of agricultural products consisted. 

The owners of this great wealth contribute but little to the support Is it at all strange that during a period in which our population in­
of the Government. Their property for the most part consists of non- creased with such amazing rapidity the importations of such agri­
taxable interest-bearing securities, and their purchases of commodities cultural products as sugar, coffee, and the tropical fruits, none of which, 
crpon which the Government bas placed a tax in most instances donot except sugar, can be successfully e:rown in this country, should have 
exceed those of men in ordinary circumstances. Great numbers of largely increased? 
these very wealthy people are manufacturers and reap the benefits of Mr. Chairman, when the Republican majority of the Committee on 
taxation that the farmer and others have to pay. They are the great Ways and Means were giving' months of investigation to the existing 
American industries that are so tenderly cared for by the Republican conditions of agriculture and matters connected therewith," it would 
party. Oh f~r an income tax that will reach them and make them have been no more than right for them to direct their eyes towards 
bear their just burden of the Government ! the South with no unkindly spirit. It may be said that the South 

The public debt reaehed its maximum on the 21st of August, 1865, pays not less than one-third of the revenues of this Government and 
and the interest-bearing portion of it then amounted to $2,383,033,315. gets but little of it back in the disbursement of the public funds. Of 
On the 31st of O.ctober, 1889, this interest-bearing debt had been re- the vast sum that is expended for pensions, now amounting to more 
duced to $852,635,172, so that in less than twenty-five years the than $100,000,000 annually, the South receives but little. 
people, the producers, the farmers of this country, by onerous and op- The disbursement of the pension fund among the people of the North 
pressive taxation h~ve been compelled to pay $1,530,398,143 of this very lar#?ely contributes to their prosperity, but pensions only assist in 
interest-bearing debt. impoverishing the people of the South; but of this the South has not 

Nor is this all, for in addition to this vast sum the people of this complained. The matchless ene~gies of her people have enabled the 
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South to bear these burdens. But the people of the South have the 
right to ask for at least fair treatment in the preparation of a bill like 
the one under consideration. 

Is there anything in the pending bill that will help the agricultural 
'interests of the South? If there is I have not been able to find it. Cot­
t.on is the staple production in most of the Southern States, but as it 
has no foreign competition, for no cotton is imported to this country, 
it has received no consideration in this measure, although the cultiva­
tion of cotton is one of our largest industries and is also one of our 
largest exports. I have before called your attention to the fact that 
the farmers engaged in raising cotton have suffered much from the de~ 
pression in prices. Why not relieve the cotton-growers of a part of the 
onerous taxation imposed upon them? Will it be said that the plac­
ing of jute and jute butts on the free-list will relieve them? 

I doubt whether it will do so to any appreciable extent; but if bag­
ging manufactured for wrapping cotton and the iron ties used therewith 
had been placed on the free-list, it would have been of much benefit 
to t!Je cotton-planter. But the committee would not do that, because 
it would interfere with some of the ".American industries," to the 
maintenance of which the people of the South must be made to con­
tribute by onerous taxation. 

Sugar is another Southern product. In the State of Texas there is 
an area of territory larger than the State of Louisiana which is capable 
of growing sngar. There are some very large sugar plantations in my 
State, and the growing of sugar is a. matter in which the people of 
Texas have much interest. In the near future it promises to be one 
of our large industries. In the last fiscal year the total amount of 
revenue derived from custom duties amounted to $223,832, 741.69, and 
of this amount the duties on sugar and molasses furnished the sum of 
$55, 975,610. But, notwithstanding one-fourth of the entire revenue 
has been derived from sugar and molasses, this bill places these articles 
on the free-list. 

Do our Republican friends of the Committee on Ways and Means un­
derstand that Southern industries are included in the term "American 
industries? '' It is true that a bounty of 2 cents per pound is to be paid 
on sugar up to a certain grade that may be produced in this country for 
the next fifteen years. 

This bounty system is all wrong and no such precedent should be es­
tablished. It is claimed that bounties will encourage the production 
of sugar; that they will lead to such development of the sorghum and 
sugar-beet industries as will supply the people of the United States 
with all the sugar they need by the time the fifteen years expire. 

Whether the j nice from sorghum can be granulated into sugar at such 
cost as to make its use practicable depends upon the inventive genius 
of man, and no bounty will bring it about, nor will it incite further or 
more strenuous efforts in that direction. The exclusive privileges of 
a patent give greater profit to the inventor than a bounty conforred 
upon the grower, and when the process of making sugar from sorghum 
is rendered practicable it will require no bounty from the Government 
to induce the farmers to grow it. Soil and climate are the indispensa­
ble requisites for successful culture of the sugar-beet, and when these 
are found aid from the Government will not be required. 

Why should the man who raises wheat or corn or cotton be taxed to 
provide a bounty for the man who raises sugar? I do not perceive why 
the corn-grower IlliloY not as well be taxed for the benefit of the sugar­
grower as to be taxed for the benefit of the wool-grower and for the 
benefit of the manufacturer of woolen goods. The sugar-grower needs 
as much protection from the cheap labor of the West Indies and other 
sugar-growing countries as do those who manufacture glassware or 
woolen goods from what the protectionists are pleased to call the" pau­
per labor of Europe." 

But it is all wrong. It is class legislation. No industry should be 
taxed in order to increase the profits of another industry. It is not fair 
play. I do not think there is any sincere belief on the part of many 
that bounties on sugar will be long paid. Such legislation is pre­
sented at this time to let the sugar industry "down easy." I would 
not be surprised if the bounty clause was repealed at the next session 
of Congress. If there is any one who believes that bounties on sugar 
will be paid for the next fifteen years I think his credulity is far greater 
than his judgment. 

I do not wish from theae remarks to be understood as defending the 
present duties on sugar, for I am no more a protectionist at the South 
than I am at the North, and nowhere is the doctrine of "protection for 
the sake of protection'> right. I think the duty on sugar should be 
i·educed to at least the extent made in the Mills bill, but I do wish to 
be distinctly understood as protesting against the unjust discrimination 
made in the pending bill against the industries of the South. 

The majority report which accompanies this bill justifies the action 
of the committee in placing sugar on the free-list, because ''it is an 
article of prime necessity as food." ealt is also an article of "prime 
necessity as food" and is not on the free-list. It may be true that 
there is not as much salt required for family use as there is of sugar; 
but even that is doubtful. It is found in all the smoke-houses of the 
farmers and is in more universal use than sugar. Salt is used by both 
man and beast, and in all the great packing-houses of the North it is 

an article of indispensable necessity. Not long since I read the fol­
lowing statement in a newspaper: 

The great packing firm of Armour & Co., of Chica.go, import all the salt that 
they use in padring from Canada, and pay duty at the rate of 8 cents per sack 
and 12 cents per barrel; then when they have packed their pork with it and 
export their pork, they, under the ruling of the Treasury Department, receive 
their duty back on the number of pounds of salt in each barrel. This rebate I 
was informed Bmounted to nearly a million of dollars per annum. 

I do not know whether this statement is true or false, but it serves 
to show the extensive use of salt. It is not only used in packing-houses, 
but in canneries and in various k'J.Uds of manufacturing establishments 
to be found in the Northern States. If sugar is placed on the free-list 
because it is an article of prime necessity I fail to see why salt also 
should not be made free. Salt is mostly man nfactured in the North; 
sugar and molasses are mostly manufactured in the South. Rice 
is exclusively a Southern product, and has found no protection at the 
hands of the majority of the Ways and Means Committee, but foreign 
competition ha.s been invited by a reduction of the duty on this ar­
ticle. 

Cotton-growers, sugar-growers, aml rice-growers of the South cer­
tainly form no ·part of the agricultural interests to which the majority 
of the Committee on Ways and l\leans "gavemonthsof investigation." 
The South can stand it, and will submit to these unjust discrimina­
tions against her agricultural industries, with the hope that a better 
policy will prevail even with those who now shape the legislation of 
the country. 

Mr. Chairman, no more transparent fraud was ever attempt.ed than 
is now being made by the Republican party in its effort t-0 create the 
impression that the farmers of this country have been seriously dam­
aged by the importation of agricultural products from other countries. 
The grain imported from Canada and other countries for planting and 
for other purposes is a mere bagatelle to the annual surplus of grain in 
this country for which no living price can be obtained. What the 
farmer needs is relief from the so-called "protection" given to him by 
the Republican party. 

Cheapen those articles that he and his family are compelled to eat or 
to wear and the utensils with which they must work in the house and 
in the field, and upon which you now compel him to pay a tax of not 
less than 47 per cent., and you will contribute more to his happiness 
and prosperity than you will ever accomplish by excluding cabbages 
from Canada. or Spanish ponies from Mexico. When you attempt to 
discount the intellectual force and intelligence of the agriculturist~ of 
this country yon make a great mistake. They will be quick to see the 
fraud that is attempted to be imposed upon them by this tariff bill, 
and in their own way and at the proper time will let yon know it. 

I have spoken thus far in behalf of the farmer, but there are others 
who "in the sweat of their faces eat bread." The question of 1abor 
in these United States has ever been connected with revenue measures. 
No one need be told that in the early days of this Republic the only 
defense urged in behalf of a protective tariff were the benefit<J to accrue 
therefrom to our "infant industries;" and if we are to believe our Re­
publican friends the manufacturing industries of this country are still 
in theiT swaddling clothes. 

I am sure I never heard a. speech or read an article in behalf of 
a protective tariff which did not claim that hlgh protective duties 
were necessary for .American labor. The benefits that will accrue to 
American laborers form the staple arguments of all protectionists, and 
without it Othello's occupation would be gone. I have never be­
lieved that a prot~tive tariff was of any benefit to an American work­
man or to any one except the capitalist whose money was inveated in 
manufacturing industries, nor have I had the slightest apprehension 
that American labor in this country could be injured by cheap labor 
in :Europe. 

Every intelligent man is bound to admit that there have been tnore 
labor troubles in the last twenty-five years in this country than were 
ever known before. There have been more lock outs, strikes, and 
contentions of every kind between employers and employes thnn was 
ever before known, and all these things have occurred during the ex­
istence of the Morrill war tariff, the hijl;hest protective tariff that has 
ever been in existence in the United States. 

Will some protectionist explain why all this discontent and trouble 
have occurred during a period of high protection? It has been during 
this period that labor organizations have arisen. 

Men belonging to these organizations will tell you truly that the 
causes which render such organizations not only worthy, but absolutely 
necessary, are, "First, the donlina.tion of capital; second, the ine­
qualities of wealth and poverty before the law; third, the discrimina­
tions and exorbitancy of our system of taxation.'' Will any one deny 
that these causes exist? Doeq not every observing man know that they 
do exist? Yes, it is too true that the struggle for life is becoming more 
desperate and labor has been compelled to organize for resistance to 
the domination of capital. 

Mr. Chairman, these labor organizations do much good; they a.re 
educating the masses in regard to the practical questions of the day, 
and their ha.rd experience and daily observations constitute a great store 
of learning to them of far more practical value than learned essays upon 
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thesubjectofpoliticaleconomy. It was but the other day that I clipped 
from a labor paper the following: 

Another source of social disorder is the inequality of our system of taxation, 
If our direct system is vfc:ious, our indirect system is outrageous. Though tl~e 
wealth is centered in the few the taxes are borne by the many. A poor nuu?- is 
taxed upon the face value of his freehold. The bondholder and the monopolist, 

1worth untold millions and living in a brownstone front upon some fashionable 
.avenue, hand in their figures for assessment. And need I say that they are Tery 
kind to themselves? . . . . . . 

And now permit me t!> S!1-Y a W?rd m regard t~ o~r mdirect system, which is 
misnamed a protective t.ar1ff. It is only protective masmuch as it protects the 
'rich and burdens the needy. Our present tariff bas been defined, and. well, as 
a" tax which pillages the many to enrich the few." It affords protection to a 
few manufacturers upon our coast to ~he d<:tr!ment of a major~ty of our people. 
'Vhile the price of manufactured art10les is mcrea.sed, there is no corres.Ji>ond­
ing increase in wages. "A tariff discriniinates against labor in favor of capital." 

This is the truth and nothin(J' but the truth told in a few words. I 
rejoice to know that the furme~, the mec~anics, an~ all_the w_o~kers 
of this land are investigating these practical que."!t1ons m pohtics­
questions that so materially affect their business relations. and _su~ces.s 
in life-for I know they will find the truth, and trnth. will di:is1pate 
thA heresies of a protective tariff. It would be strange, mdeed, if some 
errors should not creep into these labor organizations, but we ma:y: 1ely 
with perfect confidence upon their great commo~ sense and expenence 
in practical affairs to correct their mistakes. It 18 a great error upon 
the part of some belonging to these organizations to impute the wrongs 
under which they and the whole country suffer to both of the great 
political parties now in existence. . 

The Democratic party is not justly chargeable with any of the evils 
which affiict the country. It should be remembered that the country 
is now suffering from the effects of class legislation that has been en­
acted since the Republican party came into authority, and that at no 
time since the inauguration of Mr. Lincoln in March, 1861, have the 
Democra~ had at any one period the President and both Houses ~f 
Con(J'ress and that it has not been within the power of the Democratic 
party to ~lieve the country from the evils under which it has ~uffered 
from the class legislation of the Republican party, a party which has 
faithfully represented associated capital and corporate power. 

The history of the Democratic party will show that it has ever been 
the determined foe of class legislation and bas always endeavored to 
have the Governmentsoadministered as to lighten the burden of taxa­
tion and to legislate for no particular or privileged class, but for the 
good of all, and it may be trusted _to work in the future for that for 
which it has so faithfully labored rn the past. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Chairman, no issue in American politics 
has been so much discussed as the tariff, and at no time have the peo­
pleabat.ed in their zeal in reference t~ tJ:is issue exceptwb~n.theyhave 
been confronted with the problems rncident to war. ThlS is all very 
natural been.use the greater part of our revenue raised for the support and 
maintenance of our Federal Government has always been derived from 
a tax laid upon imported goods. During the last fiscal year the aggre­
gate revenues of our Government were $387, OSO, 000, and of this sum 
$223 832,000 was collected on dutiable goods. 

sil- there are at least two very good and patent reasons why the 
tatlff

1

bas been an interesting and perplexing issue. First and primarily 
the people have always regarded the taxing power with jealousy, be­
cause they know full well that this power is one of the highest and 
most sacred with which their Representatives have to do. And, sec­
ondly, the apparently selfish m!linne; in which _these ra~ of tax have 
been laid upon different articles of import at different times bas filled 
a very large number of our tax-payers and fellow-citizens with a spirit 
of unrest and righteous indignation. 

For more than seventy years a comparatively small minority of our 
fellow-citizens have from time to time constantly clamored for special 
favor under what is known as the so-called protective systflm, and all 
legislation looking to the perpetuation of this system is deservedly 
open to the criticism that it is class legislation. It is the taxing of the 
masses of our people for the benefit of a favored class. Not o~ly is 
this so but this system bas had the effect to break down and cripple 
other ~qnally valuable industries and avocations. 

Jtlr. Webster in 1824 said: 
With me it is a fundamental. axiom, it is interwoven with all my opinions, 

that the great interests of the country are united and inseparable; that agri­
culture commerce and manufactures will prosper together or languish to­
gether,' and that al

1

l legislation is dangerous ~hicJ;i proposes to benefit one of 
these without looking at the consequences which will fall upon the others. A!l 
domestic industry is not confined to manufactures. The employments of ~g.r1-
culture, commerce, and navigation are all br0:nches o.f the same d?mest1c in­
dustry; they all furnish ~mployment tor Am.en can capital _and American labor. 
A.nd when the question is whether new duties shall be laid for the purpose of 
giving further encourageme!1 t to pa.rtic'!lar m11;nufact!1r~s e.very reasonable man 
must ask himself whether it can be given without mJusttce to other branches 
of industry. 

What Mr. Webster then portenti vely saw we now realize : the fact by 
the year 1860 our foreign commerce excelled that of any other nation 
of the world, and the art of navigation was the delight of our ~ea.­
men! After thirty years of this high-tax policy our merchant marme, 
which is the very soul of our commerce, is the mere shadow of its former 
self. Navigation with us is a lost art. Agriculture, which in 1860 
controlled aud owned one-half the wealth of this nation, perhaps does 
not to-day own and control one-fourth its wealth. 

As a. member of the Committee on Agriculture I have spent much 
time in the candid consideration of matters which affect this funda­
mental pursuit, and in my judgment the great body of our agricultural 
people are in a more unrestful and unsatisfactory condition to-day than 
ever before in the history of our country, and in this I am sure I voice 
the judgment of that committee. 

Sir, this should not be so. Agricul tore is our people's greatest and 
foremost vocation. It is the foundation of our nation's wealth. 
This is true because agriculture produces very largely the raw mate­
rials for the manufacturer, and the products of the farm and manufact­
ure constitute the very blood of commerce. Was not .Mr. Webster 
right in 1824 when he predicted that undue encouragement to partic­
ular manufactures would prove injurious to agriculture and our for­
eign carrying trade? 

After thirty years of high protective duties we are confronted with 
an object lesson, showing the condition of our three co-ordinate indus­
trial vocations, agriculture, manufactures, and commerce. One~ they 
all went hand in hand in generous rivalry; once each was the friendly 
and natural complement of the others; once they all prospered together, 
but to-day they all languish together. 

Sir they worse than languish together, because it is scarcely an ex· 
agger~tion to say that one member of this glorious wealth-producing 
triumvirate is substantially dead, our foreign carrying trade. 'Ihirty 
years ago thousands and tens of thousands of our brave fellow-citizens 
were employed in the carrying of goods to and from the -0.ifterent 
nations of the earth in American vessels. To-day our commercial great­
ness is but a memory. 

Is foreign commerce necessary now to our prosperity? Has the con­
dition of our people so changed in the past thirty years that we do not 
need commerce? But a single observation answers these questions. 
We now produce substantially one-third of the coal, iron ore, pig-iro~, 
finished iron and steel, and one-fourth the wheat that are produced m 
the world, and yet we have but the twenty-fifth part of the earth's 
population. Not only is this so, but we produce annually for export 
more than $500, 000, 000 worth of farm products, consisting in the main 
of breadstuffs, provisions, raw cotton, tobacco, and live animals. 

.Mr. Chairman~ shall we approve this high-tax bill and refuse to buy 
from the nations of the earth, and thereby encourage them to close 
their ports and markets against what we have to sell? When we re­
fuse to buy from them, they in turn will refuse to buy from us. And 
thus continues the interminable conflict in which lie the death of com· 
merce the paralysis of agriculture, and the cultivation of the most 
consu~mate selfishness among our manufacturers. [Applause.] Is it 
right that this bill should become a law and lay additional tax: bur­
dens upon an already overtaxed people and further embarrass trade 
and menace commerce, or should we retrace our steps and again place 
upon the statute-books a tariff for revenue? 

A tariff for revenue is just because it is in harmony with the wis­
dom of the fathers. They believed that our laws should be so framed 
as to do equal and exact justice to all and give special privileges to 
none. A revenue tariff properly adjusted would remove the tax upon 
raw materials out of which ships are constructed. It would graciously 
invite tens of thousands of our fellow-citizens to go forth on the sea, ,' 
and like contented atoms of life float in the arteries and veins bearing 
the rich blood of commerce. A revenue tariff would invite our blast 
furnaces, rolling-mills, iron and ateel plants to take their products,rolled, 
hammered, and bent in a thousand shapes, all useful to the need.e cf 
men and to trade their products to the people of other countries. 

Si~·. the people of South America need and want our railway iron 
and locomotives, farming implemen~ and machinery, cutlery and 
tools cotton and woolen goods, tobacco and cordage, provisions, cured 
mea~, wines, preserved fruits, flour, boots and ahoes, pianos, sewing­
machines and petroleum. In faet, they need and want almost every 
article hown to the skill and industry of our inventi>e people, and 
for these thin(J's so singularly indispensable to the uses of man they 
would most willingly trade n.s coffee, hides, raw wool, sugar, indigo, 
dye-wood, rubber, fertilizers, cinchona bark, and many other articles 
as equally indispensable to us. 

Moreover, our trade would not be confined to South America, but, 
like an endless chain of endless good, it would girdle the globe as it 
did in years long gone by. [Applause.] 

Ao-ain was Mr. Webster correct when he said that too much encour­
age~ent to particular manufactures would cause them to languish. 
The census reports show that the number of manufacturing establish­
ments in the United States increased in number 17,408 from 1850 to 
1860 and 111 715 from 1860 to 1870, and but 1, 704 from 1870 to 1880. 
The ~umber ~f manufactures increased in number sixty-five times as 
fast from 1860 to 1870 as from 1870 to 1880. The capital invested in _ 
manufacturing establishments increased from 1850 to 1860 about 90 per 
cent, I and from 1860 to 1870 more than 109 per cent. l and from 1'870 tv• 
1880 less than 33 per cent. . 

What is the leo-itimate inference to be drawn from these census facts? . 
They prove _that 

0

duri~g the revenue-tariff. yea:s both t_he number of . 
manufactnnng establishments and the capital mvested rn them had . . 
natural and healthful grow.th, but immediately aft.er the year 1860, 
when they received undue encouragement at the hands of our Govern· 
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ment, capital, in many instances, was improvidently invested in man­
ufactures. In a word, manufacturing establishments, immediately after 
1860, were not called into existence by natural and healthful condi­
tions, but very l~·rgely they were born of an artificial stimulus. 

Prior to 1860 the Government, speaking by law, said: All the in­
dustries and vocations of my people shall stand equally before the law, 
and all shall be treated with equal favor. Rubsequent to 1860 the 
Government said to the manufactures, I will protect and nourish you; 
you are my especial favorites. Thousands of our fellow-citizens, in­
fluenced by this artificial stimulus, rushed into manufacturing. And 
so we had scarcely entered upon the decade commencing in 1870 when 
we began to hear of o>erproduction. 

With overproduction came the filling of the warehouses with manu­
factured goods for which purchasers could not be found. With it came 
a crash of private fortunes which was felt in every home. With it came 
the custom of running furnaces and mills on half time or third time. 
With the shutting oftbe mills came lockouts, and with lockouts came 
tramps. Ont. of all this wreck of fortunes, perplexity, and stagnation 
succeeding 1870, and which will forever distinguish t.he decade from 
1870 to 1880, came the combine and the trust. . 

The Government's chosen beneficiaries, who are now confederated in 
combines and trusts, do not, according to the Darwinian theory, repre­
sent the survival of the fittest, but they represent the survival of the 
wealthiest and the strongest. Combines and trusts in the main are the 
direct outgrowth of our high tax: policy. The relevancy of ahigh tariff 
to trusts Is evident and simple. A high tariff prevents importations of 
protected manufactures, and t.he manufacturers, being thus protected 
from competition from abroad, enter into a combinP, or trust the prime 
objects of which are to limit the amount and supply of goods to be sold 
to the public, and .also to fix the price to be paid for such goods, with­
out reference to the cost of production, and also at the same time to as­
sail and break down all domestic competition. Thus by an unwise 
tariff policy we have brought into existenc.e combines and trusts repre­
senting vast accumulations of wealth in the bands of a few persons. 

Mr. Chairman, wealth is power. It is said in holy writ that the 
"Rich rule th the poor, and the borrower is a servant of the lender." 
The wisdom of this divine injunction is more evident to-day than ever 
before in the history of our country. The St. Louis Globe-Democrat, 
one of the leading Republican papers of the West, on the 8th day of 
lruit August, said: 
- A good many Democratic pe.pers just now are busy accusing the Globe-Dem­
ocrat and other Republican journals of inconsistency in demandina- that duties 
be lowered on articles controlled by trusts: \Ve are accused of infidelity to party 
and treachery to the ca.use of protection. The few R.epubHcan papers, too, which 
remain silent on the question, or which imagh1e the.t the individuals at the 
heads of these combines can be coaxed by honeyed phrases or app~ls to their 
honesty or patriotism to discontinue their oppression of the people, also char~e 
us with rllWness with tampering with the tarilf. 

.. * * • 
It was understood, of course, that the ta.riff' would in.crease the price of com­

modities to the consumer, butt-he expectation w11s that the domestic competi­
tion which the tariff' would create would eventually lower prices to tile foreign 
level, or near it. This wu.sthe intention of the men who first put our tariff laws 
on the national statute-book. . . . 

On no other J{round can the tariifbereasonablyandlogica,lly<lefended. With 
the entire spirit and intent of the protective policy the trust system is a.t war. 

* It * • • • * 
When Mr. Blaine, during the Presidential canvass le.st year, said that "trusts 

were private alf<1.ira," the Globe-Democrat promptly and unsparingly con­
demned that utterance. 

This journal took the same ground a year earlier when the sugar combine 
cs.me into being. \Ve said then iC trusts formed in .any commodities on which 
duties are levied could not be crushed readily without striking them a.t the cus­
tom-house, they should be struck at the.t point vigorously and remorselessly. 
This position we have maintained from that time on we.rd, and we have had the 
satisfaction of seeing nearly e'°ery conspicuous Republice.n newspaper in the 
country take this ground since then and hold it. 

.And the Republicans of Iowa in their State platform in 1889-
Resolved, That we demand of Congress the protection of Amerian industry 

when it does not Cost-er trusts and trade conspiracies. 

Mr. Chairman, the friends of a. high tariff are compelle.d by the con­
ditions which confront them to concede that the tariff has fostered 
trusts and that trusts have broken down competition. Not only is 
competition broken down so far as rival industries are concerned, but 
competition, which is the very soul of trade, has ceased to be a factor 
in the Jabor market. When individuals form a trust they cease to bid 
against each other for labor. They simply agree among themselves 
what the trust will pay for labor ; so labor must accept the wage..q fixed 
by the trust o.r go unemployed. 

Mr. Garfield, on the 6th day of March, 1878, in this House, said: 
In 1860 the burdens of national taxation were light. All our revenues, includ­

ing loans, e.m_ounted only to $76,000.000. Our expenditures were $77,000,0W, and 
our whole public debt but 865,000,000. In the year 1860.the tonnage of our ships 
upon the seas was 5,353,868 tons, which we.s more by 140,000 tons than in any 
other year of our hist<>ry before or since. Two-thirds of our imports were then 
carried in American bottoms, as were also more than two-thirds of our exports. 

Our export.s that year reached the aggregate value of S400,000,000, which was 
forty-three and a. half millions more than during any previous year. Our im­
ports were 5362,000,000, decidedly more than ;iuy other year. And I make this 
statement on the authority of David A. Wells, that in 1860 we were exporting to 
foreign countries more American manufactures than in any other year of our 
history. In a. table printed on page 10 of the report of the special commissioner 
of the revenue for 1869, it appears that in 1860 there came to thls oountry 179,000 
emigre.uts, 58,000 more than during the preceding year. 

As an exhibit of the activity and industry of our people, forty-eight hundred 
and nineteen patents were issued at the Patent Office in 1860. eleven hundred 
more than the average number for the three yea.rs preceding. In that year we 
built 1,846 miles of railroad, a. slight increase above the preceding year. The 
people of the United States consumed 332,000 tons of sugar in 1857, and in 1860 
they consumed the enormous e.mo:mt of 4.64,000 tons, more than in e.ny other 
year of our previous history. The mee.n annual consumption of tea in the 
United States, which was 16,000,000 pounds in the decade ending with 1850, was 
27,000,000 pounds in the decade ending with 1860. This certainly is an indica· 
tion that the people had something to buy with. 

From 1831 to 1851 the cotton crop of the United 8tates ranged from one mill­
ion to two and one-third million bales per annum. In the year 1860 it had risen 
to the enormous crop of 4,675,770 bales, almost a million more bales than were 
ever grown in the United States in any previous year of our history. 

I find from the census reports that in 1850 our wheat crop was 100,000,000 
bushels and in 1860 it was 173,000,000 bushels. In 18.50 we raised 592,000,000 
bushels of corn; in 1860, 838,000,000 bushels, while in 1870 we raised but 760,000,-
000. The crop of 1860 wa.s 78,000,000 bu8hels more than the.t of 1870 e.nd 346,000,-
000 more than that of 18.50. And so with several other or the great cereals. The 
crop of barley for 1860 was three times that of 1850. 'l'he crops of rye and buck­
wheat in 1860 exceeded those of 1870 as well as those of 1850. 

In 1850 the value of the American farms was three and one quarter billions 
of dollars; in 1860 it was $6,64.'5,000,000 by the census, an increase of 103 per cent., 
while the population increased but 35 per cent. during that decade. 

The value of farming implements in 1850, was $151,000,000; in 1860 it was $246,· 
000,000, an increase of70 per cent.; while during the next decade it increased 
but 42 per cent. From the statistics of manufactures given in the census I find 
that in 18.50 957,000 hands were employed; in 1860, 1,311,000. In 1850 the capi­
tal invested in manufactures amounted to $.533,000,000; in 1860, $1,009,000,000, 
an increase of 90 per cent., while the population increased but 35 per cent. The 
products of our manufactures increased in that decade $870,000,000. But the gen­
tleman tells us it was ayee.r of unusual distress. 

He spoke of the condition of the iron interest in that year. Let me tell him 
what the Iron and Steel Associations say in their report for 1577. I find on page 
~that in 1860 there were brought from Le.ke Superior to our mills in the East 
116,000 tons of ore, 51,000 tons more than In any other yee.r of our history. 

0'1 page 47 of the same report I learn that the production of anthracite coal 
in i:'ennsylva.nia in 1860 a.mounted to 9,807,000 tons, almost 800,000 tons more than 
in any previous year. 

On page 12 of the same report I find that the production of bituminous coal 
and coke for 1860 amounted to 122,000 tons, which was 3d,OOO tons more than the 

.greatest product of any preceding year. And how much pig-iron did we pro­
duce in that year? I quote from page 302 of the volume of Speeches and Ad­
dresses by 'Villiam D. Kelley-a speech made by him here January 11, 1870, in 
which he gives the product for seven or eight years; and, according to his 
speech, in the year 1860 the total product of pig-iron in this country was 918,-
000 tons. This was 130,000 tons more than the average of the six preceding years, 
yet he holds that 1860 was a. year of unusual distress. . "' . . . . . 

We can find ample ground for the sufficient protection of American manu­
facturers without distorting the history of our country. The gentleman's posi­
tion lays him open to this dangerous reply, that if the low tariff and insufficient 
volumt1 of currency of 1860 caused the alleged distress of that year, how will he 
account for what he admits, the great distress of 1877, with a much higher ta.rift' 
and three times the curreacy of 1860? 

The fact is,Mr. Cha.lrme.11,.the decade from 1850 to 1860 was one of peace and 
gene.ral prosperity. The aggregate volume of real and personal property in 
the United States in 1850 was in round millions 37,135,000,000 i in 1860 it was $16,-
159,000,000, an increase of 126 per cent., while the population mcrea.sed but 35 per 
cent. Yet to snit a theory of fine.nee we are told that 1860 was a year of great 
distress and depression of business, equaled only by the distress of the present 
year. I hold that the facts I he.ve recited establish, in so far as anything can 
be established by statistics, that the year 1860 wa.s a. year not only of genere.l 
peace, but of very general prosperity in the United States. 

.Mr. Chairman, I have ventured to quote at great length from Mr. 
Garfield iu order to prove by his splendid collation of facts that the 
charge often made that our country was not prosperous and happy 
under a revenue tariff is absolutely false. In the light of history and 
the conditions which now confront us, I contend in all sincerity that 
this so-called protective system has proven prejudicial and disastrous 
to the masses of our people. 

In 1860 our people had lived for (ourteen consecutive years under a 
tariff for revenue. In those days, when the burdens of taxation were 
light, combines and trusts, lock-outs and strikes, were things unknown. 
Sir, in those days, I repeat, our domestic manufactures were in generous 
and healthy competition. To-day many of them are banded together 
in trusts and thereby have become arrant and defiant monopolies, in 
the slimy folds of which competition has long since strangled and died . 

Under this system our manufacturers in many instances seem to have 
lost their spirit of self-reliance. Continually they clamor at the Gov­
ernment, demanding that additional taxes be laid on the great body of 
our people for their protection, and under the guise of subserving the 
public good their clamors have been barkened to until the felicity, 
harmony, and concord that once existed among.our people with respect 
to their respective callings and vocations seem to be almost lost a.nd 
destroyed. 

Sir, in conclusion I would say, let us lay a graduated income tax 
upon the wealth of the country, and in turn let us lower the tax upon the 
prime necessities of our people to the lowest point consistent with the 
raising of a sufficient revenue to pay the current expenses of our Gov­
ernment ecol!omically administered. In a word, let us remove the 
heavy burdens of taxation from the shoulders of those who are l~t 
able to bear them, and place them upon the shoulders of those who can 
and should bear them with becoming fortitude and patriotism. -Let 
us bravely these things do. When we thus shall return good and invalu­
able service to our constituents who first so graciously put confidence 
in us we will each win for himself that appellation fit for saints, "Well 
done, my good and faithful servant." [Loud applause.] 

[Mr. SHIVELY withholds his remarks for revision. See Appen· 
dix.] 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee now rise. 
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The· motion was agreed to. 

- The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PERKINS having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HOPKINS reported that the Com­
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, having had under con­
~deration the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize the 
duty on import.8, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. POST (at 10 o'clock and 40 minutes p. 
m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow at 11 o'clock a. m. 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under c1aase 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications we:re 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
DEFICIENCIES IN DEP .A.RTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a consoli­
dated and revised statement of the deficiencies forwarded for the a-ction 
of Congress during the present session, to defray the expenses of the 
1Jnited States court.sand o( minor appropriations placed under the con­
trol of the Attorney-General, to take the place of previous estimates-
to the Committee on Appropriations. · 

TUNNELING DETROIT RIVER. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
ihe Chief of Engineers, a rev<>rt of a board of engineers on the prac­
ticability and approximate cost of tunneling the Detroit River at or 
near Detroit, Mich., in compliance with the joint resolution of April 
19, 1890-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and a joint resolution of 

the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 243) for the relief of Frank Della Terre and Susan F. Della 
Terre, heirs of Peter Della Terre, deceased-to the Committee on 
Claims. · 

A bill (S. 249) providing for the completion of the public building 
in the city of Pensacola, Fla., as originally designed-to the Commit­
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 298) to increase the accommodations at the Marine Hospi­
tal at Detroit, Mich.-to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 405) for the relief of Jamea A. Terrill-to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 460) making an appropriation for the purchase of a site 
and the construction of a light and fog-signal at the month of Coquille 
River on the Paeiffo Ocean-to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (,S. 681) making an appropriation for the benefit of the estate 
of William Moss, deceased-to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1028) for the relief of William Bushby-to the Committee 
ori War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1395) to amend sections 2275 and 2276 of the Revis~ Stat­
utes of the United States, providing for the selection of lands for edu­
cational purposes in lieu of those appropriated for other purposes-to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1456) correcting the military history of David A. Park­
hurst-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1512) to erect a public building at Lima, Ohio-to the Com­
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

toms-collection district of New Orleans-to the Committee on Com-
merce. _ 

A bill (S. 3190) to establish additional life-saving stations-to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 3191~ for the relief of Albert Shell-to the Committee ob. 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3192) for tpe relief of John R. ·Blankenship-to the Com­
mittee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3498) granting a pension to G. L. Pease-to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3545) to extend and amend ''An act to authorize the Fort 
Worth and Denver City Railway Company to construct and operaoo a 
railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes "-to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A joint resolution (S. R. 62) authorizing the Secretary of War to apl 
point a board of three engineers to examine and report on a nationa­
harbor of refuge near the mouth of Delaware Bay suitable for deep­
draught vessels-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro­

duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. MASON: 

Whereas it is the opinion of a. large majority of the people Qf this country that 
tbe working classes should not be employed more than eight hours per da.y; 
and 

Whereas1 also, it is believed that by shortening the hours of labor it would 
not only give employment to a. greater number of people, but by adding time 
to the hours of leisure and recreation would improve tl:ie people, mentally and 
physically and morally; and 

Whereas the uniform eight-hour law is diffi.cu lt to enforce for reason of divers­
ity of interest, and for the further reason that the manufacturers can not well 
establish an eight-hour system in their factories unless other manufacturen fn 
their same line of business establish the same rule; and 

'Vhereas it is desirable that Congress should have full information on the 
subject in order to proceed intelligently, if possible, to bring about at as early 
date~ possible an eight-hour law : Therefore 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Labor are hereby authorized to sit during 
the vacation of the Fifty-firSt Congress, and are empowered to send for persons 
and papers, to employ an assistant sergeant-at-arms, and take evidence in regard 
to the matters hereinbefore cited, and to report to Congress at the meeting of 
the second session thereof, by bill 01" otherwise; 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SPOONER: 
_l~esolved, Tha~ the Speaker be, and b_e hereby. is1 _authorized to a.ppoh)t an !M:l­

d1t1onal Official Reporter of the House, to contmue in office until otherwise or­
dered by the House or the Speaker, during the pre&ent Congress, with a salary 
at the rate of $.5,000 per annum\ to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House until other provision sha. 1 be made for the payment of the same ; 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr . .McKINLEY: 
Resolved, That on Saturday, May 10, at the close of the legislative day, the gen 

eral debate an the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduee the revenue and eq.ualize duties on 
imports, and for other purpQses shall tern;i.inate; that on Mqnday, May 12, at 
11 o'c;!lock: a. m., the House will proceed, in Committee or the Whole, to consider 
s~id bill by paragraphs under the five-minute rule, and that the consideration 
of said l?ill shall be continued dally until Monday, May 19, at 4 o'clock p. m., at 
which time the bill and pending amendments shall be reported to the House; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: 
.Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be, nn,d hereby is, authorized 

and required to investigate and report to thi.s House what means, if any, are 
practicable to ascertain for the benefit o! the agricultural interes~ of the United 
States the cause and cure of the disease known ~eneni.tly as the "milk sick­
ness;" and to report further to this House by bill 111tendt}d t-0 carry into effect 
such investigation, if such investigation be deemed pre.cticabl~ and desirable; 

to the Committee on Agricultw;e. A bill (S. 1988) to establish a hospital and home for inebriates and 
dipsomaniacs in the District of Columbia-to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 2200) for the reliefofMaryE. Johnson-to the Committee REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
on Invalid Pensions. Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, report.8 of committees were delivered 

A bill (S. 2695) in relation to a farm for an Indian training school at to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 
Pierre, S. Dak.-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Mr. KETCHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-

A bill (S. 2741) providing for sundry light-houses and other aids to Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6448) granting 
navigation on the Great Lakes-to the Committee on Commerce. leaves of absence to clerks and emoloves in first. second, and third 

A bill (S. 2845) to estabUsh a public park at Pagosa Springs, in the class post-offices, reported as a substftufe therefor, a bill (H. R. 10086) 
State of Colorado-to the Committee on the Public Lands. granting leaves of absence to clerks and employes in first and second 

A bill (S. 2960) to authorize the building of a bridge at Pine Bluff, class post-offices; which was read twice, and referred to the Commit-
Ark., acros! the Arkansas River-to the Committee on Commerce. tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

A bill (S. 3040) to establish a public park to be called and known as Mr. LANSING, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
tbe Royal Arch Park-to the Committee on the Public Lands. favorably the bill of the House tH. R. 8605) to amend the military 

A bill (S. 3050) to provide for the purchase of a site for a military record of James B. Kirby-to the Ct'mmittee of the Whole House. 
post near Eagle Pass, Tex., and for the construction of suitable build- He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the bill 
ings thereon-to the Committee on Military Affairs. of the House (H. R. 8067) to correct the military record of John Ragan-

A bill (S. 3115) to punish the unlawful appropriation of the use of to the Committee of the Whole House. 
the property of a.not.her in the District of Columbia-to the Committee Mr. MORROW, from the Committee on Fo:reign Affairs, reported 
on the District of Columbia. favorably the following concurrent resolution of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 3127) amending an ac·t entitled "An act to constitute Lin- Resolved by the Sen.ate (the Hot'8e of .Representatives concurriny), Tha.t the Prest. 
coln, Nebr., a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the act dent, if in his opinion not incompatible with the public interests, be requested 
f J lo 1880 ·ti d 'A t t d th tat t · 1 t' to to enter into negotiations with the Governments of Great Brita.in and M¢co 

O une , , ent1 e n ac O amen e S U es in re a ion with a. view to securing treaty stipulations with those GovernmentA! for~ pre-
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, to vention of the entry of Chinese la.borers from the Dominion of Canada. and 
said port of Lincoln ' ''-to the Committe on Commerce. Mexico into the United States, contrary to the laws of the United States; 

A bill (S. 3174) con~tituting Cairo, Ill., a port of delivery in the cus- l which was referred to the House Calend~r. 
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Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was re­
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 4545) to adjudicate and pay to the 
Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians certain claims they have against 
the United States, reported as a eubstitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 10098) 
to adjudicate and pay to the Citizen band of Pottawatomie In.dians cer­
tain claims they have against the United States; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse. 

l\Ir. SIMONDS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4947) for the relief of the of­
ficers and crews of the United StatesgunboatsKineo and Chocusa-to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in­
t:roduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ROWELL: A bill (H. R.10081) to amend and supplement 
the election laws of the United States and to provide for the more effi­
cient enforcement of such laws, and for other purposes-to the 8elect 
Committee on the Election of President, Vice-President, and Repre­
sentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R.10085) to fix and regulate the duty 
on sugar of milk-to the Committee on Ways and Means. · 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R.10087) to establish the Grant Me­
morial Home at Moun~ McGregor, N. Y.-to the Committee on l\Iilitary 
Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R.10088) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Jeremiah Cleary-to the Commit­
tee on Military A1foirs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.10089) granting a pension to Ellen A. Hobbs-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R.10090) to amend the record in t.he Navy Depart­
ment of Patrick F. Lvnch-to the Committee on Military A:ffairs. 

By Mr. OWEN, of indiana: A bill (H. R. 10091) granting correction 
of muster to Granville J. Vaught-to the , Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 10092) for the relief of Sarah J. 
Vallean, of West Feliciana Parish, Lonisiana.-to the Committee on 
War Claims .• 

By Mr. WASHINGTON (by request): A bill (H. R.10093) for the 
relief of William W. Kerby-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio (by request): A bill (H. R.10094) for 
the relief oft.he estate of Abraham Daily-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10095) to place the 
name of Ida Button on the pension-roll-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10096) to place the name of May Button on the 
pension-roll-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H~ R. 10097) for the relief of Robert Williams, sergeant 
of ordnance, United States Army-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

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

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of citizens of Hill County, 'l'exas, asking 
for the passage of House bill 5353, relating to dealings in options and 
futures-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, prote.st of the Board of Trade of Hillsborough, Tex., against 
the proposed duty on Mexican ores-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ALDERSON: Petition signed by W. L. Swope, president, 
and C. P. Bradley, secretary, on behalf of the Lindside Farmers' Alli­
ance, Monroe County, West Virginia, in favor of the passage of Senate 
bill 2716, appropriating money for the improvement of the harbor at 
Galveston, Tex.-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: Petition of W. E. Boyden and 17 
others, farmers of Webster Township, Washtenaw County, Michigan, 
in farnr of the immeiliate passage of the McKinley bill-to the Com­
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: Protest against the increase of the 
tariff on breech-loading guns, table cutlery, knives, etc.-to the Com­
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest against the increase of the tariff on breech-loading guns, 
table cutlery, knives, etc.-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

AlsQ, protest of 42 cigar-makers of Marysville, Kans., against the 
increase of the tariff on tobacco-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of Adelphian Alliance, Burrell County, 
Georgia, for improvement of Galveston Harbor-to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of I. T. Smith and others. citizens of Columbia and 
Richmond Counties, Georgia, for the same improvement-to the Com­
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Universal Springs Suballiance, Washington County, 
Georgia, for the same improvement-to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of Suballiance No. 1386, Lincoln County, Georgia, 
for passage of House bill 7162 or Senate bill 2806-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of H. C. Kennady and others, of same county and State, 
for the passage of the same measures-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition from Union Suballiance, Burke County, Georgia, for 
improvement of Galveston Harbor-to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of W. L. Calley and 25 others, citizens of 
ShaJtsburgb, Mich., for the passage of House bill, known as the Conger 
bill, to prevent lard adulteration-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Petition of the watchmen in 
the United States Go"('ernment Departments, for an equalization of pay­
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia: Petition of James A. Thompson. 
of Washington County, Virginia, against increased duty on marble-to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of JamesL. Brown, of Abingdon, Va., againstincreased 
duty on marble-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURTON: Protest of the Cleveland Granite Company, against 
proposed increase of duty on granite-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CHANDLER, of Massachusetts: Petition of railway mail 
clerks in favor of House bill 6459-to the Committee on the Post-Of­
fice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of A. Starkey and others, of Armstrong 
Alliance, No. 54, Farmers' Mutual Benefit Association, of Illinois, for 
the passage of Butterworth bill-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COBB (by reqnest): Petition of M. A. Bullard and 99 citi­
zens of Coosa County, Ala., praying for the passage of House bill 7162 
or Senate bill 2806-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a petition of F. M. Gaudy and 40 others, of same county and 
State, for the same measures-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Memorial of Irwin Post, No. 190, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania, for service and de­
pendent pensions-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ily Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas: Petition of citizens of Goolesbor­
ougb, Franklin County, Texas, asking for the passage of the subtreas· 
ury bill-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. A. Rowe and others, of Cass County, Texas, for 
tbesame measure-to the Committee on Ways and Mea.ns. 

Also, petition of John 'V. Jakman and others, of Lamar County, 
Texas, for same bill-to the Committee on ·ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles Eber and others, against the bill forbidding 
the sale of railroad tickets by other than railroad agents-to the Com­
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, petition of A. P. Sanders, J. H. McOlimmens, and others, of 
Hopkins County, Texas, asking for the free coinage of silver-to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and :Measures. 

Also, petition of citizens of Delta County, Texas, asking for the pas­
sage of the subtreasury bill-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of G. W. Arlige, J. N. Duncan, and others, of Fannin 
County, Texas, for the same bill-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of R. .S. Grimes and others, of the same county and 
State, for the same bill-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON": Re~oJutions of Encampment No. 25, Union 
Veteran Legion, West Chester, Pa., requesting the passage of the per 
diem service-pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDMUNDS: Petition for perpetuation of the national-bank­
ing system-to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition from Eagle Rock, Va., for increase of duty on lime­
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EV ANS: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of Chattanooga, 
Tenn., asking for the enlargement of the public building in that city­
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FITCH: Petition of the merchants of the city of New York, 
protesting against any legislation for the purpose of discriminating 
against lard compound-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of citizens of the Third Congres­
sional district of New Jersey, for the pass:l.ge of laws for the perpetua­
tion of the national-banking system-to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. HAR~IER: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
in favor of the reopening of the League Island navy-yard-to the Com­
mittee on Naval Affairs. 



.-

"/ ~i_': ,--: .. ,_-,~~';·~=:;~~} E;;. 

'' 

i1890. CONGRESSIONAL ltECORD-HOUSE. 4363 
By Mr. HENDERSON, of Dlinois: Petition of Catherine Cain, widow 

of the late Rev. Charles Cain, and of dtizens of Bureau County, Illinois, 
~praying that said Catherine Ca.in may be allowed and paid for the serv­
'ices of her said husband as chaplain of the Yates Sharpshooters during 
the late war from the 10th day of December, 1862, until March, 1863, 
·and for a pension for said Catherine Cain as widow of said Charles 
'Cain-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: Protest of Homrich & Lehner, of Galena., Ill, against 
the increase of duty on granite-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of George H. Sharland, of Rochelle, Ill, for the same 
relief-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of 50 citizens of Grundy County, 
Iowa, in favor of the perpetuation of the national-banking system-to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. KINSEY: Petition favoring passage of Honse bill 5353, in 
relation to options and futures-to the Committee on A~iculture. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition for the passage of laws for the perpetuation 
of the nationaU.-banking system-to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. McCLAl\1MY: Petition of J. C. Boone and 11 others, from 
Duplin County, North. Carolina., asking passage of House bill 7162-
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of 59 citizeru of La. Grange, Ind., 
praying for the passage of laws for the perpetuation of the national­
banking system under which the interest of depositors is protected by 
Government supervision-to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition from 38 members of Coudersport 
(Pa..) Woman's Christian Temperance Union, praying forthe rejection 

·of the recommendation of the Senate Naval Committee for coast de­
fenses-to the Committee on Naval Aftairs. 

Also, petition of James A. Williams and 50 others, citizens of Bush 
Creek, Pa., praying for the passage of a service-pension bill-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 821, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga 
County, Pennsylvania, praying for free coinage of silver-to the Com­
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 817, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga 
County, Pennsylvania, praying for the free coinage of silver-to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights~ and Measures. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 84, Patrons of Husb:mdry, of Tioga 
~ouuty, Pennsylvania, praying for the free coinage of silver-to the 
Committee on Coinage, ·weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Grange 874, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga County, 
Pennsylvani:l., praying for the free coinage of silver-to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 705, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga 
County, Pennsylvania, praying for a duty upon certain agricultural 
products-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also1 petition of Grange No. 384, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga 
County, Pennsylvania, praying for a duty on certain agricultural prod­
ucts-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 817, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga 
County, Pennsylvania, praying for n. duty upon certain agricultural 
products-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of District Assembly No. 4, Knights of Labor, in 
favor of pure lard-t<> the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 912, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga 
County, Pennsylvania, praying for a duty upon certain agricultural 
products-to the Committee on Ways and l'IIeans. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens or Carroll County, Ohio, 
favoring early passage of the Conger bill-to the Committee on Agri­
culture. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of J. W. Higgn.<;on and 101 others, citizens 
of Polk County, Arkansas, in favor of the free coinage of silver-to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and l\Ieasnres. 

By Mr. MANSUR: Petition of L.B. Osborne and 34 others, citizens 
of Grandy County, Missouri, for a deep-water harbor on Gulf of Mex­
ico-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also (by request), petition of M. E. Frazier and 17 others, citizens 
of Carroll County, Missouri, praying for the passage of a bill to repeal 
the special limitation on pension claims of Sta.te militiamen disabled 
in the military service of the United States, and to subject them to the 
limitations of the general pension laws-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

. Also, petition of A. W. Walker and 19 others, citizens of the same 
~unty and State, for the same purpose-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of George A. Sprickard and 28 others~ citizens of Grundy 
County, Missouri, for the same measure-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. R. Elwood and 36 others, citizens of Linn County, 
Missouri, praying for the same relief-to the Committee on Invalid Pen­
sions. 

Also (by request), petition of Warren McCnllough and 49 others, o.t 
Sullivan County, Missouri, for the perpetuation of the national-bank­
ing system-to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MARTIN, oflndialla: Protest of Messrs. Holmes Brothers, of 
Portland, Ind., against the increa<;e of duty on foreign granite used for 
monumental purposes proposed by the bill (H. R. 9416) known as the 
McKinley tariff bill-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest from N. A. Myers, of Huntin,gton, Ind., against the same 
measure-to the Committee on Ways and .Means. 

Also, protest from Messrs. Barthemay & Heller, of Bluffton, Ind., 
against the same measure-to the Committee on Ways and .Means. 

By Mr. OATES: Petition of Philip King and 54 others, citizens of 
Coffee and Dale Counties, Alabama, in favor of the passage of House bill 
5353-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OWE~, of Indiana: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem­
perance Union, against liquor-selling at Castle Garden-to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of J. 0. Johnston and 27 others, residents 
of Kansas, asking for amendment.a to tlle national-banking laws-to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolution of the Wichita (Kans.) Board of Trade, ash.ring that 
Mexican lead ore be placed upon the free-list and for a reciprocity 
treaty with Mexico-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Consolidation Mining Association of Southeastern 
Kansas and Southwestern Missouri, asking that a duty of 1~ cents per 
pound on Mexican lead ore be adopted-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. . 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of George Crilly, of Castalia-, S. Dak., 
asking legislation in behalf of Des Moines River settlers-to the Com­
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of citizens of San Sal>a County, Texas, 
favoring the passage of Honse bill 5353-to the Committee on Agricult­
ure. 

Also, petition of Local Union, No. 367, United Brotherhood of Car­
penters and Joiners of America, San Antonio, Tex., for limiting work 
under Government control to eight hours-to the Committee ou La· 
bor. 

By Mr. SCULL: Memorial of Grange No. 790, of Blair County, 
Pennsylvania-, in favor of the free coinage of silver-to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and l\feasures. 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 887, of Somerset County, Pennsyl­
vania., in favor of the free coinage of silver-to the Committee on Coin­
age, Weights, and 1\Ieasures. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of William Carpenter and others, citi­
zens of Rome, N. Y., favoring passage of Ur. Lawler's resolution for 
short spelling-to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SUIO:N"DS: Petition of citizens of Connecticut, against Con­
ger iard bill-t.o the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of W. F. B. Sawyer and 63 others from 
Perquimans County, North Carolina, asking passage of bill 7162-to 
the Committee on ·ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. F. Howland and 45 others, citizens of Beaufort, 
N. C., to amend section 4233 Revised Statutes of the United States-to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. Si.\IITH, of Illinois: Petition asking relief against Mississippi 
washouts in Jackson County-to the Committee on Rivers and Har­
bors. 

By Mr. SPINOLA: Petition of New York Leaf-Tobacco Boa.rd of 
Trade against Schedule F in McKinley tariff bill-to the Committee on 
Ways and :Means. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of C. Lippitt and others, citizens of 
Rhode Island, for laws for the perpetuation of the national-banking 
system-to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. STEWART,ofTexas: Petition from 178 colored men of Grimes 
County, Tex.as, protesting against the passage of the lard-oil bill-to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STIVERS: Protest of J. W. Matthews & Co., J. A. Town­
send, W. 0. Mailler & Co., and other merchants, against the Conger 

•' 

lard bill-to the Committee on Agriculture. ; 
By l\f r. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition: of Silas D. Collie, late of 

Company D, Twenty-fifth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, I 
asking for a pension for blindness-to the Committee on InYalid Pen-
~~ , 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of George M. Tubb and others', 
at Wa>erly, Tenn., asking passage of House bill 5353-to the Commit­
tee on Agricu] ture. 

By l\Ir. WILSON, of West Virginia: Petition of Isaac R. Mowery 
and 15 others. of Delray, Hampshire County, West Virginia, in favor 
of appropriation for Galveston Harbor-to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of S. 0. Baker and 18 others, voters of same county 
and State, for same improvement-to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of R. R. Martin and B. l\L Harris, president and se<;•./ 
retary of Farmers' Alliance, No. 23, Hampshire County, West Virgi~..a, 
for the same improvement-to the Committee on Rivers and Hareors. 

Also, petition oflsaac Von Metre, for estate of Jacob Von l\fet>fe, late 
of Hardy County, West Virginia, praying that his claimjor'stores and 
supplies furnished the United States Army during the late civil war 
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be referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act-to the Com­
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Memorial of Grange No. 752, of Bradford <?ounty, 
Pennsylvania, Mking for free coinage of silver-to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of Grange 754, Patrons of ~nsbai;idry, of Bra~ford 
County, Pennsylvania, asking for certain duties on imported agricult-
ural products-to the Committee on Ways ~nd Means. . 

Also, memorial of Grange 831, of Wyommg County, Pennsylvama, 
asking protective duties on imported agricultural products-to the Com­
mittee on Ways and Means. 

SEN.ATE. 
FRIDAY, May 9, 1890. 

Prayer by Rev. CH.ABLES B. RAl\ISDELL, ofWashin~ton City. 
The Journal ofyesterday'e proceedings was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tenipore laid before the Senate a communica­
tion from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, tra~mitting reports 
from special agents of the Treasury Department at pomts on the ~ana­
dian frontier relative to the evasion of the laws for the exclusion of 
~n~laoorera . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the letter and accompanymg papers 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Immigration or 
the Committee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They should go to the Committee on Foreign Re­
lations, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter and accompanying papers 
will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and printed. 

Mr. HALE subsequently said: The papers relating to the subjec~ of 
immigration which were just now sent to the. Committee ~n F~reig_n 
Relations cover a subject that the new Committee on Immig~at1on IS 
now considering. Undoubtedly heretofore, before that committee was 
created all matters of that sort naturally went to the Committee on 
Foreig~ Relations but a commit~ to consider the specific subject of 
immigration, contract laoor, and all the things per~ining_ to the g.reat 
subject of immigration bas taken such papers at this sess10n, I thmk. 
I suggest to the Senat.or fram Ohio under those circu~!~mces (I have 
no feeling aoont it) whether the. work bad better be diviqed. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not obJect to a reference to the Committee on 
Immigration if that course has been pursued, but I know a gi:eat num­
ber of petitions and papers of various kinds in regard to the i°!migra­
tion of ·Chinese and Chinese laborers have gone to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and the whole matter is no'! in. the bands of a sub­
committee of that committee. I am perf~tly md1fferent, however, as 
to which committee shall take charge of the subject. I think perhaps 
the papers had better lie on the tabte for the presentl. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the particular paper? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The indorsement will be again stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. "A letter from the Assistant Secretary of the 

Treasury, transmitting copies of reports !rom special agents of the Treas­
ury Department at points on the Canadian frontier relative to the eva­
sion of the laws for the exclusion of Chinese laborers." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo1·e. Similar communications and papers 
on the same subject have hitherto been referred to the Committee on 
Immi!Zl'ation. but at the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio this was 
referr~d to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. I should think, from the accounts of that poor and 
unhappy Chinaman who was last heard of on ~iagar:i- bridge, fright­
ening two great nations for fear he should get mto either one or the 
ot!ier of them, that the Committee on Coast Defenses would be the 
prop~r one. [Laughter.] . 

The PRESIDENT pro tmnpore. Unless there is some motion to the 
contrary--

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no preference as to which course is taken. 
If these papers are referred to the Committee on Immigration I will 
see that the other papers before the Committee on Foreign Relations 
are sent to that committee, if that seems to be regarded as the proper 
committee. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. All the responses, I think, to the resol.u­
tion which I introduced originally have been referred to the Commit­
tee on Immigra.tion. 

The PRESIDENT p1·0 tempo1·e. If there be no objection, the order 
of reference to the Committee on Foreign Relations will be reconsid­
ered and the communication and the accompanying papers will be re­
ferred to the Committee on Immigration and printed. It is so ordered. 

PETITIONS .A.ND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of Clay 
Centre, Kans., praying for an amendment to the interstate.commerce 
law, rel& ing t-0 the sale of liquors; which was referred to the Commit­
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Col. D. M. Jones Post, No. 172, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Tyrone, Pa., praying for the p~ge 
of the dependent-pension bill; which was referred to theComnntteeon 
Pensions. . 

He also presented a pe~tion of c~tizens of AI:gentine, Kans., praym~ 
for the admission of Me:ncan ores mto the Uruted States free of dutt; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a peti~on of 1~ citizens ~f Ot­
tumwa, Iowa, praying for the passage of a bill grantin~ a pension to 
Sanford Kirkpatrick; which was referred to the Committee on Pen-
sions. . 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a communication from W~lham D. War­
ner consul of the United States at Cologne, Germany, m regard to an 
appropriation for clerk·hire at that consulate, accompanied by a com­
munication from F. 0. St. Clair, chief of the Consular Bureau. I move 
the reference of these papers to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BUTLER. I also present a petition signed b! a num_ber of 

colored people of Williamsburgh Co~nty, South .carolu~a, praymg for 
an appropriation to enable them to emigrate to Africa, wh~ch 1S accompa­
nied by an indorsement of a number of col~r~d and white people as to 
the respectability and character. of the ~ti~ioners. I move that the 
petition lie on the table, as the bill to which it relates has not yet been 
referred. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I present resolutions adopted by the Johnson 

County Farmers and Laborers' Union in regard to the stringency in 
money and the much consequent. distress, reciting that ~he United 
States Government is alone authorIBed to make money which shall be 
a leaal tender, whether it be by stamp upon paper, silver, or gold, aQd 
that the value of the three commodities, when used as money, depends 
entirely upon the stamp of the Government making it a legal tender; 
that the money advanced by the Government upon its own bonds to the 
holders thereof has furnished a good and acceptable currency through 
which most of the exchanges are made; that the present stringency is 
due to the continued contraction of money in circulation from about 
552 per capita in 1866 toabout$6 at the present time; that it is of very 
great consequence to national and individual interests that c:edit should 
be established where merited, as far as is safe and practicable; that 
the Governme~t can da this without any risk to itself, upon much of 
the property of the country, as it is now doing upon its own bond~, 
upon which it is paying interest, and that loans upon a property basJS 
would furnish all the money needed, without cost to the Government, 
and a fair interest paid by the borrowers would give to the Government 
for the use of its credit.a in bills a large income; and therefore resolv­
ing in favor of the passage of a law enabling farmers and others holding 
real estate to borrow money of the Governmen~ secured b:y farm and 
real·est.ate mortgages to half theircash value, at 1 percent. mterestper 
annum, for twenty years, the same as national banks now borrow money 
of the Government. 

I move that the resolutions be referred to the Commi.ttee on Finance. 
The motfon was agreed to. 
Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of William Ulrich and 100 

others ~tizens of the State of w;sconsin, praying for the passage qf 
House' bill 5353, in relation to dealing in options and futures; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Heman A. Brown, in be~alf of 
the committee of ex-Union prisoners of war, of .Milwaukee, WIB., re­
monstrating against the passage of the Morri!l pen~ion bill, and also 
against the disregard of the appeals of ex-Umon prisoners of war for 
relief for sufferings and other wrongs; which was referred to the Com­
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Rev. J. Lackey and 27 others, 
citizens of Guernsey, Iowa, and the petition of the First Presbytery of 
Ohio, officially signed, praying for the reconsidera.tion and passage of 
the Blair educational bil1: which were ordered to he on the table. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a resolution of C~pital Gr~nge, Pa~rons of 
Husbandry, Dover, Del., infavorofthefreecomage ofsilver; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. , 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of the National Womans 
Christian Temperance Union, praying fo; the ~a.ssa~e of a law.to pro­
hibit the sale of liquors at places of landmg of immigrants; which was 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a memorialoftheMnnufacturers' Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying the ad.option of th~ specific. and ad v~lor~m 
duties upon cotton hosiery fixed m the pendmg McKmley tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr TURPIE from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re­
ferred the bill (H. R. 9041) to increase the ~ension of William Hamill, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was ~efe~red 
the bill {S. 3302) for the relief of Charles W. Geddes, reported it with­
out amendment, ll.nd submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am instructed by the Committee on Claims to 
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