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e of this bill are quite justified in asking that the Senate
shall, in its ordinary way, centinue the consideration of the bill
reasonably and continuously until the end is reached.

Mr. CHANDLER. To that course I do not propose fo make
any objection.

%he RESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that the further con-
sideration of the pending bill be postponed until Monday next,
the bill holding its place as the unfinished business in the Sen-
ate, and that at 2 o'clock on that day the bill be proceeded with.
Is there objection? The Chair hearsnone, and it is so ordered.

Mr. HOAR. Isuggest to the Senator from Delaware, when
the minority report eomes in, which will be, I understand,
within a day or two at any rate, that the majority report and the
views of the minority be printed together for the convenience of
the Senate.

Mr, GRAY. Of course, it is understood that the majorityre-

rt—and the Senator has been a member of the committee

onger than I have been—is a favorable report of the bill with a
reference to the House report.

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to have the two reports together
if there is no objection. The majority of the committee has, as
I understand, adopted the House report, and it will be more con-
venient, instead of having separate documents, to have the two
together. Therefore I ask an order of the Senate, if there be no
objection, that when the minority report comes in the two re-
ports may be printed together for the use of the Senate.

The PRES]I.JDEN,T pro tempore. 1f there beno objection that
order will be made. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.
‘What is the further pleasure of the Senate?

Mr. GORMAN. Imove that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to, and (at 2 o’clock and 35 minutes p.
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, January
10, 1894, at 12 o’clock m.

: CONFIRMATIONS.
Ezeeutive nominations confivined by the Senate January 4, 1894.
ASSAYER.

Guy Bryan, of Missouri, to be assayer in charge at the United
States assay office at St. Louis, in the State of Missouri.

= COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE.

Charles Speck, of Missouri, to be collector of internal revenue
for the first district of Missouri.

Webster Withers, of Missouri, to be collector of internal reve-
nue for the sixth district of Missouri. :

- POSTMASTER.

James Kleckner, to be postmaster at Mifflinburg, in the county
of Union and State of Pennsylvania.

Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 9, 1894.
UNITED STATES MARSHAL.

Albert A. Wilson, of the Distriet of Columbia, to be marshal

of the United States for the District of Columbia.
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY.

John H. Senter, of Vermont, to be attorney of the United
States for the district of Vermont.

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE.

Samuel A. Townes, of South Carolina, to be collector of inter-
nal revenue for the distriet of South Carolina.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
TuEsSDAY, January 9, 1894.

The House metat 11 o’clock a. m., and wascalled toorder by the
Speaker. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. »
hedJ ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. MCKEIGHAN. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably absent

esterday, on account of sickness. Had I been present I would

ve voted, as I have heretofore voted, for the consideration of
the report of the Committee on Rules. '

EXPENSES OF COMMISSIONER OF RAILROADS.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communica-
tion from the Commissioner of Railroads, recommending an in-
crease in the estimate for traveling expenses for his office for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; which was ordered to be
printed, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO,

ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS, DISTRICT OF CO-
LUMBIA.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a com-
munieation from the Attorney-General, recommending that the
appropriation for the compensation of assistants to the United
States attorney for the District of Columbia be increased; which
was referred to the Committes on Appropriations, and ordered
to be printed.

FINDINGS OF CQURT OF CLAIMS.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a copy of the findings of
the Court of Claims in the cases of William Chasteen and Mar-
garet Garrison against the United States; which was referred
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

; By unanimous eousant‘, leave of absence was granted as fol-
OWS:

To Mr. BUNN, for tendays, on account of sickness in his family.
- g]‘%}lr. PAGE, for three days, on account of a death in his
a) >
To ilr. MoNEY, for two weeks, on account of important busi-
ness. X

ROADS AND STREETS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com-
mittee on Appropriations to reporta bill (H. R. 5102) making ap-
propriations to provide for the construction of county roads and
suburban streets in the District of Columbia, and to ask unani-
mous consent for its present consideration.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr, CoMP-
70N}, from the Committee on Appropriations, usks unanimous
consent for the present consideration of the bill which he now
reports from that committee.

The bill was read at length,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for
the present consideration of this bill. TIs there objection?

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, that bill has never been re-
ported by any committee.

The SPEAKER. It is reported by the Committee on Appro-
priations this morning. .

Mr. KILGORE. I object. <

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE]
objects. The bill will be printed and referred to the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

PRESENTATION OF A PETITION.

Mr. APSLEY. Mr.Speaker,I have here a petition signed by
Samuel Irving and 4,038 other workingmen of g‘?tchburg, Mass.,
protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill. It is a
nonpartisan petition and it is signed by both Democrats and Re-

ublicans in about equal numbers. It is the voice of more than

our thousand heretofore prosperous workingmen of one place
speaking out against the passage of this deceiving bill, which is
satisfactory to no one, not even the committee that presents it.
I would like to have the preamble and resolutions printed inthe
R#CoRD, and ask unanimous consent therefor.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that
the preamble and resolutions may be printed in the RECORD.
Is there objection?

Mr. SNODGRASS. I object. .

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it is wholly
unusual to print these things in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

CALL OF COMMITTEES FOR REPORTS.

The commititees were then called for reports, but no reports
of a public character were presented.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had ., with amendments, joint
resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to permit the owners of cattle and horses transporting them
into Mexico to reimport same into the United States at any time
before May 1,18%4, and for other purposes; in which the concur-
rence of the House was requesbe‘f.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House
was requested:

A bill (S. 69) to grant to the State of Oregon townships 27, 28,
29, 30, and 31 south, in ranges 5 and 6 east of the Willamette
meridian, in the State of Oregon, for a public park;

A Dblll (S. 79) to authorize a corrected patent to be issued for
the donation land claim of Wheelock Simmons and wife;

A bill !E 418) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of
William E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the
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United States of his invention relating to projectiles, for which
letters patent were ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852; and
A billp{s. 13177) for the relief of William Hendershott, of Butte-
ville, Oregon.
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

A bill [H.%%. 3289) to authorize the New York and New Jersey
Bridge Companies to construct and maintain a bridge across the
Hudson River between New York City and the State of New
Jersey;

A bylll (H. R. 71) for the relief of purchasers of timber and stone
lands under the act of June 3, 1878; and

A bill (H. R. 2796) relating to the disqualification of registers
and receivers of the United States land offices, and making pro-
vision in case of such disqualification.

THE TARIFF,

The SPEAKER. Under the order made yesterday, the House
will now resolve itself intothe Committee of the ole House
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the
bill, the title of which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows :

A bill (H. R.48) to reduce taxation,to provide revenus for the Govern-
ment, and for other purposes. .

The order adopted yesterday is as follows :

Resolved, That after the passage of this resolution the Honse shall meet
each legislative day at 11 o'clock a. m. That beginning to-day without in-
tervening motion, except conference reports and reports from the Commit-
tee on Rules, the Journal shall be read, business under clause 1 of Rule
XXIV shall be disposed of, the Speaker shall call the committees fnrriwerta,
and then the Housa2 shall resolve itsell into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4564)
“to reduce taxation, to provide revenne for the Government, and for other

n

pu'l{hab general debate on said bill shall be limited to the hour of adjournment
on Saturday, the 13th of January: that on Monday, the 15th January present,
gaid bill shall be read through. and shall from day to day be open to amend-
ment in any part thereof.

That on Monday, the 23th day of January, at the hour of 12 o'clock m., said
bill, with all amendments recommended by or that may be pending in the
Committee of the Whole, shall be reported to the House; that two hours’
debata be then allowed. and then the previous question shall be considered
ordered upon pending amendments and the bill to its passage; that without
other motion the voce shall then be taken on pending amendments, on the
engrossment and third reading, on a motion to recommit with or withont
instructions shounld such motion be made, on the final passage of the bill,
and on a motion to reconsider and lay on the table.

That beginning m-daf. at the hour of 5:30 o'clock each day the House
shall take a recess until 8 o'clock. the evening session to be devoted to ﬁm .
eral debate on said bill only. General leave to print remarks on said bill is
hereby granted.

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, with Mr.
RicHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair.

[Mr. WILSON of West Virginia addressed the committee.
See Appendix.] - z

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to aquestion of per-
sonal privilege. T

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. In brief, answering the remarks made by
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON]in response to
a question submitted to him during his s h by myself, and
for which answer he subsequently apologized, I desire to say
that I charged his remarks to his associations with slavery be-
fore the war and to some of his present associations on that side
of the House, and consequently accept his apology.

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I hope the gentleman will
not make me think that my apology was due rather to myself
than to him. - i

Mr. BURROWS.  Mr. Chairman, the measure now under
consideration has for its avowed object a radical modification of
the tariff act of 1890. Itinvolves not only achangeof rates, but
acomplete reversal of an economic policy. The law of 1850 was
enacted not only with a view of securing revenue for the sup-
port of the Government, but for the further purpose of giving
encouragement to the creation of new enterprises and protee:
tion to American industries and American workmen against un-"
equal and injurious foreign competition.

its practical workings it accomplished both these results.
ACT 1800 AND REVENUE. -

That act went into effect October 6, 1890, and as a measure for
revenue it met, so long as its operation was undisturbed, the
needed re%uirements of the Government. This appears by the
following financial statement from the Treasury Department of
“Receipts and expenditures” for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1801, and subsequent years.

r

Receipts and expenditures of the Gonéru?imﬂfor the flscal years 1591 L8 1893 in-
‘ ve.

Total expendi- [Excess of rev-
tures, including| enue over ex-
pre

Total revenue.
minm. ] penditures.

Year.

$365, 773, 605, 85
345, 023, 330, 58
333, 477, 054. 49

£24, 838, 541,98
9,014, 453. 66
2, 340, 674,20

$302 612, 47.31
354,937,784. 24
385, 818, 628,78

From this it will be observed that during each of these years

the revenues derived under the act of 1890 were somewhat in

excess of governmental needs.

Since the 1st of July, 1893, however, there has been a
marked decline in the public revenues until they have actually
fallen below the requirements for the public service. During
the first six months of the present fiscal year, viz, from July I,
1893, to January 1, 1894, the total reczipts amounted to onl
$151,715,444, as against $194,251,640 for the corresponding peri
of 1892, showing a falling off in the revenues to the amount of
$42,535,605. The same ratio of loss continued throughout the
current fiscal year would resulf in an alarming deficiency.

I venture to suggest, however, in this connection, that this de-
cline in the public revenues during the present fiscal year is not
attributable to any defect in the law of 1890, but rather to the
general derangement and prostration of business throughout the
country. The ascendency of a political part.{r pledged to the de-
struction of our protective policy has not only crippled and sus-
pended the operation of our domestic manufacturers, but the im-
porter of foreign fabrics naturally curtails his importations in
the hope of securing their admission into our markets upon more
favorable conditions.

I confidently assert that if the election of 1892 had resulted in
the retention of the Republican party in power, accompanied as
it would have been with the assurance of the continuance of the
American poliey of protection, the effect upon the public reve-
nues as well as the general prosperity of the country would have
been entirely reversed. [Applauseon the Republican side.] In
support of this opinion I beg leave to refer to the report of the
Secietary of the Treasury of December 5,182, wherein he esti-
mates the revenues of the Government under the act of 1890, for
the fiscal yearending June 30, 1894, as follows:

FPOmeuBONe: = o ue o e e $210, 000, 000. 00

From internalrevenue . o . ___. 175, 000, 000Z 00

From miscellaneous sources .....-.o........... 20, 000, 000, 00

From postalseryice .. . o i o il 85, 125, 365. 38
Total estimated revenue....__._.________ 480, 121, 363, 38

The Secretary also estimated the total expend- )

itures of the Government for the fiscal year

ending June 30, 1894, exclusive of the sinking

T e e e e e e 457, 261, 335. 33

Leaving an estimated surplusof .. __..._....__. 32, 860, 030. 05

This estimate was made, however, upon the supposition that
the act of 1890 was to remain undisturbed. In connection with
these estimates the Secretary took the precaution to say in his
report:

The estimated recelpts are based upon conditions prevailing prior to the
late election. Public opinion having directed a change of policy, particu-
larly in the tariff laws, the altered conditions resulting therefrom render it
impossible at the present time to estimate the annual income with any
marlked degree of accuracy, and it is impossible to predict the effect that
such proposed radical changes would have upon the future revenues of the
Government.

Under all of the circumstances it would be inappropriate in me to under-
take to make an estimate other than as already stated, but it is not out of
place to remark that the business community haﬂngea full knowledge of
proposed tariff reductions, the inevitable result will a falllng off in im-

tations and a corresponding decrease in the revenues. The extent of this
ecrease no one will be able to measure until business shall again adjust
itself 1o new conditions.

A careful review of all the facts fully justifies the opinion that the large

increase of receipts ascribed to the marvelous prosperity of the country un-

der the g)resent revenue system would, if continued, enable the Department
during the coming tiscal year to meet all obligations without the slightest
impairmentof its cash, and thereafter continue to show a material improve-
ment in its condition. .

President Harrison in his last annual message joined in this
apprehension when he said:

It is possible also that this uncertainty may result in decreased revenues
from custom duties, for our merchants will make cauticus orders for for-

goods in view of the prospect of tariff reductions and the uncertainty
as to when they will take effect.

I think, therefore, it may be confidently asserted that if the
act of 1890 could have been undisturbed in its operation by public
assurance of its continued enforcement instead of pubiic appre-
hension of its early repeal, it would have yielded sufficient rev-
enue to have met the ordinary expenses of the Government and
thus accomplish one of the chief purposes for which it was en-
acted. If, however, it had failed to yield the full measure of

.
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such requirement the deficiency could have easily been supplied
without disturbing the business interests.of the country by a
general revision of the tariff.

ACT OF 13% AND PROTECTION.

As a measure of protection to American industriesand Ameri-
can labor, the act of 1890 in its results more than justified the
prediction of its friends. That it would stimulate the develop-
ment of new entetprises and promote the growth of established
industries was confidently asserted, but that its beneficent effect
would be so quickly manifest and so marvelous exceeded the
highest hopes of the most sunguine. It induced capital to em-
bark in untried ventures, enlarged the field of‘labor’s profitable
employment, augmented our domestic and foreign trade, and
quickened with a new life the manifold industries of all our

ople.

P?esident Harrison only affirmed the truth of history whenin
‘his last annual message to Congress he said:

So high a degree of prosperity and so general a diffusion of the comforts
of life were never before enjoyed by our people.

This exultant declaration made but a little over one year ago,
indredible as it seems in the midst of present appalling condi-
tions, was nevertheless grounded on indisputable facts.

The American Economist, a journal of the highest character,
in its issue of October 22, 1802, published the result of a partial
census of the industrial growth of the country under the act of
1890, which disclosed thatfrom the time thatact went into effect,
October 6, 1890, 345 new industries had been established in the
United States and 108 existing plants extended and improved,
demanding an increased outlay of $40,499,050 in capital and the
employment of 75,000 additional laborers, In the textile indus-
tries alone, during the first six months of 1892,135 new factories
were built, comprising ;

40 cotton mills(21 of which werelocated in the Southern States),

48 knitting mills,

26 woolen mills,

15 silk mills,

4 plush mills, and

2 linen mills.

In September, 1882, there were 15,200,000 working spindles, an
increase of 660,000 over 1891; whileduring the year 1891, Ameri-
can mills consumed 2,396,000 bales of cotton in the manufacture
of domestic fabries; it required 2,534,000 bales in 1892, showing
an increased consumption of 188,000 bales in a single year, -

The report of the commissioner of labor for the State of New
York discloses the astounding fact that in 67 different indus-
tries in that State the value of the increased output in 1891
over 1890 was $31,315,130.68, involving an increased bestowment
of wages of $6,377,925.09.

By the labor report for the State of Massachusetts it appears
that 3,745 industries in that State paid to labor in 1891 $129,-
416,248, against $126,030,303 in 1890, an enlarged expenditure of
33,335,3}15 in wages alone, with an increase of 7,346 employés and
an augmented investment of capital to the amount of 89,932,490.

But, marvelous as was this development, yet nowhere in the
field of our industrial achievements was the triumph of our pro-
tective system more completely vindicated than in the creation
of the American tin-plate industry. It is as astounding as it is

ratifying. The report of Mr. Ayer, the special agent of the
E‘réasnry Department, shows that this industry has been sub-
stantially created in this country as one of the results of the act
of 1890. On the Ist day of July, 1891, there was practically no
manufacture of tin plate in the United States.

Pounds.

From July 1, 1891, to September 30, 1891, 5 manufac-

fortesprodused - = LT 826, 922
From October 1, 1891, to December 31, 1891, 11 fac-

F01 a8 PO CBA! T e e 1, 409, 821
From January 1, 1882, to March 31, 1892, 20 factories

produced .. _.__ A L R e 3, 209, 225
From April 1, 1892, to June 30, 1892, 26 factories pro-

(113 T e S e e e R e S e e R 8, 200, 751

Making a total production during the first year
under vhe operation of this lawof _.....____. 13, 646, 719

From July 1, 1892, to September 30, 1802, 32 factories

o L e S e B R 10, 952, 125
From October 1, 1892, to December 31, 1892, 32 fac-
tories produced . - - oo oS o 19, 756, 491

From January 1, 1893, to March 31, 1893, 33 factories

29, 566, 399

4 | 39, 543, 587
Making a total production for the second fiscal

e O e e e e 99, 819, 202

To this should be added the amount of American sheet iron
and steel made into articles and wares, tin and terne plated,
during the same period, which amounted for the year ending
June 30, 1892, to 5,620,867 pounds, and for the year ending June
30, 1893, to 8,802,621 pounds, making an aggregate manufacture
of tin and terne plates in the United States during the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1892, of 19,267,556 pounds and for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1893, of 108,621,883 pounds, or & total in
two years of 127,889,469 pounds.

In view of this marvelous development, Mr. Ayer was justi-
fied in saying in his report of October 24, 1892:

It would seem entirely within the r:ﬁlﬁe of possibilities that during the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1834, which will ba the third year that the law
will have been enforced. the United States will produce an &mount of tin
and terne plate equal to its own consumption, and nearly all of which will
be made from American black plates.

Yet in the report of the committee this great and growing in-
dustry is characterized as a ** bogus enterprise.”

What is true in the tin-plate industry is equally exemplified
in other interests.

But itis not necessary tomultiply instances. I mightconsume
the hour in summoning an array of unimpeachable witnesses to
the potent influence of the act of 1890 ia establishing and main-
taining increased indusfrial development and promoting the en-
larged employment of labor with the resultant prosperity and
h ;pguness to all our people. In no single particular did the act
of 1890 fail fo secure the beneficent results its authors designed,
and every proohecy of ill in which its enemies indulged utterly
failed of fulfillment. ~

You said it would develop no new industries—it created them
by the hundreds. You said it would bring no resultant bene-
fits to our workmen—it secured for them enlarged employment
and increased wages. You said it would enhance the cost of the
Frotected article—it cheapened it to the consumer. You said,

t would diminish our foreign trade—it angmentedit in 1892 to
$1,857,680,610, an increaseover the previous year of $123,283,604.
Yousaid it would shut out our products from foreign markets—
our export trade increased $145,797,388, swelling its volume to
$1,030,278,148, the largest ever known in the history of the coun-
try and exceeding the value of our imports by $202,875,686. You
said it would paralyze our domestic trade—it was never more
vigorous than in the years immediately following its enactment.
And so every prophecy of ill found swift and complete refutation
in increased industrial activity on every hand and enhanced in-
dividual and national prosperity. [Applause.]

PRESENT DEPRESSION NOT CAUSED BY ACT OF 15%.

We are therefore justified in asserting that the act of 1890,
could its permanency have been assured, would have accom-
plished the double purpose for which it was enacted—revenue
and protection. ;

It may be answered, however, that the tariff actof 1890 hasbeen
in continuous operation since its enactment and is still in foree,
and yet under it revenues have declined and industries decayed.
Conceding this to be true, we deny that the existing deplorable
condition of the country is attributable in any degree whatever
to the law itself.

The McKinley tariff never closed a mill in the United States
[a})pla.use]. shut up a mine, stopped a wheel [applause], blew out
a furnace fire, or drove a single workman into the streets. [Ap-
plause.] This general %aralysis of business throughout the coun-
try comes solely from the ascendency of a political party pledged
to the repeal of the act of 1890, and the substitution therefor of
a tariff divested of all protective features. 'With such a party in
full control of the Government is it any wonder that domestic
munufacturers suspend operations until advised of the conditions
under which they must market their output?

Business prudence dictated the suspension of the manufacture
of domestic fabries with high-priced labor until the conditions
should be determined upon which the foreign competing prod-
ucts should be permitted to enter our markets. Importers nat-
urally limited their orders to the strict necessities of trade in
anticipation of more favorable conditions. Andsomanufacturer
and importer alike prudently suspended business until the
Democratic partyshould fix the terms upon which they would be
permitted to resume. When the judge pronounces the sentence
of death on the convicted felon there is no change in the law,
but the vietim is apt to lose interest in human affairs. [Laugh-
ter.] Onanocean voyage the chart and compass may remain un-
disturbed, but with a madman at the wheel and a lunatic on the
bridge [laughter| the interest of the passengers will be chiefly
centered in the sugply ol life-preservers. [Laughter.]

This industrial depression came, therefore, not as the result of
existing tariff rates, but from an apprehension (it seems now to
have been well founded) that these rates were to be so modified
as to overthrow and destroy our protective policy, exposing our
domestic manufacturers to a ruinous foreign competition and in-
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sugurate in this country an era of free trade with all its attend-
ant evils.

How easily you might demonstrate the beneficial effects of
restored confidence. You have but to abindon the policy upon
which you have entered, recommit this bill, and permit ex-
isting tariff regulations to remainundisturbed, and all our indus-
tries will quickly revive. [Applanse on the Republican side.]
But such an exhibition of wisdom and patriotism is not to be
expected of a party pledged to * tarifi reform,” and American
workmen must tramp and starve, great industrial plants must
go into disuse and decay, while the Democratic party is at-
tempting to secure revenue from imported goods without con-
ferring protection upon Amevican capifal and American labor.
[Renewed applause. ] .

DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM, 1502,

And this brings me to the consideration of the general char-
acter and purposes of this bill. The Democratie party, in its
national platform of 1892, declared, ** Wedenounce Republican
protection as a fraud. * * *  We declare it to be a funda-
mental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal Goy-
ernment has no coanstitutional power to impose and collect tarift
duties except for the purposes of revenue only.” .

No political F&rty in the United States in its public declara-
tion of principles was ever before bold enough to assail a pro-
tective tariff as unconstitutional, and no parallel fo this extreme
declaration can be found in the whole history of our country out-
side of the South Carolina ordinance of nullification. And in
this connection it is curious to note the close harmony between
the two declarations.

SOUTH CAROLINA ORDINANCE OF NULLIFICATION.

Whereas the Congress of the United States by various acts gﬁrporﬂngt.o
be acts laying duties and imposts on foreign imports, but reality in-
tended for the prowection of domestic manufacturers—hath extended its
just powers under the Constitution: We, therefore, the people of the State
of South Carolina, in convention assembled, do declare and ordain and itis
here)y declared and ordained, that the several acts and parts of acts of the
Congrress of the Unired States purporting to be laws for the imposing of
duti=s and imposts on the importation of forsign commodities—are unau-
thorlized by the Constitution of the United States and violate the true
meaning and intent thereof, and are null, void, and no law.

It will be seen, therefore, that the ground on which the Demo-
cratic nullifiers stood in 1832, and from which they were driven
by the stern patriotism of Gen. Jackson, is at last reoccupied in
1802, sixty years later, in forece, by the whole Democratic party.
And it is not difficult now to understand the alacrity with which
the Northern Democracy obeys the command to.take position in
support of the unconstitutionality of a protective tariff and the
coniidence with which it seems to be inspired, reénforced as it
is by the Southern wing of the Democratic party (now unhap-

ily dominating the Republic) which evinced its deep-seated
Eos‘. ility to the princi]ille of protection by ingrafting in its Con-
federate constitution the following expressed inhibition:

Conigress shall have power to lay and collect taxes. duties, and exclses for
reveaue only, necessary to pay debts, vide for the common defense, and

on the goverament of the Confederate States; but no bounties shall
be giranted from the treasury, nor shall any durles or taxes or importations
fron: foreign nations be laid to promote or foster any branch of industry.

It is not surprising, therefore, to find the Democratic party
in 1862, with its two wings reunited, the South in the lead,
moving under the Confederate binner of free trade to fhe com-
plete overthrow of our protective system.

THE ISSUE BETWEEN PARTIES.

Bofore proceeding further in this debate it is well to note the
exact point in controversy between the two contendi olitical
forees. It may be safely asserted that both parties eve in
raising some portion of the needed revenues for the support of
the Government by imposing duties on foreign produets coming
into our markets, and the only points at issue are:

First. The eclass of articles upon which these duties shall be
levied; and

Second. The rate of duty they shall bear.

On the one hand, the Democratic party insists that revenue
is the only Jawful purpose for which any duty can be imposed
and that such exactions therefore must be for revenue only, re-
gardless of the conditions or necessities of American industries
or American labor: and to that end they would admit free of
duty, indiscriminately, all Prodncts which they are pleased to
denominate ‘‘ raw material,” and impose a rate of duty on manu-
factured articles sufficiently low to insure their importation into
our market, and thereby secure the only purpose of a Democratic
tariff, namely, * revenue.” -

On theone hand, the Republican parfy believesin a tariff which,
while yielding revenue for the supportof the Government, shall
at the same time be so adjusted as to promote the establishment
and maintenance of domestic industries and the protection of
American workmen; and to that end would admit free of duty
all articles raw or manufactured (except luxuries) coming from
any place on the face of the globe, the like of which are not or
can not be advantageously producedin this country, and impose

dutieg only on the things we do or can produce and make that
rate high enough to measure the difference between the cost of
the foreign and domcstic product, and by that means stimulate
the development of all our resources and insure the employment
of all our people.

Circumscribed within these narrow limits lies the whole fleld
of the controversy, and on this ground the contending political
foices confront each other in open and determined hostility.
The Republican party stands, I believe, securely intrenched
behind the bulwark of the American policy of protection and
will resist to the last the combined forces of free trade from
whatever quarter, they may come, confident of ultimate and tri-
umphant support by the enlightened judgment of the American
people. [Applause on the Hepublican side.]

CONSTITUTIONALITY OF A PROTECTIVE TARIFF.

In making this assault upon our protective system the Demo-
cratic party seeks to justify its course upon the theory expressed
in its Chicago platform and reitervated in the report of the ma-
jority, “That the Federal Government has no constitutional
power to collect tarift duties except lor the purpose of revenue
only:"” and that as the existing tariff is conflessedly constructed
for the purpose of securing both revenue and protection, it be-
comes necessary to readjust the schedules of duties to a revenue
basis, and so avoid not only the fact but the suspicionof intended
E;otection to any domestic industry, and thus conform to the

mocratic corstruction of the National Constitution. It isfor
such purposes, I suppose, and such only, that this revision is
undertaken.

There can scarcely be a necessity at this late day to enter into
a defense of the constitutionality of a protective tariff. When
it isremembered the Federal Constitution wasadopted to remed
the defects of the government of the confederation, among whic
none was more glaring than the want of power in the central
government to prescribe and enforce a uniform system of cus-
toms duties, it is inconceivable that the framers of that instru-
ment would neglect the correction of the very evils which its
adoption was intended to remove.

Seven years of trial of the confederation demonstrated the ne-
cessity of a national government invested with power ““to regu-
late commerce with foreign nations,” and *‘to provide for the
common defense and general welfare,” the want of which under
the confederation exposed the States fo domestic jealousy and
discord and the machinations of foreign powers. The Congress
being powerless under the confederation to enact tariff laws with-
out the consentof all the States, and thatconsentbeing withheld,
each State undertook the regulation of its own trade with for-
eign nations and with the other States upon such terms as seemed
most advantageous to itself.

This policy resulted in a multiplicity of custom laws as nu-
merous as the States. One State wou.l{'l impose certain duties
on foreign-goods, while an adjacent State would for the pur-
pose of securing trade admit the same class of goods into its
ports free of duty, and so the selfish policy of each exposed all to
the cupidity of foreign powers. Domestic industries, brought
into existence and maintained through the exigency of war
were swept down in peace by a flood of imported goods, an
manufacturer and laborer alike involved in a common ruin. It
was to remedy this condition that ** the power to regulate com-
merce withforeign nations " and ‘* fo provide for the common-de-
fense and general welfare ” was conferred by the Federal Consti-

tution upon the National Government.

Mr. Webster, in 1833, well said:

The protection of American labor against the injurious competition of
foreign labor, so far at least as respects eral handicraft uctions, is

known historicaliy to have been one end designed to be obtained by estab-
lishing the Constitution.

Again in 1844, he said:

In Colonial times and during the time of the convention, the idea was
held up that domestic industry could not prosper, manufactures and the
mechanic arts could not advance, the condition of the common coun
could not be éarried up to any considerable elevation, unless there shoul
be one government to lay one rate of duoty upon imports throughout the
Union; ard to be had, In laying this duty, tothe protection of American
m}:gr fnn;ih ndustrgi d t with the history, in d

e @ man in any degree conversan f e&ee
acquaiibad Wwith the annals of this country from 1787 to lTa whea:{he n-
stitution was adopted, to m{ that prou of American labor and indus-
try was not a le , I might almost say the leading motive, South as well
as North, for the formation of the new Government. Without that pro-
vision in the Constitution it never could have been adopted.

_Fisher Ames, a member of the first Congress under the Con-
stitution, in debate on the first tariff bill, said:

Iconceive, sir, that the present Constitution was dictated by commercial
necessity more than by anry other cause. The want of an efficient govern-
ment to seecure the manufacturing interest and to advance our commerce
was long seen by men of judgment and pointed out by patriots solicitous to
promote our general welfare.

But of more value than the individual opinion of men, how-
ever eminent, is the contemporaneous interpretation of the Con-
stitution as expressed in the earliest legislation under it. The
first act of any moment in the First Congress, suggested by Ham-
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ilton, presented by Madison, and approved by Washington, re-
lated to the tariff, and its purpose was declared in the preamble
as follows: 3

Whereas it is nmr{jror the support of the Government, for the dis-
charge of the debt of the United States, and for the encouragement and pro-
tection of manufactures, that duties be laid on imported goods, etc.: there
fore be it enacted. :

That act received the official approval of Washington July 4,
1789, and was everywhere hailed as a second declaration of in-
dependence. If it had been in violation of the Constitution none
would have been more apt to discover it than Washington him-
self, who, as president of the convention which framed it, must
have been fully possessed of the scope and spirit of that instru-
ment. Inaddition tothis the early Presidents took frequent oc-
casion to refer approvingly to the course of national legislation
looking to the protection of domestic manufactures,
sa.iPmaident Washington, in his last annual message to Congress,

d:
Congress has repeatedly and not without suedess directed their attention

to the encouragement of manufactures. The object is of too much conse-
quence not to insure a continuance of their efforts in every way which snall

appear eligible.
President Adams spoke of—

The wisdom and efficiency of the measures which have been adopted by
Congress for the protection of commerece.

Thomas Jefferson spoke of the duty of Congress:
To protect the manufacturers adapted to our circumstances.
In one of his messages to Congress, when the question of dis-
of the surplus revenues was arresting public attention,
and the suggestion was made to dispense with some part of the
customs duties, he took occasion to say:

Shall we suppress theimposts and give that advantage to foreign over our
domestic manufacturers? -

Again he said:
The general inguiry now is, shall we make our own comforts, or go with-
out them at the will of a fore: nation? He, therefore, who 1s now againss

domestic manufaciures must be for reducing us eitherto adependency upon
that nation or to be clothed in skins and live like beasts incaves or dens. I
am proud to saythat I am not oneof these, Experience has taught me that}
manufictures are nOw as necessary to our independence as to our comforts.
The prohibiting duties we lay on all articles of foreign manufacture which

ence 5 1S to establish at home, with the patriotic determination
of every citizen to use no foreign article which can be made within our-
selves, without re to difference of price, secures us against a relapse
into foreign de ency.

In 1809 Mr. Jefferson wrote to Mr. Humphrey as follows:

My own idea is that we should encourage home manufactures to the ex-
tent of our own consumption of everything of which we raise the raw ma-

In 1817 he was elected a member of the * Society for the En-
couragement of Domestic Manufactures,” and in his letfer of ae-
ceptance said:

The history of the last twenty years has been a significant lesson for us
all to l‘jgimn for necessitles on oarselves alone, and I hope twenty years
more will place the American hemisphere under a systemof its own, essen-
tially peaceable and industrious and not needing to extract its comforts out
of the eternal fires raging in the Old World.

President Madison, justly recognized as the ‘‘Father of the
Constitution,” in a special message to Congress in 1809, said:

1t will be worthy of the just and provident care of Congress to make such
fux ther alterations in the laws as will more especially protect and foster the

several branches of manufacture which have been recently instituted or ex-
tended by the laudable exertions of our citizens.

. And again in 1815:

But there is no such sul
into the deliberations of C. ess than consideration of the means to pre-
serveand promote the manufactures which have s&ruug into existence and
obtained an unparalleled maturity throughout the United States during the
period of the European wars. This source of national inde ence and
wealth I anxiously recommend, therefore, to the prompt and constant at-
tention of Congress.

James Monroe, in hisinaugural address, among other things,
said:

Cur manufactures will likewise reguire the systematic and fostering care
of the Government, Possessing, as we do, all the raw materials, the fruis
of our own soil and industry, we ought not to depend in the d we have
done on supplies {rom other countries. Equally important is it to provide
at home a market for raw materials, as by extending the competition it will

enhance the price and protect the cultivator against the casualtles incident
to foreign markets.

President Monroe, in his seventh annual message to Congress,
said:

Having formerly communicated my views to Congress respecting
couragement which ought to be given toour mmuractures?a:nd the prin-
ciple on which it should be founded, I have ouly to add vhat those views
remain unchanged. Irecommendareview of the tariff for the purpose of af-
fording such additional grot.ectlon to those articles which we are prepared
to manufacture, or which are more immediately connected with the defense
and independence of the country.

President John Quincy Adams, in 8 m
1828, speaking of our agricultu
ing intaaresm, said:

act that can enter with ter force and merit

the en-

to Congress in
ycommercial, and manufactur-

All these intorests are alike under the protecting power of legislative an-

But it is needless to continue these citations. Enough appears
to establish beyond controversy that the want of power under
the Confederation to impose duties on imports with a view not
only of raising revenue but of insuring the develepment and
protection of domestic manufactures, was one of the rost potent
reasons urged in favor of the adoption of the Federal Constitu-
tion, and that these meers were embraced in thit instrument
and promptly invoked by the National Government without hes-
itancy or guestion.

Great signification is justly attached to the construction of the
Constitution, by those who were first called upon to administer it
in view of the fact that Washington, the president of the conven-
tion which framed it, became thefirst executive officer tc enforce
it,and of the thirty-eight men whocousidered, framed, and signed
thatinstrumentfifteen were chosen membersof the first Congress
organized under it, among whom were Roger Sherman, Robert
Morris, and James Madison, while Fisher Ames, Rufus King,
Richard Henry Lee, and James Monroe, men scarcely less noted
for their patriotism and sound judgment, participated in the work
of giving force and effect to the Federal Constitution. '

n the light of these facts you will have some difficalty, I appre-
hend, in convinecing the American people that a tarif adjusted
in the interest of domestic industries is in violation of the Con-
stitution. Intelligent people will not be apt to disecard the pa-
triotic opinions of Washinzton, Madison, Jefferson, and their
contemporaries and accept the parfisan interpretation of modern
Democracy. -

Having said this much in answer to the assumption thata pro-
tective tariff is unconstitutional, let us pass to a consideration of
the substance of this measure.

: + TARIFF REFORM, 5

And here we have at last translated into apt phrase the hith-
erto mysterious doctrine of ** tariff reform.”

You have now conjured with these words for the last time.
Having ceased to be mysterious they will lose their magic power
to deceive and mislead the people. *‘Tariff reform” is finally
interpreted to mean *‘ fres raw material ” and reduction of duties
on competing foreign products entering our markets below the
Erobective point, regardless of the consequencas to American in-

ustries or American labor. Thisis ** tariif reform.”

Belore proceeding to a specific explanation, I desire to say
that this measure as a whole stands without a parallel in the
history of tgroposed tariff legislation in this country. It was
framed with the evident intention of cuwrrying out that portion
of the Democratic platform and polidy which declared for a
** tariff for revenue only,” and is the boldest step yet taken by
any party in the United States in the direction a? ree trade—a
step which, if it shall find popular following in this country,
will certainly lead to individual disaster and national han{-

ruptey.

gut daring as is the advance made, it seems from the report
of the committee that while adhering to the doctrine of the un-
constitutionality of the protective tariff, the majority have been
restrained in theig heaglong course toward free trade by the
‘“existence of great industries” which impede their progress
and which they hesitate to utterly destroy; and then in apolo-
iﬁﬁc tone assure their followers and the country that ‘‘ the bill

not offered as a complete response to the mandate of the
American },)eople ” and
protection.”

Are we then to understand that further ** nse ”’ from the
Damocratic party may be expected, in which the tariff is to be
wholly ** purged fromall protection ”and the destruction of Amer-
ican industriesand the pauperization of American workmen fully
consummated? Is this the prospect you hold out to a people
already driven by your threatened policy to the very verge of
despair and desperation? If such be your purpose, the only es-
cape then lies in the hope that long before you are able to com-
plete your desblating work an indignant people will drive you
foraver from power. [Aplplause on the Republican side.]

And in this connection I desire tosay that, whatever may have
been the purpose of the majority in framing this bill, thatinso far
as it conforms to the Democratic platform of 1892 it will, if enacted
into law, prove disastrous to the interests involved, and in so far
as it fails to redeem the party pledges it is either a confession of
error or an exhibition of cowardice. [Applause.] Ifin error you
ought to be patriotic enough to promptly avow it, abandon the
policy upon which you have entered, and permit the country to
resume its industrial prosperity. If, on the other hand, you still
adhere to the principles of the Chicago platform and have failed
to embody them in this measure, you have openly betrayed the
confidence of the people who intrusted you with power.

- LOSS OF REVENUE.

But upon examination of this bill, in connection with the esti-
mated revenues it will secure, thestartling fact is disclosed that

oes not ** profess to be purged from all




576

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JANUARY 9,

as a revenue measure it is confessedly inadequate, it being con-
ceded that upon the basis of last year’s importations it will oc-
easion a serious loss of revenue estimated anywhere from sixty
to seventy-five millions of dollars annually, to be supplied either
by an enormous increase of importations to the detriment or de-
struction of domestic industries or by resorting to a system of in-
ternal taxation as pernicious as it is offensive. The final deter-
mination of the majority touching the extent of internal taxation
to be imposed, has not yet been disclosed by the Execufive.

And in this connection the query is naturally suggested whether
this sudden conversion of the Democratic party to a system of
direct internal taxation is not attributable in a large degree, if
notchiefly, to the fact thatit is, if not the most direct, at least the
most effective method of insuring the ultimate destruction of
our protective system.
secured from internal sources the less to bederived from duties
on imports, and the less imposed and collected on foreign goods
the more nearly weapproach absolute [ree trade.

! THE FREE LIST.

The first proposition arresting attention in this bill is the pro-
d transfer of one hundred and thirty-one articles from the
utiable to the free list. Of these, twenty-nine are taken from
the chemical schedule, three from the schedule of earths and
earthenware, fourteen mefals and manufactures of metals,
nineteen articles of wood, two from the schedule of spirits, six
from flax, hemp, and jute, and their manufactures; twenty-seven
agricultural products, twenty items of wool from the unwashed
clip to the scoured fleece and finished noil, and eleven articles
from the schedule of sundries, together with coffee, skins, and
hides released from the possibility of customs exactions by the

total refea.l of the reciprocity provision of the act of 1890,

It will not escape notice in this connection that upon examina-
tion of the list of articles thus transferred from the dutiable to
the free list the interests of the farmer seem to have been se-
lected for special assault and destruction, as nearly one-half of
the items embraced in this proposed transfer are the fruits of
domestic husbandry. Even the duty of 20 per cent ad volorem
accorded the American farmer on his wheat, corn, rye, oats,
buckwheat, and their manufactures is to be removed, and all
these products admitted free of duty fromany country extending
like privileges to us. The way is thus open to the Canadian
farmer to invade our markets at will.

But let us look for a moment at the scope of this proposition
as a whole. Of the class of articles thus propossd to be trans-
ferred to the free list, there were imported into the United
States during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, $50,933,409
worth, upon which there was collected under existing law the
sum of $13,789,022 of public revenue. The immediate effect of
this proposition, therefore, if adopted, will be to open our mar-
kets to the free importation of nearly $51,000, of foreign

roducts, accompanied with the voluntary surrender of nearly

14,000,000 of annual revenue.

It is a free donation to foreigners, at a time, too, when the
Treasury of the United Statesis in pressing need of increased
resources. There is not initeven a suggestion of reciprocity by
which some concessions might be secured for our surplus prod-
ucts in the markets of the nations thus favored with free en-
trance into our own. It is a bald free-trade gift—the pricé paid
for a Democratic theory.

Such a proposition would at any time arrest public attention,
but to be made in the presence of a depleted Treasury, and with
its Secretary asking to be clothed with power to issue bonds on
which he may borrow money to meet the current expenses of
the Government, is a proposition so startling as to challenge the
credulity of mankind. [Prolonged agplause‘ on Republican side.]
There is only one explanation possible, and that is found in the
exclamationof an English statesman, “Itisfree frade gone mad.”
The present free list ought to besufficient tosatisfy the demands
of the most advanced free trader. The act of 1890 enlarged it to
]t.h}go very limit of safety to American industries and American

abor, -

The value of our free imports increased from $266,103,048 in
1890 to $444,172,064 in 1893, while our dutiable imports fell off
from $507,571,764 in 1890 to $400,282,519 in 1893. And yet it is
proposed to increase our free imports to more than $490,000,000,
while reducing the dutiable to $354,000,000.

But, serious in its results as this proposition would seem tobe,
yet its far-reaching co uences can only appear when we con-
sider the class of products to be accorded free entrance into our
markets. If the articles proposed to be transferred to the free
list were exclusively of foreign production and therefore not to
come in competition with American industries and American
labor, no advocate of the American system would make com-
plaint, however extended the catalogue, for it would be in har-
mony with the theory of protection.

But the one hundred and thirty-one articles proposed to be

For it is apparent, the more revenue’

transferrea to the free list are not exclusively of foreign origin.
They are of domestic production, built up and sustained by the
investment pf American capital and the employment of Ameri-
can labor. They are the products of our factories, our mines,
our forests, our mills, our flocks and our flelds, which you pro-
pose thus to exposa to the merciless and unrestrained assault of
our foreign rivals. And to whatend? Thatthe manufacturers,
forsooth, may have the advantage of “free raw material.”

Heretofore if there was any one class of our people the Demo-
cratic party inveighed against more than another it was the
manufacturer, but he has now, it seems, become the object of
your deepest solicitude, while the humble laborer for whom you
have professed so much anxiety in the past is abindoned to an
unequal battle with his foreign antagonists. The hardy miner,
the intelligent flock master and farmer, and all the producers of
what you are pleased to call *‘ raw materials,” are to ba forced
to contend unaided with the cheipast labor on the globe that
the manufacturer may enjoy the boon of *‘ free raw material.”

Why should not the producers of raw material beaccorded the
same consideration as the manufacturer of that material into
his finished product? Why should the miner in his perilous
vocation be ufterly abandoned, while the workers in the raw
material which he produces are given some measure of con-
sideration? Why should the farmer, having invested his all in
fields and flocks, be forced into an unegual competition with
Australia and South Ameriea, while the manufacturer of woolen
fabries secures some measure of protection? And in this con-
nection it is but just to say that the woolen manufacturers as a
body demand no such unjustifiable discrimination.

But I notice every ‘ tariff reformer ™ urges free raw material
as an indispensible adjunct to the consummation of his theory.
**There is method in his madness.” No one understands better
than he that free raw matrial will be swiftly followed by free
manulactured goods. It will bs protection for all or protection
for none. [Applause.] When you force the producers of raw
material into unrestrained competition with the world the manu-
facturers of this raw material into the finished fabric will speedily
share the same fate.

How long do you suppose the wool-growers of this country will
submit to b> taxed, as you are pleased to call it, on their woolen
gDOdB' after you have forced their wool onto the free list to the

estruction of their flocks and their fortunes? Human nature is
very much the same everywhere and the spirit of retaliation will
find swift and terrible expression. When you have completed
this proposed transfer it is the beginning of the end of the pro-
tective system in the United States; and I apprehend it is the
knowledge of this fact which inspires the free trader of to-day
with un a.g%ing zeal in the advocacy of free raw material.

Yet I confess that in the light of this measure it is somewhat
difficult to understand the Democratic idea of raw material.

For example, gou put one class of clays on the free list, while
another, adapted to the use of the same industry, is made duti-
able. One would suppose that clay was about as *raw” a ma-
terial as could be imagined. Yet, while putting the clays of
New Jerseyon the free list, you impose a duty of $2 a ton on the
clays of Florida, Georgia, and other Southern States. One
would surmise what was raw material in New Jersey would be
‘raw material” in Florida. Buf it seems not. One would sup-
pose that hoop iron would be the same, regardless of the uses to
which it is alpplied. Not so. Onthe farmer’s bucket it is taxed,
around the planter’s cotton it is free. Washed wool and washed
clay ought to hold the same place in Democratic philosophy.
Yet the wool of the Northern farmer is * raw material,” while
the washed clay in the hands of the Southern producer is a highly
finished produect. It is useless, however, to ‘attempt to extract
from this bill the Democratic conception of raw material. The
truth is, there is no such thing as raw material, except in nature’s
storehouse.

The iron in the mountain, the coal in its native bad, the trees
in the forest, the stone in the quarry—these are raw material in
their natural condition, and untouched by the hand of labor
wonld remain raw material forever and continue ab-olutely val-
ueless. But when labor touches them and transforms them to
the uses of mankind that moment they cease to be raw material
and become the finished product of invested capital and ex-
pended labor. You may continue to delude yoursell with the
theory that these things are raw material, but you will not de-
ceive theintelligent libor of thiscountry, through whose mighty
energies they are produced.

But let us go a step farther and consider the effect upon the
industries involved before this proposed free listshall be enacted
into law. The only reason assigned by the advocates of this
measure in support of free raw material is that it will give
cheaper raw material and so bring a resultant benefit to the
consumers of the finished product into which such material en-
ters. The whole argument proceeds and is grounded upon thas
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theory. The contention is that the manufacturer can secure
his raw material, if free, cheaper elsewhere than in the United
States.

If it will not give him cheaper raw material, either by purchas-
ing abroad or forcing our domestic producers down to the level
of the world’s market, then this step is without rhyme or reason
and the whole bill formed upon this assumption must be recast.
That the manufacturer will secure his raw material, when free,
in the cheapest market goes without saying, and it becomes im-
portant to inquire, therefore, what effect free trade in raw ma-
terial will have on domestie producers of the competing product.

WOOL AND IRON ORE.

Among the articles proposed to be transferred to the free list
are wool and iron ore. When this shall have been consummated
the manufacturer of woolen goods will surely secure his raw
material in the cheapest market. He will draw his supply of
wool from Australia, South America, Turkey, and South Africa,
where lands are practically free and climatic conditions conduce
to the cheapest production. The manufacturer of pig iron will
turn to Spain, Cuba, England, and the world s sources of cheap-
est supply for his iron ore. This will inevitably result in one
of two things—the destruction of our flocks and the closing of
our mices or the lowering of our conditions to the level of our
foreign competitors.

*“To this complexion we must come at last.”

In the case of the American wool-grower it is not within his
power to reach the conditions, if such a step was desirable, which
would enable him to successfully compete with the foreign pro-
ducer. High-priced lands, a rigorous climate, American wages
and the cost of transportation, offer an irresistible barrier to the
successful prosecution of this industry in the United States under
free trade.

How can our flock masters contend with Australia in an open
market where 600,000,000 pounds of wool are produced annually
from flocks grazing on lands which are rented for a penny an
acre a year? Or with the 460,000,000 pounds of annual produc-
tion in South America,where lands are ireeand labor commands
only 8 cents a day? Or with Russia's 350,000,000 pounds pro-
duced with15centsdailylabor? Or with South Africa, Turkey,
and Asia, where 10 centsaday is the highest recompense awarded
in this industry?

Under free trade these countries could put their wool down
in our markets at a price less than the cost of production here,
and the consequence would be the complete destruction of this
ﬁereat. and growing industry in the United States. This would

attended with the sacrilice of 47,000,000 sheep, in which 2,000,-
000 farmers have invested $100,000,000 in capital, and the aban-
donment of extensive ranches with all their valuable improve-
ments. Itis idle to contend that with free wool this industry
could survive.

Our farmers are too intelligent to be deceived,and they are
already selling their flocks or driving them to the slaughter
pen in the hope of saving something from the general wreck
which is sure to follow. I regret that time and space forbid the
presentation of protests in my hands, from thirty-four States
and Territories, against the consummation of thisatrocious out-
rage, Yet thiswould probably fall now upon deaf ears, but the
time is not far distant when they will be heard. The gentle-
man from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] in his speech of yester-
day, in advocacy of free wool, summoned to his support the
statement of a Representative from the State of Texas, to the
effect that the industry of wool-growing can be carried on as
cheaply in that State as anywhere on the globe; and that free
wool would not therefore be injurious to the flock masters of that
State. Aguainst this assertion I interpose a remonstrance fifty
feet long from the citizens of Texas bearing eleven hundred sig-
natures, in condemnation of the policy of free wool. Let this
be your answer [unrolling the remonstrance]. [Applause on
the Republican side.]

Turn to the iron industry; with free trade in iron ore how can
the American miner in Michigan and elsewhere in the United
States successfully contend with the miners of England, Spain,
Cuba, and the ora-%roducing countries of the old world? The
average wages in the Lake Superior mining district for drillers
or miners is $2.25 to $2.75 g)er day while the same class of la-
borers in England receive $1.21 and in Spain only from 60 to 72
cents per day. With us, common laborers receive from $1.60 to
$2 a day, in England from 72 to 84 cents, and in Spain 36 to 60
cents a day. Even the boys in the Lake Superior mines receive
from §1 to $1.25 per day, while boys and women in England se-
cure from 24 fo 60 cents, and in Spain 24 to 36 cents a day. Itis
in evidence before the Ways and Means Committee that the

es of miners on Lake Superior are more than 3} times those
of Bilbao, and more than double those in the Cleveland (English)
district. With these conditions staring us in the face there is
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no eseape from the conclusion that with free iron ore we must
either close our mines or reduce the cost of production to the
lowest level of the world's supply.

But to cheapen production involves a reduction of wages to
the level of Spanish and Cuban labor—a p: oposition repugnant
to every instinet of American manhood and to be resisted, I
trust, to the last, by the laboring people of this country thrm;gh
every legitimate instrumentality at their command. Already
the suggestion of free trade in iron ore has closed our mines,
forced the miners out of employment, and driven a people who
were never before dependent upon public charity to begg'a.rg
and want. The good people of my State, in every town an
hamlet, are already contributing to their necessities.

I hold in my hand a memorial from the citizens of the city of
Bessamer, in the State of Michigan, addressed to the /President
of the United States, setting forth the conditions of the miners
in the upper peninsula, from which I desire to make some ex-
tracts. .

Hon. Grover Cleveland, President of the United States:

The citizens of the city of Bessemer, in the county of Gogebic and State
of Michigan. regardless of party or political afliliations, in mee assem-
bled, view with alarm the reported action of the Ways and Means Commit-
tee of Congress in recommending that iron ore be placed upon the free lst,
and respectfully submit for your consideration:

That during the year 1802 the number of men directly employed in the
mines of this county, in the mining of iron ore, was not less than 6,000,
whose average wage-earning power were from #350.000 to 100,000 monthly.

In addition there was expended by the mines monthly for mining-timber,
wood, lagging, and mining supplies $150,000 to §200.u00, which indirectly gave
emr?loyment. to over one thousand additional workmen, and that the pros-
perity of this county and its people is dependent almost wholly upon the
prosperity of the fron ipdustries.

Owing to doubts, fears, and uncertainty as to the policy of the General
Government relative to the protection of American industries and Ameri-
can labor, and especially as to the reported intention to change existing.-
tariff schedules and class iron ore as raw material and place it upon the free
list, every mine in this county has been closed down to await the settlement
of tariff legislation, and that thousandsof laborers have been thrown out of
employment and are unable to obtain work at any price, and that much
want and suffering exists in this community in consequence.

The only labor now amtg:oyed in this county is that engaged in manning
the pumps and keamwﬁf mines free from water, and that the wholonum-
ber thns employed not exceed 400 men all told, whose average monthly
earnings not exceed $12,000 to §15,000.

Thousands of men in this county, able and will to worlk, are unable to
secure employment, are in actual want, and hund of honest and deserv-

families are in consequence obliged to ask public aid and subsist on

public charity.
The expenditures for poor in the county of Gogebic during the
ear 1802 did not exceed &10.0(:8: and that the expenditures of eight months
the present year have already exceeded #25,000, and that owing to the ap-
proach of winter, and the destitution and want existing in this section, the
expenditures for T purposes must be greatly increased.
wing to the calls made upon it the funds of this county, available for
poor purposes, have been exhausted, and all funds available for other pur-
poses have been applied to relieve want and suffering among our people,
and that the county treasury is now emptyand there will be no funds therein
available for any p before March 1, 184,

To relieve the p necessities of the poor, orders are being issoed by
the commissioners, but that owing to there veing no available funds to take
up such orders, the same are becoming valueless, and that unless the mines
resume work at an earl{;late great suffering and distress result.

Investigation shows that there are in this city alone one hundred families,
about five hundred persons, mostly women and children, dependent upon

ublic charity and in pmastng need of immediate assistance in the shape of

ood and clof to relieve their wants, and that the condition of affairs in
other sections of the county is comparatively no better than the condition
of affairs in this city. =50

The classing of iron ore as raw material and placing it upon the list of
ariicles to be admitted free of duty will be destructive to the mining indus-
tries of this section and the prosperity of our people, and we res fully,
but none the less earnestiy, protest againstsuch contemplated action by the
Administration and the present Congress, and urge not only that the pres-
ent duty be retained, but increased as well, believing that such action would
brirji:tg to the depressed industries of our section a return of its past pros-
perity.

‘We respectfully submit that-iron ore in its natural state, and in place in
the earth before human labor has been expended lz.ipml it, is raw material,
and its value is determined by the royalty demanded upon it by the owners
of the soil, which on this range averages 35 cents per fon. The cost of a ton
of iron ore delivered to the furnaces at Lake Erie points is £3.96.

To which must be added the cost of superintendence and interest on the
capital invested. And we protest against iron ore being classed as raw ma-
terial when more than ten-elevenths of its value at the furnace. where it is
n{ansumed. consists of the labor and cost of its production and transporta-
tion.

The iron ore from our mines loaded for transportation to the furnace is
the finished product of our people. The finished product of our mines is
the raw material of the producers of plg iron, and what is the finished prod-
uct of one industry is ever the raw material of the next in the ascending
scale of manufactures.

We submit that svegg article into which human labor has entered and has
increased or multiplied its value, in order to render it available for the use
of man, has ¢ to be raw material, and we demand, as a matter of sim-
ple justice, that the product of American labor, whether in the forest or on
the farm, in the factory, or in the deepness and darkness of the mine, shall
be protected, to the end that the American markets be reserved for Ameri-
can labor and be freed competition for bareexistence with the cheaper
and degrading eonditions surrounding the labor of other lands.

We therefore sincerely but earnestly protest against iron ore being
classed as raw material and placed among the list of articles admitted free
of duty, and we ask, in the name of common humanity, in the name of our
desolated homes and suffering poor, that this nation be not committed to a
policy thari must provedestructive alike to its industries and the prosperity

@,

of its
that confronts us, and confronted by this

It is a condition not a theo:
condition, we respectfully that should you as Chief Executive feel
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bound to recommend in yoﬁr annual message the adeption-of the tariff
policy outlined by the Ways and Means Committee, that you submit this
our respectful but earnest protest against the adoption of such a paolicy to
the Congress of the United States. .

Such is the condition of labor ina si.n%le city in my State. I
submit also the following protest from the board of supervisors
of the county of Gogebic in confirmation of the foregoing me-
morial:

To the Congress of the United States:

The board of supervisors of Gogeble County, State of Michigan, in regu-
lar meeting assembled, at the court-houseof said county, i8th day of
D ber, 1843, respectfully bul most earnestly remonstrate against the re-
ported intention of the House Committee on Ways and Means to class iron
ore as a raw material and as such puvit on the free list.

Iron ore is the only product our Wﬂﬁﬂ have to se of; its production
employs our laboer, supports our population, and tains our homes. In
fact, without it this county and the entire Gogeblc range become waste and
dexgpu]ated and its people must seek employment elsewhere.

r people have invested their all, the accumniations of years of tgraos?er-
ity. in the Gogzebie iron range and its industries, and we submit v it is
neither fair nor just to ruin a whole community in order that the consist-
ency of a theory may be demonstrated.

So lo!:llg as other products are protected, we ask the sams treatment for
ours, and we ask it as a matter of right.

The condition of affairs in thiscounty to-day is indeed appaliing, and must
appeal to every human heart at all sensitive to the promptings of justice.

X months a{go there were employed in the mines of this county 5,000 men;

N e mphm 8165 per day; to-day the 1 loyed
® Average wage then was BL 3 ay tke few employ
of men able and willing to work

are working for §1 and less, and thousan
‘are unable to obtain employment even at the wages named.

Our county treasury is empty, and poor orders to the amount of soma

§15.000 outstanding and more accumulating every month. Taxes will not be

- as our people have not the funds to v?ay with, and there are mownot

ess than 5.000 in the county receiving public aid and del‘::anrlo at for

s:r%p&gn on outside publiccharity, and the governor of this Siate hasalready

in alf of our people by proclamation ed upon the charitable psopleof
Michigan for assistance.

The enforcement of your committes's wuay means simply the
ﬂa;gfm:imaf this county, and the practical confiscation. by destruction,
of all that our people have accumulated by economy and prudence during
INOT# Prosparous e85,

We appeal to you, therefore, in the name of our censtituents and in the
nams of our equal rights as American citizens, to stay this ill-advised un-
dertating and let iron ore remain as it now stands—one of the products of
American enterprise and labor—and as such -entitled to ejual treatment
with every other American interest and industry.

EFFECT ON OTHER INTERESTS.

If the mere ?proac.h of free trade produces such appalling re-
sults, who can depict the awful consequences when it shall take
full possession of this industry. But this is not all. Dependent
upon the successful operation of our mines there are other inter-
-ests of vast concern which under free trade will surely be jeop-
ardized and destroyed. In the Lake Superior district alone
$71,325,122 have been invested in mines; 810,885,665 in docks built
and used exclusively for shipping ore; $32,014,594 have been ex-
pended in the construction of railways leading from these mines
to the docks; 829,033,107 have gone into transportation facilities
on the Great Lakes: $12,392,880 into docks and equipments for
receiving and distributing this ore on the portsof Lake Erie, and
$26,343,617 invested in railways for conveying thisore from these

to inland mills and furnaces, m a grand tofal of
182,894,985 of invested capital, all of which is fo be imperiled
or destroyed. The mines will become valueless, the railways
abandoned, docks become useless, and our splendid lake trans-
ports will rot at decaying wharves.
EXTENT OF INTERESTS AFFECTED DY FREE LIST.
Thus far I have confined my remarks to the probable efect
upon only two of the industries, the products of which you pro-
e to transfer to the free list. Were if possible toconsider in
etail theentire catalogue of one hundred and thirty-one arti-
cles with a view of ascertaining the extent of the interests in-
volved and the probible efTect of free trade on our domestic in-
dustries and labor, I am sure even the authors of this measure
would hesitate to consummate their desolating work,

I beg leave to append to my rémarks a statement from official
sources of the capital invested, material used, labor employed,
wages paid, and annual output.so far as attainable in the indus-
}'.rrées li:m have determined to transfer from the dutiable to the

e list,

An examipation of this table will disclose the magnitude of
the interests you propose to jeopardize. We of the minority
intend to resist to the last this wanton destruction of American in-
terests. We believe in the development of all our industrial re-
sources fo the fullest possible extent and to that end would ex-
tend the same measure of tion to the producers of raw
material as to the workers in the more advanced product.

‘We would not only be indepeadent of foreigners for our man-
ufactured goods, but for the raw material out of which they are
fabricated. [Applause on the Republican side.] Iean conceive
of no policy more detrimental to American manufacturers and
American labor than the abandonment of the production so far
as possible of our own raw material. Such a policy ‘would not
only drive labor from the largest field of its emplaymm
it would dey up one of the most bountiful sources of

wealth and reduce our manufacturing industries to complete de-
pendence on foreign nations for the supplyof their raw material.

Such a result would bs disastrous even to the interests it is
proposed to promote, for when we have slaughtered our flocks,
closed our mines, and wholly abandened the production of our
own raw material, the foreigner would take advantagaof our
helpless condifion and impose upon us whatever burden his
cupidity might suggest. We, therefore, would protect all in-
terests, whether of the mine er the furnace, the field or the
factory, to the end that all our people may receive profitable
employment and the nation attain its highest possible develop-
ment. [Applause.] 7 -

THE SOUTH.

And in this conneetion I can not refrain from expressing my
amazement that you people of the South are so blind to your
own interests as to cringe bneath the party lash and give this
measure your support. A bountiful Providence has placed
within your reach an inexhaustible supply of raw material which
needs only to be utilized to give you an industrial impetus and
development which would be the marvel of the age. Your
mountains are bursting with iron and coal, your forests unex-
plored invite to new fialds of unmensured wealth, and how long
will you be content to stumble over these natural gifts that you
may do homage to a theory which,if it ever had any place in
human affairs, belongs to other conditions and to another gen-
eration.

Lot 'me implore you to turn your backs on the dead past and
face the future. Place yourselves abreast with the spirit of
the age by laying hold of the mighty possibilities within your
grasp, and so aid in sscuring the highest prosperity of your peo-

le and the industrial advancement of our common country.

Applause.] y

But not content with giving the freedom of our markets to the
individual importer, you further provide that **All articles im-
ported by the United Statesshall come in free of duty.” In the °
act of 1830 this provision was eliminated from the law for the
reason it was found to be a frnitful source of fraud on the reve-
nues.

It was under such a provision as this that a single party was
able to underbid and drive all others from the field of domestie
competition and secure Government contrzcts for furnishing
plate glass for publie buildings and succeeded in defranding the
Government out of more than a million deollars of revenus.
Under this provision the United States can purchase abroad and
bring in free of duty clothing and equill:];ment.s for its Army and
Navy, all supplies for its hospital and Indian service, and every-
thing which it may require in the vast range of its necessities.
And so the American manufacturer is practically excluded [rom
competing for any contract for supplies to be furnished his own
Government. \

By these meane you propose to enlist the Government itself
among the forces hostile to the development and maintenance
of domestic manufactures. The Government is to be permitted
10 use the people’s money tocripple and destroy the industries of
its own citizens. It is no answer to say that for the Govern-
ment {0 pay dufies on its own imports is simply taking money
out of the Treisury with one hand and returning it with the
other, and -therefore a mere matter of bookkeeping.

While this is true when the Government purchases abroad,
yet it ean avoid that idle ceremony by simply buying at home,
and thereby sustain and promote itsown industrial growth. No
government ought to exact of the eitizen what it is not willing
to necept for its:1f. Bus this provision will undoubtedly be re-
tained, beezuse it is in harmony with the policy of free trade.
It is only another weapon in the hands of an unfriendly Admin-
istration with which to eripple and destroy domestic industries.

But passing from the consideration of the freelist to the duti-
able schedules, we find here the sams spirit of hostility mani-
fested in every provision. There is not a schedule in which
there are not some industries which will be imperiled by the
gasaﬂ.ge ofits bill—many will be utt ;rly destroyed. On the other

and if there isany provision in this bill which will stimulate a
single domestic industry or give increased employment to labor
it has not been pointed out. The measure as awhole looks only
to lessened industries and lower wages.

It ought to be entitled ‘A bill to lessen the revenue, destroy
American industries, and pauperize American labor.” The ma-
jority seem to have been actuated only by the desire to lower
duties all along the line, re less of the consequences to
American industries or American labor. And in this connec-
tion it is noticeable that not a line in it is responsive to the pub-
lic hearings had before the Committes on Ways and Means.
You were admonished that our chemical industry ** is one to be
encouraged "—you have seriously depressed it.

You were advised by the workers in ogot:tery that with lower
duties they could not compete with the cheaper labor of Germany
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and England, and they implored you * for the sake of the hun-
dreds o: idle potters who are now walking the streets, for the
gake of our wives and children, we implore you not to reduce the
tarifi "—you wholly disregarded their appeal. The workersin

1ass urged ** a tariff sufficient to cover the difference in cost of

bor and material between the United States and those compet-
ing forzign countries whose labor and material cost less”—you
have denied their request. -

The workers in metals from the crudest form to the mosthighly
finished product besought you with united voice to continue pro-
tection and so aid them in securing good wages and maintaining
the American standard of labor—you turned a deaf ear to their
entreaties. The woolen and cotton manufacturers pointed out
the disastrous consequences of the step you have taken in this
bill—you declined to heed their admonitions.

The agriculturists asked to be protected in their flocks and the
products of their farms. You slaughtered their interests with-
outmercy. I repeit,therefore,the hearingsmightas well never
have taken placs so far as any seeming effect was produced on
the majority of the committee. What secret advices you may
have had in framine this bill will probably never be disclosed,
but that they were from sourtes unfriendly to American inter-
estscan not,in the light of this measure, be seriously questioned
or denied.

__ EFFECT OF LOWERING DUTIES.

As to the general effect on our industries should this measure
be enacted into law there is no room for doudt. That it will
stimulate importations to the detriment of Americ n industries
and American labor will not be controverted. Even existing
rates, in many instances, have not been sufficient to restrain in-
jurious foreign competition. 3

In spite of our e Torts to foster and protect our pottery indus-
tries, importations have steadily increased from $1,954,%13 in
1884 to 80,529,431 in 1893. If under the present rate of duty
there was imported into this country in 1893 $9,529,431 worth of
foreign pottery, what will be the volume of importations when
your reduce duties from 55 and 60 per eent to 35 and 45 per cen
coupled with the exclusion from duties of the outside coverings?
It is stated that 7,500 crates of English crockery are now await-
ing the passage of this bill to be shipped into our market.

f[ §9,000,000 worth of pocket cutlery was imported into the
United States last year under an ad valorem duty ranging from
63 to 95 per cent, who can caleulate the value of importations
under the proposed rate of 45 per cent? If $17,470,178 of chem-
ical products were imported into this country in 1892, under a
duty of 32 per cent, what will be the value of the importations
under a duty of 25 per cent? If crockery, glassware,and articles
in Schedule B came into this country to the amount of 822,329,305
in 1892, under a 50 per cent duty, what will be the importations
under a duty of 33 per cent? 2

If the importations of metals in 1802 aggregated $38,288,459
worth under a 53 per cent, what will be the importations under
aduty of 32 per cent? Tf $30,514,607 worth of agricultural prod-
ucts found a market in this country in 1892 under 32 per cent
duty, what will be the volume of importations under a duty of
22 percent? If in 1892 there came into this country of cotton
manufactures $17,052,525 worth under a 55 per cent dufy, what
will be the importations under 238 per centduty? If $33,061,565
worth of flax, hemp, jute, and the articles enumerated in Sched-
ule J came into this market in 1892 under a 44 per cent duty,
what will be the importitions under a 32 per cent duty? If
$35,792,973 worth of wool and woolen manufactures came in 1892
under an average duty of 95 per cent, what will be the importa-
tions under a duty of 39 per cent? \

It is beyond question that under such a radical reduction of
rates importation will be enormously increased to the serious
detriment of domestic industries and domestic labor.

There will be, too, no compensatory advantage to the Gov-
ernment, for it is susceptible of demonstration that in many in-
stances the revenuederived under this bill, if the entire demand
for the home consumption was supplied from abroad, would be
less than under existing law.

1 shall not pause to call attention to the many incongruitiesin
this bill. The committes may be able to explain why pig iron
is taxed, and cotion ties are free. Why the Northern farmer,
with harvest labor at 82a d 1y, isallowed 20 per cent on his wheat,
and the rice producer of the South, with 75 cents day labor, se-
cures 71 per cent.

Why tallow, wool-grease,and degras are made free as tanners’
materials, while the sumac of Virginia and North Carolina,
used for the same purpose, is protecied. Why the farmers’ po-
tatoes secure only 10 per cent consideration, while peanuts of
Virginia grow in security behind a Chinese wall of 35 per cent.
‘Why in many instances the duty on the finished article is less,
or no more than on the articles entering into its manufacture.
ButI can not pursue this inquiry. There is one criticism I would

not venture to make, but as it comes from one of your own p
organs, the Troy Daily Times, I venture to ask the Clerk to
the following:

The Clerk read as follows:

[Troy Daily Times, Dacember 16, 1883.]

There are many evidences that the subcommittee which brought forth the
Wilson bill are tyros in tariff tinkering, Section 273 of the measure as first
published reads as follows: *Collars and cuffs and shirts and all articles of
wearing apparel of every description not specially provided for in this act,
composed Wholly or in part of linen, and linen hydraunlic hose, 35 per cent ad
valorem.” The committee must have imagined that hydraulic hose related
to some form of stockings designed to prevent wet feet. The attention of
the tariff smashers is respectfully called to the fact that hydraunlic hose is
c}m};& name for a certain kind of fire hose, not that of a variety of

B
[Troy Daily Times, December 18, 1803.]
us’l;ga tr?m?mlotf&he WU.BO‘.Iill bill hivmg classified ?;;dmtrllinexose. wahich is
. A of W m
no doe:m“\:ujergm?;igﬁtﬁﬂxmgrm;?r? Eg:éguar;tsg s?: to mmﬁﬁ:&mnue
rams and spinning-mules in the live-stock schedule.

[Great laughter and applause.]

Mr. BURROWS. I have only to say that the bill as a whole
is as unscientific as it is un-American.

But the most startling feiture connected with and running
through the entire dutiable schedules is the general substitution
of ad valorem for specific rates. Under existing law, duties are
im d wherever possible by the yard, pound, or quantity and
not according to value. The object of this was to avoid under-
valuations and insure an honest collection of the revenues. If
was to protect not only the revenues of the Government but our
domestic manufactures as well. In the committee s bill this pol-
icy is abandoned, and five hundred specific rates have been
changed to ad valorem. If anything was needed in addition to
lowered duties to complete the destruction of our protective
system, it is supplied by the substitution of ad valorem for spe-
cific rates. Under such a policy, coupled with the reductions
proposed, revenue and domestic industries will alike diminish,
and the latter in many instances disappear.

The reason assigned for this step by the learned chairman of
the committee in his advance pronunciamento ammuncinq the
completion of the committee's labors, is that specific dutiss ** fre-
quently conceal a rate of taxation t0o enormous to be submitted
to if expressed in ad valorem terms,” and then cites as an ex-
ample *‘ the duty of 8 cents on 100 pounds of salt, which amounts
to 8) par cent on ‘a commeon nacessity of life.’” The consumer
of salt does not realize the heavy tribute he is forced to pay of
one-twelfth of a cent a pound on this ** common necessity of life ”
and only appreciates the enormity of the outrage whenadvised if
is over 80 per cent ad valorem. [Laughter.] Can it be possible
that for the purpose of continuing this deception the committee
retain a specific duty of 14 cents per pound on rice that the con-
sumer of this * common necessity of life ¥ may remain ignorant of
the fact that he is bearing a burdenof 71 per cent? Butitisurged
asafurther objection tospecific rates, that they operate unequall
on the consumers of cheipergoods. Butit must be remember
that on all the cheaper class of fabrics it is a matter of compara-
tive indifference whether the rate is specific or ad valorem, as
domestic compo>tition his reduced the price of such articles in
many cases to the consumer even below the duty itself,

Furthermore. specific duties serve to keep out of our markets
cheap alulterated fabrics which are practically worthless to the
purchaser, and insure a better grade of goods for the poor and
rich alike. Itisa matter of surprise that the chairman should
have the couraga to further state that ** specific duties lead to
greater frauds in administration, for counting and weighing at
the custom-houses are done by the cheapest and most easily cor-
rupted labor.” '

may be permitted tosay, in this connection, it will be a revela-
tion to the laboring people of the country that in the opinion of
the chairman of the Committes on Ways and Means they are as *
aclass more easily corrupted than their more fortunate brethren.
But when the chairman states that ** specilic dutieslead to greater
frauds in administration.” he flies in the face of a current of
authority which he cin not successfully resist. Tane method of
levying duties has been the subject of thorough and repeated in-
vestigation,and it is not too much to say thatad valorem duties
are condemned by the almost unanimous verdict of those whose
opinions are entitled to respectful consideration. I invoke the
judgment of every Secretary of the Treasury investigating the
subject, from Hamilton to Manning, in refutationof the position
assumed by the majority. 5

In 1795 Secretary Hamilton reportsto the House of Hepresent-
atives that by existing laws about one-third of the duties was
derived from articles rated ad valorem, and adds:

In other nations, exparience has led to contract more and more the num-
ber of articies rated ad valorem, and, of course. to extend the nomber of
those ratad specifically; that is, according to welght, measure, or other rules
:th:imt-lty. The reason of this is obvious; it is to gnard azalnst evasions,

ch infallibly happens in a greater or less degroe when duties are high.
It is needless to repeat that this wHl contribute as much to the interest of
the fair as to that of the revenue.



580 OONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 9,

Secretary Gallatin, reporting to the Senate in 1801, said:

In order to guard as far as possible inst the value of goods being un-
derr:t.ad in t-hge invoices, it would be embla to lay specific dutles onall such
articles now paying duties ad valorem as may be susceptible of that altera-
tion.

Secretary Dallas, reporting to the House of Representatives
in 1816, says:

Articles fmported to a great amount should rather be charged with specific

duties npon tasir welght and measure, in order to guard against evasions
and frauds, than with ad valorem duties on their value.

Secretary Crawford, in 1817, said-

It is certainly prudent to diminish as far as practicable the list of articles
paying ad valorem duties.

Secretary Meredith, in his report of December 3, 1849, says:

I propose a return to the system of specific duties on articles on which
they can be conveniently laid. The effcets of the present ad valorem system
are twofold, viz, on the revenue and on our own productions. Experience
has, I think, demonstrated that, looking exclusively to the revenue, a spe-
cific duty is more easily assessed, more favorable to commerce, more equal,
and less exposed to frauds than any other system. Thissystem obviatesths
difficulties and controversies which attend an appraisement of the foreign
market value of each invoice, and it imposes an equal duty on equal quan-
tities of the same commodity. Under the ad valorem system goods of the
same kind and quality, and between which there cun not be a difference in
value in the same marlket at any given time, nevertheless may often pay dif-
ferent amounts of duty. Thus the hazards of trade are unnecessarily in-
creased.

As the standard of value at every port must at last depend upon the aver-
age of the invoices that are passed there, every successful attempt at under-
valuation renders more easy all that follow it. The consequences are, not
only that the revenue suffers, that a certain sum is in effect annually given
by the public among dishonestimporters as a premium for their dishonesty,
but that fair American 1m§)ort.ers may be gradually driven out of the busi-
ness and their places supplied by unknown and uncrupulous foreign adven-
turers.

It will be remembered that this report of Secretary Meredith
was made affer the tariff of 1846 had been in operation three
years—a tariff which eliminated all specific duties and embraced
only ad valorems. And yet the committes has the hardihood to
assert in its report—

Under the tariff from 1846 to 1861 this system was again tried and proved
to be as successful in administration as it was just in principle.

The effect of ad valorem duties was made the subject of gpe-
eial inquiry by Secretary Meredith by calling upon custom offi-
cers throughout the United States to report the practical o;ggr—
ation of ad valorem duties as provided for under the act of 1346,
The reportof the Secretary was based on the replies received
from these official sources and they were practically unanimous
in condemnation of the ad valorem system, both in its ‘‘ admin-
istration ” and in ‘‘principle.” -

The collector at New Orleans said, among other things:

There is no doubt that if the subject were referred to practical business
men, to our merchants, and to those whose duties it is to administrate the
1aw, the officers of the customs, it would be decided with singunlar unanimin-
ity that the ad valorem sys.em is defective and that it works injuriously to
public as well as to private interesta.

ration is impractical in

The theory may be perfect, but its successful ope
consequence of universal and permanent objection—the fallibility of human

judgment and the corruft.lon of the human heart. The present system
yie gror.ect.ion when it is not wanted, and denying protecticn when it is
most needed, is of all systems the most tantalizing, deceptive, and ruinous.

The customs official at the' port of New York said:

The effect of abolishing specific duties has bean to inundate our markets
with merchandise of very inferior quality inaddition to the incentive of low
valuations. The effect produced upon the business of American merchants
by the universal system of ad valorem duties has been a very largely in-
creased ratio of importations by foreigners over Americans o to the in-
creased facilities for undervaluations of ad valorem duties and the low esti-
maite of the solemnity of the custom-house oaths entertained among
merchants in many foreign countries. ]

Not only officials,but leading business men everywhere through-
out the country condemn the system of ad valorems with prac-
tical unanimity. :

The following is taken from a statement of a business man in
Boston:

In regard to the effect upon the business of American merchants engaged
in the Emport.a.uons of foréign goods, the effect is to destroy the American
{mporter and to turn the wno?a business of import: into the hands of
foreigners. The experience of the past three years has shown that the busi-
ness of importing has increased in the hands of foreigners immensely, and
in the hands of American merchants has diminished very greatly,sothat the
whole business of the country under the present ad valorem system will soon
fall into the hands of the fraudulent foreigners, and the American merchant
will be thrown out of his honest and legitimate calling. The present tariff
discriminates in favor of the foreigner, and again the American has been
where there is no frand.

These and many other citations might be made from the re-
ports of officials and business men showing the universal condem-
nationof thead valoremsystem. It isanotoriousfactthatunder
that system, embodied in the tariff of 1846, every American im-
porter of wines in the city of New Orleans except two, in three

ears were complaetely driven out of business by foreigners. And

t was offlcially declared that three-fourthsof the business of im-
porting in the city of New York under the tariff of 1846 and by
the system of ad valorem rates had been turned over to foreign-
ers. How the committee, in the face of this recorded evidence
against the ad valorem system after three years of trial, could
have the effrontery to declare that its operation had been * suc-

cessful in administration as it was
man comprehension,
Secretary Bristow, in his annual report for 1876, said:
Another remedy, and the most effective which could be adopted for cor-
recting the evils of the appraisement system, is the substitution, so far as
racticable, of specific for ad valorem duties. The entire processof ascertain-
£ duties would be more simple, certain, and safe, OA)portuth.iea for col-
usive undervaluation would be ﬂgreatly lessened, and if errors were com-
mitted they could not, as to specific rates and amounts. be accounted for ex-
cept upon the supposition of culpabdle neglizence or actual fraud; whereas,
inres to ad valorem dutles, an error of judgment may readily be as-
slgned as a sufficlent explanation.

Secretary Sherman, in his report to Congress for 1878, made
the following suggestions:

As a rule, specific duties are to be preferred to either ad valorem or com-
pound rates, and in any future revision of the tarift it is hoped that Con-
umcablrm give preference to this system of imposing duties as far as prac-

just in prineiple ” is past hu-

During the Administration of President Arthur steps were
taken to ascertain through our consuls abroad and by means of
special agents of the Treasury the extent of the frauds practiced
on our revenues, and Secretary Folger in submitting his report
of March 28, 1834, with accompanying documents, said:

These papers seem to furnish conclusiveevidence of general and extensive
undervaluation of imported merchandise subject to ad valorem duties. Be-
sides the serious loss 1o the revenue consequent upon undervaluation as in
dicated in these reports, the practice has a demoralizing intiuence upon our
trade with other countries. The lack of safe grounds againss it offers a
premium to dishonesty and malkes it impossible for an honorable manufac-
turer or dealer in Europs to compate with his less conscientious rival for the
American trade,and the honest American is precluded from importing lines
of goods thus undervalued,

_I can not refrain in this connection from making some quota-
tions from these reports which form the basis of the Secretary’s
suggestions.

&eorge C. Tichenor,one of the most accomplished and trust-
worthy special agents ever connected with the Treasury De-
partment, said:

An English gentleman connected with one of the largest silk houses in the
United Kingdom informed me that one of the most éxtensive and reputable
manufacturers of silks in the Zurich district informed him that he con-
signed all his Sroducta for the American market to a commission house at
New Yor;:{‘3| and that his consular invoices were uniformly undervalued, gen-
erally at 20 per cent. He justified his actions as follows: First. That the
United States tariff was uitous and contrary to public policy and inter-
national comity. Second. He could not ship to the Uni States if he de-

hiaghoods at their true valne. Third. It had become an established
custom both at Zurich and Lyons. Fourth. He had to calculate upon some
bad debts and losses in the United States.

I myself conversed with manufacturers who in effect admitted that the
practice of undervaluing had become almost universal, and they expressed
themselves as be extremely desirous that it should be broken up, since
the compstition in the practice was year by year becoming sharper, until it
had become arace amongst them, in Which the New York commission agents
were the greatest winners. The undervaluation of silks at Zurich is not
alonse in involcing the goods at prices below their true market value, but it
is quite a common practice to make deductions also from such prices in the
form of * allowances” for pretended defects or imperfections in the goods,
under such designations as “‘imperfect,” * defective,” ‘‘light,” * spotted,”
““soft,” " streaked,” *‘uneven," * wrinkled,” '*bad,” ** dirty," ete.

These reports abundantly show that the ingenuity and depravity alike of
the Old World and our own have been ceaselessly employed in devising means
and parfecbinipl_m for defranding our revenues and evad our customs
laws. There is scarcely any kind or description of merchan subject to
ad valorem duty, imported into this country from beyond the seas but has
been or is undervalued more or less.

I merely state a fact known.to most merchants and tourists who have
visited continental Europe of late years that the practice of undervaluin
has become s0 common and universal there that even the shopkeepers an
small tradespeople voluntarily tender American ers, of small or large
articles, invoices specially made for ‘‘the customs.” Numerous instances
of the kind came directly under my observation, and 1 was told that inmost
cases the purchasers accepted such invoices most cheerfully, and at times
requested them. -

here are in this country, largely at New York, an army of commission
agents, who, in order to secure business, advise and urge forelgn manu-
facturers to undervalue their consignments to them, as they make advances
generally on such basis. In a large number of cases the goods are “de-
clared for duty” at and below the bare cost of manufacture, and the com-
mission agent, who can make suca returns of sales as pleases him is en-
abled through dishonesty to profit both from the consignor and the revenunes.

‘While the old ad valorem system ap most equitable and just, all ex-
Eerianca has shown that under it the dishonest importers prosper, while the

onest ones and the revenues suffer, and it has proved to be most expensive
to the Government and people and vexatious and demoralizing to customs
officers and employés.

I do not hesitate to say that I am entirely convinced that the
only safe and sure remedy for undervaluation, in all its forms, is
specific duties, and I believe that after careful consideration and
preparationon the part of those charged with the revision of our
tariff the same will be found applicable to most articles of im-
port. Speaking of the French tariff, he says:

It is known that this system wassnbstituted for the ad valorem system as
a protective measure, and it is a significant fact that, pending the late pro-
tracted negotiations between the English and French Governments con-
cerning an international commercial treatﬂ the French manufacturers,
particularly those in the district of Roubalx, made public remonstrance
against any concession in the direction of ad valorem duties, or departure
from the specilic system. as to textile fabrics or tissues, urging as a reason
that English goods would come in undervalued as much, they said, as 80 per
cent. Iappr d they rea d from experience and practice.

Mr. Mason, our consul at Basle, under date of February 5,
1884, said:

The undervalnations and other irregularities by which the United States
revenues have been, particularly since 1874, systematically defrauded, and
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the protective intention of the tariff laws to a greater or less degree men-
¥ Ezd, ma:‘"l be trauﬂ to i;arlous wmhamong which are: ;

. Excess of production in Earepe 0 uent eagerness of manu-
facturers fo pour into the American market ggg?;gnmg that they find su Fer
fluous here. In the ribbon manufacture, for example, factories are oiten
run at their full capacity during the dull season of the year, and the super-
fluous product thus uced is consigned to the United States at the bare
cost of production or less, where, if it is admitted at the declared prices, it
undersells and destroys the market for all similar goods imported by actual
purchasers at real market valuef. ;

According to Earopean theories America is the great national producer of
food and raw materiils and thea great consumer of manufacturad products.
Thatt e people of the United Statesshould Proauce and export & large suar-
plus of breadstufls, cotton, meat, and patrolenm is weall enongh (except as
regardspork), but that they should insist upon manufacturing silks, watches,
and other products of skillel labor at homs and even hope to export their
surplus of such manufactures, s regarded as an audacious violation of the
natural laws of production and consumption. The United States duty laws
become, therefore, to many European eyes, a false and unjustifiable barrier
to international commerce, to evade which involves no violation of con-
sclence or moral reproach.

There are exporters in Enrope who would scorn a dishonest act toward
an individual, who would red+em their unwritten promise with their last
franc. but who sign their names to undervaloed involces for Ameriea with-
out a twinge of conscience o¢ regret unless the false declaration is subse-
quentiy detected and punished. ;

Mr. Mason then makes a series of suggestions to remedy these
frauds upon our revenue, and the first suggestion is asfollows:

The substitution, wherever possible, of specific for ad valorem duties.

Mr. Shaw, our consul at Manchester, in hisereport of Febru-
ary, 1884, said:

The chief dificulty which consular officers on one side of the lins and ap-

ising offl zers on the other have to contend with in arriving at the dutia-
le value is found in that large class of merchandise upon which ad valorem
duties are levied.

As a rule, specific duties on all articles are e and fairly collected.
There i8 generally little chance of evading payment in these cases.

The t trounble—the ever-pressing struggle—arises over the long and
varied listof articles upon which ad valorem duties are imposed. These cause
consular and appraising officers and the T'reasury authoritiesendlessanxiety.
The perplexities surrounding and incident to the fair collection of this class
of duties are vast; and those who know about the constant and ingenious
ghifts resorted to by importers to evade payment of just dues on the one
hand. and how extremely dificnlt it is to detect snch devices and under-
valuations on the other, are surprised that our duties are as well collected
&8 they are at present.

But even the opinions of Szcretary Manning seem to have besn
wholly overlooked or disregarded, who while Secretary of the
Treasury addressed a series of twenty-four inquires to the cus-
tomsoflicers of the United States, at allof the important ports of
entry, among which was the following,

Would a change from ad valoram to specific rates be a benefit to the reve-
nue and help to ish a tendency to bribery, provld.lnfﬂt.ha existing quan-
tity of duvy is to be levied in the future, and could specific rates be applied
to all textile fabrics?

Theanswer to these interrogatories are embraced in a volume
of nearly a thousand pages, and are substantially unanimous in
opposition to ad valorem and in favor of spzecific duties. I can
notrefrain from a single quotation from one of these replies from
James D. Power, a special agent of the Treasury:

Ad valorem rates of duty afford temptations and opportunities for fraud
which can not be guarded against. even by the most rigil rules and vigilant
watchfulness. The assessment of values under this system is based upon
expert knowledge of values, the most uncertain and arbitrary method that
could be devised. Under the ad valorem system fraud has prospered and
demoralized the importing trade, which has passed from the hands of Ameri-
can citizens into the control of men who have taken advantage of our high
impprt duties to enrich themselves at the expense of the revenue and the
ruined trade of the American wholesale firms.

Fraund of thisnatureisdificalt to detect dnd moredifficult still to establish.
In the absence of documentary proof it resolves itself into a 1nere difference
of opinion between experts; and the owner of the suspected goods can at all
times procure experts who will maintain the correctness of his invoice
prices, or he may select an easier and more convincing and efficaclous line
of defense by glmcm‘ing afMdavits from his buyer or partner abroad to the
effect that the invoice cost was the actual lirim paid for the S.

While fraud may be perpetrated under the system of specific rates by re-
turn of false weights and maasures and by false classification, the officer
lending himself to such fraud exposes himself to risks, sure in the end to
lead to discovery, discharge from the service, and the prosecution under the
law, because false weights and measures and false classifications can not, as
in the case of undervaluation, be sheltered by the specious claim of mis-
taken judgment.

Sacretary Manning, in making his report of December 7, 1885,
based on these responses, said:

It is desirable that in revising and reducing rates of duty they should be
made specitic instead of ad valoram so far as the nature of the merchandise
will admit. Theoretically considered, ad valorem are preferable to specific
duties; but in practice, under such rates as we have had and must continue
to have for years to coms, the former are the too easy source of deception
and inequality at the custom-house. Congreéss has itin its power to change
from time to time, as may be advisable, specific rates so as to meet any
permanent changes in values.

Secretary Manning summed up the whole matter as follows:

One hears it often said that if our ad valorem rates did not exceed 25 per
cent or 3) per cent, undervaluations and temptations to undervaluations
would disappear; but the records of the Department for 1817, 1840, and 1857
do not uphold that conclusion. Whatever successful coatrivances are in
o tion to-day to evade the revenus by false invoices, or by undervalua-
tions, or by any other means, under an ad valorem system, will not cease
even if the ad valorem rates shall have been largely reducsd. They are in-
contestibiy, they are even notorionsly inherent in that system.

In view of this overwhelming testimony it is purile to con-
tend in favor of the superiority of ad valorem over specific rates,

Against the opinions of the mere theorists of to-day,I interpose
the substantial judgmentof practical business men,experienced
officials, and the praictic: of the mostenlightened nationson the
globe. In all continental nations exeepting the Netherlands
ad valorem tariffs have been substantially discarded. France,
Germany, Austria, Hungary, Italy, Swed2n and Norway, Rus-
sia, Switzerland, Belgium, Portugal, and Spain, as the result of
long experience with both systems, have seitled down to the col-
lection of their custom revenuesalmost wholly toasp:cific basis.
It iz more than folly, therefore, to attempt to foist upon this
country a system condemned bEa ezntury of our own history and
the experiencs of the leading European natizas.

It is not surprising, however, that the pariy of free trade in
the United States should make this method of levying duties the
le :ding feature of its policy. It is a fit accompaniment to this
bill. It removes the last safeguard to American industries and
strikes down the last hope for our protective system. If there
was nothing else in this measure deserving public econdemna-
tion, this alone ought to be suflicient to insure its overwhelm-
ing defeat.

But the members of the majority seek to securs Eublic ap-
proval for the destruction of specific duties by pluming themselves
with a show of lessened ad valorems, hopinz thareby to divert
public attention and secure popular applause.

Th3 gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] in com-
menting upon high ad valorems under existing law made an
exhibit of two pieces of cloth, suited, as he declared, to the uses
of our laboring people, ugon which there was a duty of from 200
to 300 per cent. Through the courtesy of the gentleman [ have
those identical samples before me. Here they are. A liboring -
man would be ashamed to wear either. What are they? One
is a plush with cotton back and warp, and a filling of mohair
waste, while the other has the additional adornmant of cows’
hair. There is not an ounce of wool in either. We placed a
high duty on this stuff for the very purpose of keeping it out of
our market, and saving our laboring people from being imposad
upon with thesacheap fabrics. [Applause.] Havingdriven our
workmen out of employment by your free-trade policy, you now
offer them the consolation of lower ad valorams on clothing of
cotton and cows’ hair,

When commenting on high ad valorem on crockery, the gen-
tleman omitted to state that a toilet set of twelve pieces, which
in 1878 cost $13.25, can be had now for $4; that a tea set of fifty-
six pieces, decorated, which cost in 1878 $11.75, costs now but $3,
and thata decorated dinner set of one hundred and twenty-five
pieces, which cost in 1873 $46.70, can now be secured, after fif-
teen years of high advalorems on crockery, for $13.

Let me say to the gentleman that the masses of the people,
however, at this time are not specially enthusiastic over the
prospects of lower ad valorems., Our workmen are notsearching
for low ad valorems, but for employment. Shivering by desolite
hearths over the expiring embers of thelast handful of coal, they
are not solicitous about ad valorems, but fuel.

Starving families clutching for tha last morsel of food, can
notbalull :d into forgetfulness of present missry by the announce-
ment of lower ad valorems on the necessities of Iife. Tramping
the streets, out of employment, receiving alms, lower ad valor-
ems will not heal the wounded pride of the brave men who never
bafore were dzpendent on public charity. The laboring peaple
of this count.:f ask not lower ad valorems, but work. They pre-
fer high ad valorems, constant employment, and abundant wages,
to low ad valorems, idleness, and want. |Applause.]

But why press this issue of free trade? It has been repeat-
edly tried in this country, and has always been with the same
disastrous consequznces. It was tested most fully under theold
confederation, and the flood of foreign importations not only
swept away our manufactures, but the very foundations of that
government. It was resorted toagain in 1816 and with the same
disastrous consequences; again in 1832, and the recollection of
the panic and desolation of 1837 is still within the memory of liv-
ingmen. Weagainentered an this destructive policy in 1845 and
1857, and it culminated in individual and national bankruptey.
Yet the committee extol the tariff of 1846 and 1857 and make
the astounding declaration that ‘' During a period of fiftesn years
of low tariff, from 1846 to 1861, there was a healthy and harmo-
nious growth of agriculture and all the other great industries
of the country.” An army of living witnasses could be cilled to
refute this assertion. The historyof that period will notsustain
thatdsclaration. Underthe operation of these tariffs, industries
declined, public revenues fell off, labor was forced out of employ-
ment. and general disaster and ruin was visited upon our people.
A single quotation from the New York Tribune of January 15,
1855, will serve to show the deplorable condition of the single
city of New York.

Go and ses thousands, men and womoan, boys a'ri'-girls. old and young,
black and white, of all nations. crowding and jostiinz each other, almost
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fighting for a first chance, acting more lika. hungry wolves than human be-
ings, in a land of plenty, waiting until the food is ready for distribution.
Such a scene may be ssen every day betwzen 11 and 2 o'clock around the
corner of Orange and Chatham strests, whare charity gives a dinner to the
R‘oazr, and soup ani breal to others to carry to their miserable families.

'he cry of hard times reaches us from every part of the country. The
» making of roads is stopped, factories are closed, and houses and ships are no

longer being built.

Factory hands, roal-makers, carpenters, bricklayers, and laborers are
idle.an I.pa.ra.lﬁsis is rapidly embracing every pursiit in the country. The
cause of all this stoppage of circulation is to b2 found in the steady outflow
of gold to ga.y foreign laborers for the cloth, the shoes, the iron, and other
thinzs that conld bs produced by American labor, but which can not be so
proiuced underour present revenuse system.

It is an nncontrovertibla fact that during a period of thirfeen
years, from 1848 to 1860, covering almost the entire eraunder the
tarifis of 1846 and 1857, that the balance of trade against this
country aggregated more than four hundred and twenty mil-
lions, and that exports of gold for the same period exceeded our
imports by more than four hundred and thirty millions. - And
that while in 1850 our imported merchandise amounted to only
one hundred and sixty-four millions, yetin 1857 it reached the
enormous sum of three hundred and thirty-three millions. And
though our imports increased, our public revenues declined.
Our warehouses were [ull of goods which imll;)ortera declined to
take from bond either because they were unable to pay the duties
or there was no dem:und for their consumption.

The Secretary of the Treasury, Howell Cobb, in his annual re-
ports for 1857, 1858, and 1859, while extolling the system of free
trade, of which he was a most pronounced advocate, neverthe-
less was asking to be clothed with power to borrow money to
meet the expenses of the Government in a time of peace. And it
is a notorious fact that not only was the Treasury depleted, but
the public eredit became so seriously impaired that the obliga-
tions of this Government was negotiated at a discount of 12 per
cent. Millard Fillmore, in his third annual message to Congress,
December 6, 1852, depicted the condition of the country under
this low ad valorem system in no uncertain terms.

Withoutrepeating the arguments contained in my former message in favor
of discriminating protective duties, I deem it my duaty to call your attention
to one or two other considerations affecting this subject. e first is, the
effect of large importations of !mlﬂu goods uﬁn our currency. Most of
the gold of California, as fast as it is coined, finds its way directly to Eu-
rope in payment for goods purchased. In the second place, as our manufac-
turing establishments are broken down by competition with foreigners, the
capital invested in them is lost, thousands of honest and industrions citizens
are thrown out of employment, and the farmer to that extent is deprived of
a home market for the sale of his surplus produce. In the third place, the
destruction of our manufactures leaves the forsigner withour competition
in our market, and he conssquently raises the price of the article sent here
for sale, as is now seen in the increased costof imported from England.
I sabmit, therefore, that the committes is not justified in its
assertion that the tariffs of 1846 and 1857 brought a *‘ healthy
growth to all the industries of our country.” It was precisely
the reverse, and these wara of history ought to besufficient
to deter you from the repetition of the folly.
On the contrary, the eras of protection in this country have
always been periods of marked prosperity, and we never recov-
ered from the disastrous consejuences of the experiment of free
trade at any time antil protection was restored. The history of
our country in 1824 and 1828, 1812 and 1862 fully sustains this
assertion. The last thirty yearsof continuous protection stands
out as the golden era of our national existence.
Take down the census reporf for 1860 and 1890 and mark the
gigantic strides by which we have reached our industrial su-
premacy. In that pariod of thirty years, despite the ravages of
. war, our population rose from 31,443,321 to 62,622,250; our acre-

age, from 407,212,538 to 815,000,000; improved lands, from 162,
¢ 110,000 to 400,000,000; engaged in agriculture, from 4,335,758 to
9,600,000; value of lands, fences, and buildings, from $6,645,045,-
007 to $13,110,031,384; improvements and machinery, from $246,-
118,141 to $550,000,000; live stock on farms, [rom $1,039,329,915
to $2,418,766,028; cereals, from 1,239,039,947 bushels to 3,200,742~
000 bushels.

Capital invested in manfactures, from $1,009,855,715 to $4,600,-
000,000; value of production, $1,885,861,676 to $8,700,000,000; wages
gsld in manufactures, $37,878,916 to 32,000,000,000; accumula-

ions in savings banks, from $149,277,554, or $4.75 per capita, to
$1,524,844,500, or $24.35 per capita; railways, 28,920 miles to 163,
597 miles; assets of these roads from $1,867,248,720 to $10,278,835,-
746; street railways from 403 miles to 5,783 miles; investment in
roads and equipments, from $14,862,840 to $389,359,289; assessed
valuation of real and personal property, from 812,034,560,005 to
$24,651,585,465, while the resl value of the nation’s wealth rose
rom $16,129,616,063 to $53,648,000,000. ~

Yet in the face of this magnificent triumph it is now pro
to eall a halt in the industrial march and turn the column back-
ward over the deserted and disastrous pathway leading to free
trade. The command has already been given, and consternation
has taken possession of all our people. The record of this single
year's disasters stands without a parallel in the history of our
country. Fifteen.thousand five hundred and sixty business fail-

ures, seventy-three railways, aggregating 31,878 miles, and rep-
resenting untold millions of property, gone into the hands of
receivers and to bankruptey. Ourminesand factoriesare closed

smokeless chimneys stand like monuments above the graves of
dead industries, while an army of the unemployed are tramping
the streets begging for bread.

Bradstreet, in a recent publication after a careful enumeration
of the unemployed throughout the country, states that there are
“‘in New England 65,200 unemployed and 154,000 dependent; New
York and New Jersey, 223,250 unemployed and 563,750 depend-
ent; Pennsylvania, 151,500 unemployed and 449,200 dependent;
Central Western States, 221,340 unemployed and 443,310 de-

sndent; Northwestern States, 64,900 unemployed and 175,800

ependent; Pacific coast, 25,800 unemployed and 4,700 depend-
ent; Southern States, 43,065 unemployed and 122,650 dependent;
making a frightful aggregate of 801,885 people unemployed and
1,956,710 dependent.”

Yet the half has not bzen told. The record of this year’s in-
dustrial and individual suffering resulting from this pro
legislation will never be made up. It exceeds the possibilities
of human calculation.

I implore you to abandon this suicidal policy. Have you not
pursued it far enough fo become convinced of its disastrous
consequences? [t is no longer an experiment—it has become a
publie erime. Youhave it within your power to instantly relieve
this appalling situation. You have only to substitute for the
pending measure s joint resolution declaratory of your purpose
to maintain existing law in full force and effect ¢uring the con-
tinuance of this Administration, and business activity would in-
stantly take the placs of business depression. It would arrest
the slaughter of our flocks, open our mines, relight the fires of
our furnaces, unchain the wheels of our industries, start every
spindle and loom; while whistles and factory bells would call the
tramping starving millions back from enforced idleness to profit-
able employment and the American Republic would leap with a
bound to its accustomed place in the van of industrial nations.
[Prolonged applause on the floor and in the galleries.]

The CHATRMAN. The Chair begs to remind our visiting
friends in the galleries that such demonstrations are not allow-
able under the rules, and a repetition of them will warrant. the
Chair in having thegalleriescleared. [Renewed applause.] The
Sergeant-at-Arms will be directed to remove visitors from the
galleries unless they cease their demonstrations.

A MeEMBER. They vote, Mr. Chairman. [Laughter.]

The following are the statistics referred to by Mr. BURROWS: -

APPENDIX. -
STATISTICS RELATING TO ITEMS IN SCHEDULES A, B, G, AND N.
[Eleventh Census of the United States—Statistics of manufactures.]
STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS FOR THE CHEMICAL INDUSTRY.

The following statement inciudes the manufacture of paints, varnish, fer-
tilizers, chemicals, dyestufls, and extracts, celluloid, high axgﬂaﬂaﬁ, gun-
powder, bone, ivory, and lamp black, oils, resinous and essential:

Number of establlshments...... ...ccoeeecaaa. .. i 1
Ta I MRS S e A e S e e e SR SR $168, 462, 044
Total number of employés L) Pt 43,701
oL B T B S e s S S A S SR IR B -- 825,321,007
Meers and clerks. : 5, 953
Oficers’ and clerks’ wages... —— §7,481,260
All othser employés __......... 47,748
All other employés' wages... - 817,856,817
Costof materials used ......coeeeemeemevemamense =m ey o o S AL £106, 521,930
Total valne of produacts ... .o . 8177,B11,833
Statement relating to particular products included in the preceding table.

Sulphuric Acid.

Sulphurie acid 50° Beaums ... _........._.____pounds.. 1,000, 863 407
Sulphuroacid 30" Besume ____ ... _________ value.. 81,826,572
Sulphuric acid 60° Beaume _.__ -pounds_. 20,570,908
Sulphuric acid 60° Beaume . --.value.. #122. 040
Sulphurie acid 66° Beaume . pounds.. 854,588,657

Sulphuric acid 66° Beaums . ...value.. #3249,
Sulphoricacid. ... . total pounds.. 1,384,778, M7

TS e | e e R R O e e I total value.. 5,108,

Of the above 50° acid, 581,536,200 ponunds were consumed by those manufac-
turing it in the manufacture of fertilizers, and the value for this amouns is

not shown.

. Paints and colors.
p 1 TG0 T il el e DR Rl s Sy e S e i e A 143,000
Barytes . ......-..... value 4
iron oxide and other earth colora(a) ---poumds.__ 13%, 372, 483
Iron oxide and other earth colors (@) §1, 068, 800

(a) Includes ocher and ocherous earth dry, sienna and sienna earth dry,
umber and umber earth dry.

|Eleventh Censns of the United States—Stalistics of manufactures.]

STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS TOR THE PETROLEUM REFINING INDUSTRY.

Number of establishments
s e S et R S Tt
Total number of employés
O R e e e e e SO
T B I R e e n o m s b re m s i ire e

Officers and clerks .
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All other employeés ..........
All otheremployss. . . i cim e
Total cost of materials used..

Value
Nentral ultered oils:
Barrels.--...... L B B e ey e

Value
Filterel cylinder ofls:
Barrels.__...._.
g7y Yl e

Bushels
Value. .. oooeoo-
All other products . e ey

STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS FOR THE SALT INDUSTRY.

Number of establishments
Capital
Total number of employés
TObAl WAZOB. ... cotmvazsoiana
Oficers and clerks, number. .. e e e
Officers and clerks, wages.
All other employés, DUMber. . ooe oo e e
All other emplOYEs, WEES .. coe e crasnnmimmaeaean
Cost of materialsused. . i ST, &
Number of bushels of salt manufactured. o
Valus of saltmanufactored .o i i acnesinabannea

2048
817,738, 431

STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS FOR THE COKRE INDUSTRY, SCHEDULE N, EXCLU-

SIVE OF GAS CONES.,

Number of establishments . oo i o i
Ty e e R e S T TR U SRR e Al
Total number of employés =
Total wages. ... c...comvcrocama T
Officers and clerks, number ... cocceeemceaemenae - 161
Omeers and clerk, wages. ... .. Bl13,632
All other emplOyés, NUIIDEL ceevcvavancvremecnammnan 8,998
All other employés, wages Le §4,072, 632
(%:mm:.y O CORL RO - SOMIB . i s LS Et il
Total cost of materialsused ._ o
mﬂw of coke manufactured.tons .___.____.______.___________
Vo e e L e e e S e S s T R S

218
817,462, 720
59

STATISTICS RELATING TO THE MINERAL INDUSTRIES, SCHED-

O, AND COAL,
[Eleventh Census of the United States.]

STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS FOR MINERAL INDUSTRIES.
Iron ore.

I&umber of mines producing. .

Wages
Other expenditures
Number of tons mined (long tons) .. ...v.uoeeeaiciceaaee o
Valueoforemined .. ... ... ... s

Capital
%umber of employfsatmines. . . ___ e

0, 872, 507
I& 618, 041
833, 851, 978

BEes. o i 5
Other expenses .. s e LT T
Total copper prcducb “from all sources (POTNAR) .. .. e s e ceommeamare 228,
Producetion in priadwll producing States.
States Fine
Ore pro- Black
and Mineral. Matte. cOo
Territorfes, | 9uced. copRet. B L
] Pounds Pounds Pounds.
Michigan .......] 2,483,783 | 117,804,068 | .- ___ .. ... .... 87,455, 675
EATIR - o w 10,176,744 | 147,800, 590 , B8,
Arizona.. .. ..... s 4,126,000 | 31,342, 685
New Mexico.... _ 4,000 7, 620, 800 3,888,014
Total..o.....| 8,322,742 | 117,804,920 | 99,713,287 | 150,547,300 | 290, 560, 438

I Supplies

Bituminous coal,
Numtm:o! mines, regular, 2.213 local 8,920 . e 12,
............ £180, 722, 319
Number of employés 175,242
P e 260,705, 711
Otherexpenditures 15, 558, 482
Number of tons mined 95, 629, (26

Average price per ton, $0.99.

Antimony.
Wages._ 5 $12,218
Otherexpenditures..._._._........ —— - 811,004
Numberottonsolore .. o 265

Number bf tons star regnlus produced, 115;value____________._.__ §28, 000
[Eleventh Census of the United States.]
STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS FOR MINERAL INDUSTRIES.

Aica.

Capital ...._._...... 3 . 891,550
%}nmber T E e e Rl SR P A R e 186

== el £12,174

Other expenditures
Numberoftonsinmatte______ ... . . oeen... 1,151

T Sulphur. )
TS ST e L e O LRI i S e e T M e e S

£1,70)
Amountof orep'todnwd 1,150 tons; refined sulphur, 450 tons—value.. &,850
COrude baryles—Scheduls A,

ages
Supplies and expenses.._..
Nul::)nbar of tons mined.... &
b LTV 0T T T TRt et R S YR = =R

[Eleventh Census of the United States.]
STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS FOR MINERAL INDUSTRIES.
o Metallic paints.

Capital ...
Number of employés ...

Wages........

Supplies and other

Number of tons minsma

Value of metallic paints ts mined
Chromic iron ore.

Number of mines (all in California) 6
Capital invested.._. 88, 000
Number of employés 30
Woges e £6, 000
Other expenditures.. #, 000
Number of tons mined.. : SR 2,000
Value at San F‘rmciwo. sl .- o e e £30, 000
Productive establishments
Capital(@). .oen- .. £1,221,114
Nnmber of employés 937
Wagee:_ . 8628,280
Other expenditures 255,112
Number of flasks produced {b) = 26, 464
Value of product ... E1,190, 500

(@) Does not include £112, 000 capital invested in six idle establishments.
%Does not include 20 flasks made in Oregon, the value being less than

Er}Eavel:n.h census of the United States. Statistics of the Mineral Inaus-
Sandstons (t‘nc!udwg Jreestone).

Number of A S e L S S e R

Total capltal invested. - 817,776, 467
Number of employés = 1_?, 925
Total wages....... .- 86,257,580
All other expenses._ =t SRR B
Number of cubie feet of sandstons .. 71,571,064
Value, total both sand and freestone % 010 818, 057

Granite,

Number of employés. _ 22 313
Total wages_......... , 620, 485
All other eXpenses. .. ...oc.occ-caeas $1, 883,538
Number of cubic feet of granite. @2, 287, 156

R e R R e e e e . 814,464,095
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Number of quarries ........

. Total capital invested.
Number of employés. ............
Total

All other expen:
goml \;am; u?lt roducts......
tone for TPOses
Stone for building gnnrposas‘..
Stone for street work ... ... .eceeiao-
Stone for street work......._..
Stone for bridge, dam, and railroad work..
Stone for bridge, dam, and railroad work
Stone for miscellaneous purposes
Stone for miscellaneous purposes
All other products....c.ceccccacansns

83UBRERZ

cubic feet..
-...value._.
.cubie feet..

1]
g

g oumasn
2 2
2338248

- Bluestone.
Number of quarries (systematically operated)

Total capital invested
Number of employés

Number of cubic feet of bluestone T
g e T BT R S S i S e i SO R S S

Number of quarries. ... .....cccciccidiacacmicanassnsssasscanasasnsysn
Total capital invested. +
Number of employés..

Wages.

All Other eXpenses. . .....cocomemmmme--
Number of squares of roofing slate
Value of rooling slate .. ............
Value of slate for other pUrpoSes).....ccccceaeeucecccees

Total value of 8late ... .occcocoamcriaamsncnass e AT, 83,482,513

RECAPITULATION.
Slone.

(Including sandstone, granite, limestone, bluestone, and slate.)
Number of QUATLIOS. ..o cccramccsnrsamme e mmeer e s aammmm

Total capital invested. . ccceecocccmicaiminccancccenn s eann !
Number of employés ..
b o e P SR TS GRS
All other expenses .y

Number of cubic feet of stone *
Total valne of stone...... e e o P e e A $49, 547, 450

# Not including slate.
[Eleventh Census of the United States—Statistics of agriculture.]

Statement of the production of certain farm products.

Quantity. Value.

Not reported.
Do
Do
Do

§1,102, 802

§10, 436, 228
Not reported.

[Eleventh Census of the United States—Statistics of manufactures.]

STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS FOR WOOL MANUFACTURE, INCLUDING WOOLEN,
WORSTED, CARPET, FELT, WOOL HAT, HOSIERY, AND ENITTING MILLS.

Number of establishments. .....cemreanaans

Waues paid officers, firm members, and clerks 1

Al?hc'rther employés .......... 213,859

Wi paid all other emplo §70, 917, 894

Cost of ma used . §203, 005, 572

Value of products__... . §337,768, 624
Quantily and value of some of the different materials used.

s nmessesnnavs DL Wb, 518

ured wool (domestic and foreign) pounds......
oy and noils:

Mohair yarn:
PoOunAS. . . eoociioamcasdiannmcmmcn i assen s nan e e e o e

*

. Quantity and value of some of the different products.
‘Woolen yarn, all wool:
Pounds

Value.. . 210,742,882
‘Woolen yarn, union or merino;

ey T I e T Gt M R A 6,790,813

g7 SR LTI S S L N L R PR P S8 KL , 820,
Worsted yarn:

e T AR G o R e et L L el E G S 29, 576, 182

) e R Rk S e S W ) S S R I T 22,411,853
‘Woolen card rolls:

e F A O e S S e 1, 435,215

R e e S e e 04,
Worsted slubbing and tops:

D e 391, 501

RN S e s e i R E R S e e SR e i s Ll #1053, 516
‘Worsted noils

S 1] Ao b sl bl ol e T LI TS SR T 4,458, 621

R e e N e e A R e N G SR S §1, 162,050

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes
to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN|.

Mr. BRYAN. DMr. Chairman, I simply desire at this time to
place in the RECORD some information which may be desired by
the members, and which was obtained from the Department of
State. On the 20th of May last I addressed some questions to
the Department of State, and they were submitted to coansuls in
foreign countries. The information obtained in regard to the
operation of the income tax in England, Prussia, Italy, Austria,
and several of the German provinces I have felt it my duty to
put in the RECORD, in order that those who are studying the

uestion and preparing themselves on either side of it may have
the advantige of the information collected by the Government.
This information will zltEPear in the RECORD fo-morrow morning,
except where it is contained in reports printed in foreign lan-
guages, and these reports will be left with the clerkof the Ways
%gd Means Committee, where they can be consulted by mem-

s,

Questions submitted May 20, 1893, o Hon. Alvey A. Adee, S2cond Assistant Secre-
tary of State, and by him submitted to the United States consuls.in foreign coun-
tries where an income tax Is collected,

First. How long has the income tax been collected?
-Second. What rate is levied and what exemptions are allowed?
Third. Is thetax graded, and what isthe tozal annual income from the tax?
Fourth. What important changes have been made during the existence of
the tax; has the rate beer® increased or have the exemptions been changed?
And what is meant by *income"'? 1
3 Fift-t;hvls the tax assessed by an officer, or does the citizen make return un-
er oath?
Sixth. What punishment is provided for a failure to make proper return

of income?

Seventh. Does thetax grow in popularity, or is it bacoming more distaste-
fui; a:tl‘d Ibia th?ere is eamplﬁn , 18 it from those who pay or from those who es-
ca e tax

ighth. Isthe tax collected through local authorities or by a representa-
tive of the general government?

Ninth. Give any other facts in connection with the tax or its methods of
assessment and collection which will enable one to judge of its wisdom and
its advantages and disadvantages.

ENGLAND.

The questions put by Mr. W. Q. Gresham in his letter to Mr. Henry White,
of the United States embassy, have been answered categorically.

In dealing with the questions raised the board’s twenty-eighth report (1885)
has been adopted as a basis and it has besen brought up to date—so far as
figures are available.

That report incorporates more or less all the greviousreporls of the board
of inland revenue since 1857, and may be considered a fair résumé of what
has taken place since the income tax was first imposed.

The following pnblications are herewith forwarded. viz:

1, Twenty-eighth Report of the Board of Inland Revenue, 1885,

2. Pamphlet entitled ** Some opinions on certain recently revived proposi-
tions sugl'eawd with a view to a more equal incidence of the income tax,"
by F. L. %obi.uson. esq., C. B, deputy chairman to the board.

This pamphlet contains references to all the important discussions in con-
nection with the proposed “ differential ” and ‘‘graduated ™ systems, and will
prove very valuable In connection with questions 7 and 9.

3. A collection of acts relating to the income tax.

4. Some of the forms used in the administration of the tax.

QUESTION 1.

First. How long hasthe income tax been collected?

A short historical statement is annexed, showing when the income tax
was first lmg_cl-sed.

The act which first created a tax with reference to income was the 38
George 111, cap. 16, in 1798

The tax was continued until 1818, when it ceased.

It was subsequently reimposed in 1842, since which year it has continued
in force.

The statement referred to has been taken from the twenty-eighth report
of the Board of Inland Revenue, made in 1885, a copy of which report is here-
with forwarded for the information of the United States Government.

INCOME TAX-—SHORT HISTORICAL STATEMERT.

The origin of the tax dates from 1798,

In that year an act was introduced at the instance of Mr, Pitt, entitled ‘'An
act for granting to His Majesty an ald and contribution for the prosecution
of the war.”” This act did not, in fact, impose a duty upon property, but im-
posed additional duties of asseased taxes, regulated by the amountof income
which the person charged with a d taxes pe d, provided such per-
son possessed an income of £60 o year or upward, Theproduce of the taX for
the first year under that system was £1,850,906.

In the year 1799, by the act of the 39 Geo. 111, c. 13, the duties granted by tha
above-mentioned act of 1798 were repealed, and in lien thereof a duty was
imposed upon incomes at the rate of 10 per cent. By this act all persons
were required to make returns of the whole of their income from whatso-
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ever source the same was derived, exemption being granted to those whose
incomes were under £60 a year, and reduced rates charged on incomes be-
tween that amount and £200 a year. The produce of the tax in the first year
after this alteration was £¢,016,624, or about a quarter of a million for every
P Y608 th mgrese!' t system of charging inc all property and
n the present system 2 omes upon an

profit at their first source was introduced, and the return of the who¥a in-
come, previously required, was abandoned. By this act (43 Geo. II1, ¢. :mt
the various descriptions of income chargeable with duty were. for the firs
time, distributed under the several schedules A, B, C, D, and E, as at pres-
ent. A Paundage rate, varying from 3d. to 11d. in the pound, was imposed
upon all incomes between and £150 a year, and 5 per cent upon all in-
comes amounting to o« axceedmf the latter sum. The profits of farmers
were assumed for the purposes of the act to be three-fourths of the annual
wvalue of the lands and tenements they occupied if the land were in England,
and one-half in Scotland, instead of requiring from that class a return of
their actual profits, as in the case of trades and professions generally. Ex-
emption was confined to incomes of less than £60 a year, from whatever
source arising. The principle of taxing income at its source is thus ex-
plained in some observations on the tax, published at the time under the
authority of Government. ‘*“As the former duty was imposed on a general
account of income from all sources, the present duty is imposed on each
gource, by itself, in the hands of the first possessor, atthe same time permit-
ting its diffuslon throngh every natural channel in its course to the hands
of the nltimate proprietor.

“Instead of the landlord and the various claimants upon him in sueces-
sion, it looks to the occupier only. Instead of the creditor, it looks Lo the
fund from which the debt is answered. In the place of a complicated ac-
count, collected from the various sources from which the income of an in-
dividual is derived, it applies to the souree itself to answer for its increase.
By these means its object is attained with more facility and certainty, and

th less intricacy and disclosure, diminishing the occasions of evasion by
the means of exaction: thus the charge is gradnally diffused from the first
possessor to the ultimate proprietor, the prifate transactions ot life are
Pprotected from the public eye. and the revenue is more effectually guarded.”

The produce of the tax under this system at the reduced rateof 5 per cent
was almost equal to that of 1799, when the rate was 10 per cent,

Between the years 1803 and 1806, several acts were passed relating to the
income tax, which made no alteration in the principle, butin the latter year
by 44 Geo. I1I, cap. 65, the rate of duty was again increased to 10 per cent.

& exemption on incomes from property under £60 a year (which
before existed) was, with a few exceptions, repealed, entire exemption was
limited to incomes under £50 a year in the whole, and a graduated scale fm-
posed upon incomes between £50 and £150 a year, but ted to profits of

trades, professions, and offices.

The follo extract from the de bools, published by the tax office at
that period, explain the unds for the alteration. It states “‘that the
regulation in the .ormer act by which exemption was granted on the whole
of every dperson‘s income under £680 a g}ear. which was intended to have a
strict and limited operation. has been introductive of the greatest frauds
upon the public. It is notorious that persons living in easy eircumstances,
nay, even in apparent afiuence, have returned their income under £60, al-
though their annual eﬁudnm has been treble that sum, and to whom
there was no ground for imputing extravagance. The income of whole par-
ishes has been swept away by this fraud, such persons generally bringing
their income below £89. Hence it is that the legislature found the necessity
of confining the exemptions to £50, that their former returns may be made
use of."”

By this act of 1806 the dividends in the public funds. which had hitherto
been returned by the recipients as a part of their income, were for the first
time brought within the principle which charged income at its first source,
provision being made that the k should make the assessment and deduct
the tax from thedividends, instead of areturn for assessment being required
from the iproprletors of the stock. An exemption was. however, granted for
ﬁmt po;; i‘;ﬂd of the funds which was the bona fide property of foreigners res-

ent abroad.

An allowance for the repairs of buildings. which before existed, was taken
away by this act. and abatements, previously allowed to persons with a cer-
tain number of children, were likewise discontinued. The allowancefor life
assurance was confined to persons whose incomes were less than £150 a year.

In the year 1810 the income tax ceased. It was not revived until the year
1842, when it was reilmposed by Sir Robert Peel's government, iot as a war
tax but for the purpose of repairing the deficiency which then occurred in
the revenue to meet the expenditure of the couniry, and to enable the Gov-
ernment to make some reforms, with the view of benefiting the commerce
and manufactures of the kingdom.

Sir Robert Peel’s act followed the general principles laid down in that of
1808; the duty was imposed at the rate of 7d. in the pound, being £2 18s. 4d.
per cent, and total exemption was granted to persons whose whole income
was under £150 a year.

By the act of 1842 the duty on farmers was imposed on half the annual
value of the lands and tenements occupled in England instead of three-
fourths, and on about one-third in Scotland instead of one-half, as under the
former act of 1808,

From that time till 1853 but little alteration was made in the law.

In 1858 Mr. Gladstone introduced an act by which the tax was reimposed
for a period of seven years, with various alterations and modifications. By
this act the original rate of duty of 7d. in the pound was continued for two
years, 64. inthe pound was imposed for the next two years, and 5d. for the
remaining period of three years. ending 5th April, 1860, when it was intended
to cease altogether, and the duties under Schedule B were rtioned ac
cordingly. The total exemption accorded to incomes under £150 was re-
pealed and limited to incomes under £100. Incomes amounting to £100 and
not amounting to £150 were not subjected to the full amount of tax payable
on property and profits generally. The rate of duty on such incomes was
fixed at bd. in the pound annually for the whole period of seven years.

The additional amount thus brou ht into charge on incomes from £100 to
£150 was In Great Britain £14,467,300, which at 5d.in the pound produced a
revenueof £301,320.

Under this act the income tax was for the first time extended to Ireland.
The fits of farmers in Ireland were estimated at the same rate as those
in Scotland: that is to say, at about one-third of the annual value,

On the declaration of war with Russia, it was found necessary to double
the income tax from the 5th April, 1854; and a further increase was after-
wards imposed by the act 18 Viet.. ¢. 20, from the 5th April, 1855, of 2d. inthe
pound on incomes of £130 a year or u ; andof 1. in the pound on in-
comes amounting to £100 and not to £150a year, making 1s. 4d. in the former
case and 114d. in the latter.

This is the highest point to which the tax has ever been raised since its
reimpositionin 1842,

The act which gamed the duty of 1s.4d.in the pound declared that it
should continue force until the 6th April after the expiration of one
year from the ratification of the treaty of peace. As this did nottake place

until the financial year 1856, the act did not until the 5th April, 1858
In 1857, however, the tax was reduced to 7d.in h:dponnd. X

The Russian war upset the calculations that been made in 1853 as to
the cessation of the income tax in 1850. Instead of being abolished in that
year it was charged at the rate of 10d.

In February, 1861, a sele:t committee was appointed by the House of Com-
mons. on the motion of Mr. Hubbard, “to inquire into the present mode of
assessing and collecting the incyme and property tax, and whether any mode
of levyingthe same so as to render the tax more equitable can be adopted.”

The committee reported as follows:

‘*The attention of your committee onthglgrasentoeca-aion has been mainl
directed to a scheme proposed by their chafrman, and explained by him bo
in written memo a and in oral evidencs, the principal features of which
appear to beas follows:

“ First. A proposal to make netinstead of gross income the basis of assess-
ment tothe tax: notascertaining the net income by an accountof actual out-
goings, but assumingz it by a deduction, founded on an average from certain
classes of gross income.

‘Second. A proposal to divide all incomes into two classes, of which the
one shonld eomprise incomes ealled spontaneous, and the other incomes
called industrial: and to tax the former upon the full amount of the net
income, and the latter upon two-thirds of that amount.

“Third. A Propoﬁa.l to distinguish in certain cases between the interest of
invested capital and the repayment by installments of the invested capital
itself. and to levy the tax upon the interest only, and not upon the repaid
portions of capital.

* These three proposals are addressed to three complaints which are popu-
larly made against the income tax in its present form, viz, that it taxes the
owners of g;:operty in res of income which they do not get; that it
presses too hardly upon skill and industry as compared with property; and
that it deal.ls with capital, in certain cases, as if it were income, and taxes it

ACCOT ¥.

*The proposals which your committee have had under consideration are
framed upon the assumption that the complaints to which your committee
have adverted are well founded, and they are contrived with much ingenuity
with a view to meeting them.

*Your committee, however, after full consideration, have arrived at the
conclusion that the plan proj by their chairman does not afford a basis
for a practicable and equitable readjustment of the income tax, and they
feel 80 stro; the dangers and ill co uences, to be apprehended from
an aitempt to unsettle the present basis of the tax, without a clear percep-
tion of the mode in which it is to be reconstructed, that they are not pre-
pared to offer to your honorable House any suggestions for its amendment.

*This tax having now been made the subject of investization before two
committees (a referenceto a committes which had considered the question
about ten years previously), and no proposal for its amendment having been
found satisfactory, your committee are brought to the co clusion that the
objections which are urged against it are objéctions to its nature and es-
sence rather than to the icular shape which has been given to it.

*“Your committee also feel that it wonld be unjust to make any alteration
in the present incidence of the income tax without, at the same time, taking
into consideration the Presaure of other taxation upon the various interests
of the couutry, some of it imposed by recent legislation, and in one case es-
ﬁpeci. nfl.ll;lr, that of the succession duty, to some extent by way of compensa-

o

To those who are desirous of pursuing the subject, we suggest a reference
to Mr. Gladstone's financial statement of 1853.

In 1863, an important alteration was made in favor of the class of incomes
termed by Mr. Gladstorfe ** minor incomes," which were previously exempted
when under £100 a year, and were taxed at less thanthe full rate when he-
tween £100 and £150.

The total exemption of incomes under £100 a year was continued, but in.

ace of the lower rate on incomes between £100 and £150 an abatement of

was allowed in assessing all incomes of £100 and under £200 a year.

Inlaying his sal before the House of Commons, Mr. Gladstone stated
that in his opinion **the sore place, above and beyond all othersin thework- *
ing of the income tax, isat the g&lénn where incomes range from £100 to £200
per annum,” and he expressed conviction that the effect of his plan, if
adopted, would be **to mitigate in a remarkabledegree the dlficulties which
are now felt in the application of the tax to the lower incomes, especially at
the two critical points of £100 and £150 a year."

The allowance relieved from tax inthe year 1863-'64 income amounted to
abont £10,000,000, and in the followingyear to upwards of £12,000,000, and it is
believed that the produce of the tax was thus reduced by about £75,000 per

penny,

In 1872, Mr. Lowe increased the abatement granted to the smaller incomes,
and allowed £80 to be deducted fromall incomes between £100and £300. By
£ doing he afforded relief in the course of the two years following to nearly
130,000 ns, While the amount of income on which abatements could be
granted was increased in the same time from about £18,000,000 to £34.000,000
and it s estimated that the produce of the tax was reduced by about £50,000
PEr penny. -

The year 1874 s memorable in the history of the income tax, both on ac-
count of Mr. Gladstone's offer to repeal it altogether, and also from the fact
that after the change of government wWhich took place in that year the rate
of the tax was reduced by Sir Stafford Northcote to 24, the lowest point
which it has ever reached.

In 1876 Sir Stafford Northcote again extended the system of exemptions
and abatements. The limit of total exemption was raised from £100 (o £150,
Wwhile an abatement of £120 was allowed on all incomes between £150 and
£400 per annum, instead of the existing allowance of £80 on incomes under
£300. Inasmuch as we have no means of ascertaining the numbers of per-
sons who are totally exempt from income tax it is impossible to state the
eflect of these measures separately.

ir Stafford Northcote estimated the combined loss at £130,000 per penny,
but it is now believed that the loss.eg; raising the limit of total exemption
from £100 to £150. did not much exc £60.000 per penny.

Upon this assumption the total effect of the two reductions muss have
been much less than estimated, inasmuch as the claims for abatement on
incomes under £400 in 1876-'77 was only £156,000 per penny, against £163,000
per pe claimed on incomes under £300 in 1875-'76; the reason being, of
course, that the exemption of incomes under £150 reduced the claims for
abatement on incomes under £40). Altogether we are inclined to put the
net loss at from £50,000 to £60,000 per penny. .

The net produce for each penny of the tax in 1892-'03was £2,215,000 (about).

QUESTION 2.

Second. What rate is levied and what exemptions are allowed?

1. A list of the rates of income tax since 1842 s herewith annexed. together
with the amount of duty charged and realized in each year since the reim-
position of the tax, viz, 1842, y

A statement is also furnished showing the net produce for each penny of




586 " CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 9,
INCOME TAX.
Ambunt of duly charged and realized in each year from the 5th day of April, 1342, ths rate in the pound af which such tas was levied in ench year, the nams of the
chancellor of the exchequer imposing or continuing such tax. o
| ! United Kingdom.
Net produce after al- Ln 7
lowl% for sums dis- a.drllt Rate of duty onincomes of— hrarakl $
Year charged orreturned in | for unas- income in E
enb'-ltgd Total default and for re- dm = Name of ciggnmllor of the Incomes | res of |%H
income tax | payments of duty. uty an exchequer wholly whichan |2
Apri—|" charired. forrecov-| £100and £150 a year imposing or continuing a
e For each eréa? f;lom m‘l‘dir B:;_lﬁll np?n%d. income tax. exempted, sba::g;ent g
efault |. .
'I‘utnl._ pel::{ of . Qies allowed. 5
1843 ... a£5,607,708 | £5,405,161 | £772,368 [ |eeeiii. 7d. in the £....| Right Hon.Henry Goulburnd_| Under £150 | ... _..._.____.__|. Rtk
- T anmum.
1844 - .. ab, 504, 023 5,260,188 751, 455 .?Eﬁo-.
1845._.___| ab,473,691 5,245,403 749, 356 = TS
1846 @5,710,178 5, 406, 081 785, 156 Tl T
1847 ... ab, 790, 817 5,:539,&0 798,615 | | e e s e S e A e
1848 ....| @b, B34, 670 b, 567,709 705,399 o IO e B et 00 |
1849..__..| @b, 782, b, 533, 286 790, 460
) mma| o) MmN s
M| Gomesr| omEm0| 1006 g G >
a5, 931, 982 5, 667, 421 8089, 631 2 o do. -/ Right Hom. amin Disraeil |.-.-do_
7,215, 187 6,888,567 | 1,004,468 10,111 | Sd.inthe £ |....do... ... Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone__| Under £i00
annum.
14,958,001 | 13,083,656 | 908,428 | 13,467 | 104. in the £.[ 15.24. Inthe £.| _____ Ly T
16,545,508 | 15,715,684 | 1,001,403 10,998 | 11}d. in the £| 1s. 4d. in the £. R%ht. Bo& Sir George C.....do.
186,015, 882 16,037,461 | 1,023, 005 10, 186 ;‘li!d. in the £ do...
7, 906, 5% 7,466,396 | 1,088 623 13, 168 int.ha --|7d. Inthe £ __..|_____. (A
5,758,905 | 5,461,564 [ 1,002,310 14,541 |....A0ceeee. o 5d. in the £ Ri.ght- Hon. Benjamin Disrao
10, 424, 887 9,910,064 | 1,116 T4 y 6ld. 1!1 the £.| bd. it the £ ____| Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone.__|.
11,627,231 | 11,067,487 | 1.122,258 11,010 | 7d. inthe £ | 10d. inthe £ ___| _~ a
10, 980, 103 10,451,108 | 1,161,255 , 0656 |6d. inthe £_ | 9d. inthe £ ____|_ _____ d
1948 10,723,300 | 1,192,863 S ) . I T e e o e DG T b
All incomes of £100 a year
- and upwards.
8,532,047 | 1,218,864 (&) 7d.inthe £ . .. ...ccceeeree.--.| Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone..!....do....... .‘:1311511%%5 £060
e (SR ____do__....,... 60
[}
60
60
80
_| Right Hon. . Ward Hunt.._.| 60
7,881,400 | 1,476,298 .| Right Hon. Robert Lowe f..__! 60
6,368,125 | 1,592,031 | 0
9, 925, 664 604, 277 60
6,964,358 | 1,741,088 0
5,563,934 | 1,854,644 |. B0
3,890,520 | 1,945,260 1]
8,956,160 | 1,978,084 | . ... ...|eoaad [ e s SN AR i T [ S S e et A0 T e A e 80
Incomes of £150 a year and
. dpwards.
1877 ..cae 5,801,820 5,714,300 | 1,904,770 3d. in the £. s R B T e el Under £150 | £150 and less 120
perannum.| than £400.
1878, ... 5,040,739 5,727,017 | 1,909,005 |.._.... 0. e, A0 e o do ey s W 120
W 9,824, M5 9,895,365 | 1,879,008 | .o w--| Bd. in the £ e do L33y 1 I s T [y R e 120
1880 . ... 9,746, 927 9,233,322 | 1,846,664 |............].. o 7 DO L M| e e do . do. i s R e it 120
1881 11,827,734 | 11,199,816 | 1,866,636 {""'do """"""""""""" i gm {Sorilr glsnnal mNmDnhge e %0 oo
...... .8, . ke A cote, Bart. %
' b G o e
of m uty.
1882 ... 10, 147,407 T R S R!E'ht- Hon. W. E. Gladstone. . 120
1888 _....| 13,515 282 Gldinthe £ ________
1884 ... 10, 670, 636 bd.inthe£.______________._____| Right Hon. H. C. Childers_.___ 120
18..| 12,71, Sl bR i2
Ri,ght Hon. Sir W. V. Harcourt 120
Right Hon. G. J Goschen lg
1
120
120
120
=
...... 1
7d.i.nma e S B.ighhﬁ’.un. Sir W. V. Harcourt, S, [ PRt (S | ]

aGreat Britain o

@ 13.1%,“ income tax ?t}gshs years 1842 t0 1944 was imposed on financial statement ma.da by Right Hon. Sir Robart Pesl, Bart,, first lord of the treasury—
1;5"113 ineoms tax for the years 1845 to 1847 was imposed on financial statemant made by Right Hon. Sir Robart Pe3l, Bart., first lord of the treasury—
dThe income tax for the years 1848 to :a‘sc was imposed on financial statement mads by Right Hon. Lori John Russsll, first lord of the treasury—Iin 1848,

rIncinded in third column from 1833-¢.

JTheincome tax for the year 1871, so far as relates to the addition of 24. in tha £, was imposad on financial statement made by the Right Hon. W. E.

Gladstone, first lord of the treasury.
gProvisional figuras; actual amounts not having been

2. EXEMFTIONS

Incomes under £160 are exempt.
Incomes under £400 are subject to an abatement of £120,

yet completely ascertained.

Industrial,

found in the co

with,

Premiums for life insurance are exempt. The amount must not exceed

one-sixth of the total incoma.

There are other exemptions extending to eharit.les. universities, friendly,

and

QUESTION

3.

Hruv‘!dent socletles, hospitals, ete., details of which will be
ection of acts relating to the income tax forwarded here-

Third. Is the tax graded, and what is the total annual income from the tax?

1. The tax is not graded except in so far asthe exemption of income under
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£150 is concerned, and further in the case of the abatement of £120, which is
allowed as regards incomes sub £400. See answer to Question 2 (2).

2. The total annual inecome from the tax will be found in the statement
furnished in answer to Question 2 (1).

QUESTION 4.

Fourth. What important changes have been made during the existence of
‘the tax; has the rate been increased or have the exemptions been changed?
And what is meant by **income™?

1. See answer to Question 1.

2, Sce answer to Question 2 (1),

8. “Income” for the purposes of the income tax is defined as follows (16

and 17 Viet,, ¢ 34):

11. For thepurposeof classifying and dlstinguishing the several properties,
profits, and I:mm for and in respect of which the duties are gy this act
granted. for the s0f the provisionsfor assessing, ralsing, levying,
and collecting such duties respectively, the sald duties shall be deemed tobe
granted and made payable yearly for and inrespect of the several pro; es,
profits, and gain respectively described or comprised in the several sched-
ules contained in this act, and marked mnecuvvel{sA. B,0, D, and E, and to
be charged under such respective schedules; that is to say—

SCHEDULE A.

For and in respect of the property in all lands, tenements, hereditaments,
and heritages in the United Kingdom, and to be charged for every 20s. of the
annual value thereof.

SCHEDULE B.

For and inrespect of the occupation of all such lands. tenements, heredit-

aments, and heritages as aforesaid, and to be charged for every 20s. of the
value thereof.
SCHEDULE C.

For and In respect of all profits arising from interest, anuuities, dividends,
and shares of annuities payable to any person, body politic or corporate,
company or society, whether corporate or not corporate, out of any public
revenne, and to be charged for every 208, of the annual amount thereof.

BCHEDULE D.

For and in r t of the annual profits or gains arisingor to any
person residing ﬁ? the United Kingdom from any kind of property whatever,
whether situate in the United Kingdom or eisewhere, for and in respect

of the annual proflts or gains arising or acerning to any person res in
the United K om from any profession, trade, amplo%nont. or vocation,
whether the same shall be res vely carried on in the

nited Kingdem or
elee!rheal:& and o be charged for every 20s. of the annual amount of such

profits gains.

And for and in respect of the annual profits or arising or accruing to
any whatever, whether a subject of Her ty or not, although not
resiient within the United K . trom property whatever in the
United Kingdom. or any profession, trade, employment, or vocation exer-
cised within the United Kingdom, and to be charged for every 20s, of the an-
pual amounts of profits and S.\ns. -

And for and in respect of iaterest of money, annuities, and other an-
nual profits and galns not charged .by virtue of any ol the other schedules
oontnu;.ad in this act, and to be charged for every 20+. of the annual amount
M‘eﬂ -

BCHEDULE I.
For and in respect of every public office or emp! t of profit, and npon
every annuity, ion, or stipand payable by Her esty or outof the pub-

lie revenuve of the United Kingdom, except annuities charged to the duties
under the sald Schedule C, and to be charged for eyery of the annoal
amount thereof.

QUESTION 5.
Fifth. P the tax assessed by anofficer, or does the citizen make return un-

oath?

It is the @uty of all persons, from whom returns are required, to furnish
such returns to the local assessor, who is an officer of the district commis-
sloners of taxes; but in the event of taxpayers electing to be assessed by the
gg:ciai commissioners, who are a separate body-appointed by the Crown,

1 the returns are rendered to the surveyor of taxes, who is also anofficer
appeinted by the Crown.

liese returns are not under oath. If the commissioners consider the re-
turns satisfactory then assessments are made in accordance therewith; if
unsatisfactory, then assessments aré made in such amounts as they may
consider sufiicient to cover liability.

In cases where returns are not furnished estimated assessments are mads,
but at\lht? persons negleciing to make such returns render themselves liable to
penalties

For a fuller account of the assessment and collection of the income tax
79 of the Twe nty-eighth Report on Inland Revenue sent

QUESTION 6.

rSixt;h. vi:hat punishment is provided for & fallure to make proper return
of income?

The penalties on persons ne%'ject.mi:r refusing to make returns are £20
and treble duty when imposed by the Income-tax authorities; £50 when pro-
ceedings are taken in the high court of justice.;

QUESTION T.

Seventh. Does the tax grow in popularity, or is it becoming more distaste-

ful; and if there is com nt, is 1t from those whopay or from those whoes

cape the tax?
e answer to question 0.

gec pages 70 to
herewith,

QUESTION 8,

Eighth. Is the tax collected through local authorities or by a representa-
tive of the general government?
The mode of assessment and collection of the income tax is deseribed in
the Twenty-eighth Report on Inland Revenue. (See pages 76 to 70.)
QUESTION 9.

Ninth. Give any other facts in connection with the tax or its methods of
assessment and collection which will enable one to judge of its wisdom and
its advantages or vantages? -

[Extract from the Twenty-eighth RS?HU“ on Inland Revenue, pages 84 and

It may a?‘pear remarkable that in spite of all its drawbacks, and the con-
stant attacks to which it has bea=n subjected, the income tax should have re-
mained in force for more than iifty years without undergoing any serious
alterations. The fact of its having done so, furnishes a strong reason for

assuming that its present form is as good as or better than any other that |

could be devised, and this assumption appears 1o us to be strengthened by
the following considerations:

The two main objections that have baen ralsed against the incoms tax are
its inquisitorial character, and the inequitable nature of its incidence.

As regards the second of these objections we have no! substantial to
add to the report of the committee of 1861, ‘who declared their opinion * that
it would be unjust to make any alteration in the present inridence of the in-
come tax without at the same time taking into consideration the pressureof
other taxation upon the variousinterests of the co , some of it imposed
by recent legislation, and in one case especially, that of the succession duty,
to some extent by way of compensation.”

The most common complaint against the incidence of the incoms tax is
that It falls as heavily on ns Who earn their incomes by siddll and labor
as on those who derive their incomes from property. In order to weigh the
gravity of this objection it is necessary to conslder what other taxes are
paid by the owners of property from which persons whose incomes are ac-
gquired by their own sldll and labor are free.

Let us take the simp.e case of a person just appointed to an office with a
salary ofm%snnnm, and compare it with the case of a person just sue-
ceeding to £20,000 in consols, on which the annual interest is also £60..

In the course of thirty years, sup no chaunge to take place in their
circumstances, what amounts will each pay to the State? The one will pay
income tax only, and if we takethe average rate of the tax at 6d. he willpay
£15a year, making in all £450. But the other will, at the very least, .on
suceeeding to his conspls, probate duty at 3 per cent, that .1513500. as well as
income tax. The property owner, therefore, will contribute totheexchequer
more than double the amount contributed by the officeholder. A compari-
son can not be made so simply when real instead of personal property Is
concerned, as the spacial taxes to which itissubject, namely, the house duty,
land 3&::. and euccesslon duty cannot be calculated as acenrately as the pro-
bate duty.

B‘uhm{se:mm e is sufficient for our purpose, and makes it quite clear
that in conside: the burdens imposed by the income tax on incomes de-
rived from realized and unrealized property, respectively, it must always be
remembered that is charged with other financial burdens
than the income tax itsell.

With regard to the inquisitorial character of the income tax, We may ob-
mmrmmalgamxsymmmaevﬂ is reduced to a minimum. It
is gquite conceivable Lhat in no case is the full amount of any person's in-
come known, either by any local authorities or by our own offlcers. ex
ing the incomes of those who clalm exemption or abatement, and who have
to furnish particulars ol their incomes from all Bources in order to establish
theirclaims. It is quite certain that in multitndes of cases the fall amonnt
of the incomes can not be known to anyauthority. A personwhois asseased
under Schedule D in respect of some business he carries onin London
haveadditional income derived from land elsewhereand taxed under Sched-
ule A as we!l as investments in consols, which are charged under Schedule
C. Ineach instance the tax is certain to be paid, but thers are no means of,
or object in ascertaining that 1t is in eachg;moepam by the same indi-
vidual. Neither can the incomes of persons be discovered who have monsy
investad in the shares of rallway and other co;::ganies, which pay the invome
tax en their profits directly to the revenne, then d&duct itfrom the aivi-
dends wam to their shareholders. No authority can tell the amount of
any partl shareholder's holding, or in how many companies he may

have money invested.

Itwill have been noticad in our remarksupon the income tax that,
in tha first place, the tax was ated by the amount of the income of tha
taxpayer; but that, although it was imposed nnder these conditions by Mr.
Pitt in 1798, it was entirely reconstituted in 1799, and again in 1803, In 1709
the tax was equalized on all with exemptions and abate-
ments such as now exist, and a return of their total income was required
from every person. In 1803 this return was abolished, and the present sys-
tem -of taxing incomes at thelr source was adopted.

A graduated income tax has, therefore, once been tried, and given up after
the ence of one year only: while an income tax d ent on returns
of their total incomes from whatever source derived. made taxpaﬂ.;rn,
has also been tried, and, after an existence of four years, abandoned. t
this should have been the case is not surprising if the enormous temptations
to fraud, which a tax =0 levied must present, are considered, as well as the
stringent and irritating measures of supervision by which alone fraud could
be prevented, even supposing that any measures would suftice for its pre-

ven

The supervision employed between 1799 and 1803 did not achieve
its object, for the uce of the tax under the system established in 1789,
when the charge was at the rate of 10 cent, scarcely exceeded the prod-
uce of the tax under the system esta in 1803, though the rate was re-
duced to 5 per cent. 2 ;

At the present time it is not too much to say that nunder Schednles A,
and E fraudulent evasion i5 very difficult: and that under Schedules C
D,Innlarﬁnumher of instancas, no temptation to fraud exists, inasmuoch
as the tax is paid for the taxpayer ins of by himself; and that, in fact,
successful frauds can scarcely now be pargletmad excepting when the as-
sessments must depend elther entirely or in part on the returns furnished
by the persons coneerned. - &

1t is probably owing to these considerations that 1s which have
been made from time to time for a gradoated income tax have never been
received with favor by anyone who has had practical experience of the work-
ing of the Income tax acts. A graduated income tax could only be made de-
pendent on p;l:;odr-ml returns of income and the doors would thus be widely
to

In conclusion we rg:g?ulnt out that the income tax .‘m!tsm-suhng
lasted only one year nits second shape for only four years, while in

third and presentshape itlastedfor thiriesn years before itsabolition in 1818,
and has remained so now for more than Afty years since its reimposition in
1B42. The contrast is siriking, and the ad vantages of the t system could

scarcely be more mnclnslvsl&aproved. 1L, howevaer, proof were
nesded 1t might be found in fact that the present gnem has met with
the approval of every eminent statesman who, since the days of Mr. Pits,

to control the of the country.

[Extract trom Bradstreets, May 13, 1893]

One of the most interesting features of the recent budget speech of the
British chancellor of the exchequer was the showing there made as to the
growtih of the income tax during recent years. In introducing the subject
he said that the maintenance of the strength of this tax and the continual
growth of iis yleld wers si.mphy marvelous, and that nobody who had studied
the question could understand how, in all the vicissitndes of trade and ap-
parent oscillation of property, the income tax was a source of constantly in-
creased and increasing revenue. It had been shown, the chancellor by
his predecessor, Mr. Goschen, that the yleld of the income tax did not mainly
depend on the principle of conspicuous trade or decline with its de
In estimating the yield ofthe income tax for the fiscal year justended Mr.
Goschen calculated a fall of only £400,U000 on a total of £13,809.000 in the pre-
ceding ' Which was the highest point at which the yield of the income
tax had ever stood. As a matter of fact the Income tax yvielded a total of
£13.470,000, or £70,000 more than the estimate of Mr. Goschen,and £220,000
more than for the p year. -

Mr. Goschen's estimate, his successor recalls, was received with scepti-
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cism by many people, who thought it impossible to believe that the yield of
the tax would not fall off to a ter degree. In noticing the existence of
this state of feeling at the time Mr. Goschen said: “If Iam to judge simply
by the statistical returns, by the gossip of the city, by complaints in Lan-
cashire, or by the position in Yorkshire. and if I am to listen to the commit-
tee, or to be influenced by the general feeling, I might come to the con-
clusion that there would be a very large gap in the income-tax returns for
the "' He then proceeded to show that while public attention was tixed
on the great staple industries of the country—cotton. gold, iron—*" there is
a mighty trade going on, there is a wealth being rolled up—wealth of which
1o pub statis exist, but which is nevertheless accumulating and
amﬁng to the capital of the country.” He pointed out thatthe profits of the
cotton trade were less than the aggregate profits of the medical profession,
and that the profits of the coal 88 were still less than those of the law-
ya&a ‘tu has been shown, events bore out the substantial correctness of his
es| 8.

Sir William Harcourt, in discussing the question further, said:

“The growth of the income tax is one of the most remarkabls features of
our finance. In 1889, when it was reduced to 6d., its yield was £12.700.000; in
1892, onuy three years later, it was £13,810,000, or an increase of £1.100,000; and
even with the decline last fear it is still £700.000 more than it was in 1889,
I have had some remarkable fignres on this subject taken out which give the
yield for the penny for the last eight years on each of the several schedules
separately, a far better test than taking it upon the whole. They are new
fi and they are very deserving of the attention of the House. They
gfm accurately the real yield of the taX, and are not merely the exchequer
receipts for the year, which vary very much. Now, sir. in the year 1888, that
is the commencement of the last Parﬂamen&, the income tax yielded £1,9%0,-
gﬂn 1&1‘ the penny, and in 1833, which is just concluded, it yielded £2,251,000

or the

“It wEl surprise many people tolearn that the produce of Schedule A,lands
and houses, has actually risen from £670,000 for the gan\e{ in 1885 to £676,000
in 1833. As everybody will anticipate, it has fallen heavil ngon agricultu-
ral land—it has fallen from £217.000 for the penny to £191,000; but it risen
upon houses from £152,000 to £484,000, s0 that taking the two together there
is an actual rise upon Schedule A. Schedule B, the occupiers of land sched-
ule, has, as mggw expected, heavily fallen. It has fallen from £48,000 for
the penny to £36.000. As to Scheduls D, the profits of the trade companies,
ete., the yleld in 1286 was £908,000 for the penny, and in 1893, in spite of the
ruin which is said to attend all trade and to have destroyed all profits, it is
#£1,208,000—the highest that it has ever been. Schedule E, which represents
the growt of salaries, the salaries of public egé?loyés and the employés of
companies, has a remarkable figure, too, [n 1882, ten years ago, the{ eld of
that schedule was £118,000 for the peuny, and in 1803 1t is £152,000. When Sir
Robert Peel imposed the ifncome tax in 1842the yleld was £770,000 for the
penny; it is now three times as much, and it would have required in his time
an income tax of 1s. 6d. in the £1 to raise a similar amount. I have laid
these figures before the House because [ think that even in times of depres-
sion, and apparently of what are called bad times, it is well that the House
and the country shounld know what is the actual condition of things."

In reviewing these fizures the chancellor of the exchequer said that the
steady and vast growth in the produce of the income tax and of the probate
duties constituted the most irrefragable evidence of the solid advance in
wealth, both in the annual income and the accumulated capital of thenation,
and formed a conclusive answer to those pessimists who assured the coun-
try that it was being ruined by a vicious commereial system. *It istrue.”
he added, " that this trade or that trade, this industry or that industry may
have {ts ups and downs, its adversity and prcagerlt-y. but there is a perpet-
ual compensation in all directions; the small rivulets of increasing income
from every source, and the accumulated savings of the country m:ﬁ)l& the
deficiencies of the larger stream, and year after year more capi in-
vested, and therefore there is a larger income earned.”;

The chancellor of the exchequer, it may be remarked, shows hils confidence
in the staylng qualities of the income tax by adopting for the current fiscal
year the estimate a by Mr. Goschen last year, namely £13.400,000, Further-
more, in order to meet the deflcit shown by the balance sheet for the current
fiscal ﬂyear. he &mpoaes an increase of a penny in the pound in the income
tax, viz, from to 7d. in the pound. It is estimated that a penny in the
pound will yield £1.750,000 the first year, which will just cover the deficit,
estimated at £1,574,000, and leave a slight margin for contingencies.

PRUSSIA.

As the Kingdom of Prussia so largely preponderates over its fellow mem-
bers in the German Union in wealth, population, and other resources, Prus-
sian legislation on income taxation wo seem to merit paramount con-
sideration. and in the subjoined report, emhodied in the answers given to
the serles of questions submitted to this legation, attention has for this rea-
son been given exclusively to the provisions of that legislation.

The first Prussian income tax law, suficlently general and uniform in its
application to deserve that name. was enacted May 1, 1851. Further legisla-

1 on this subject ensued in 1873, 1875, 1877, and 1 Those 1aws, however,
are no longer force, a law adopted some two years since having re-
aced them. The purpose of this re?ort being a practical one, it will suf-
ce to State that the tendency of the legislation on this subject has been to
simplify progressively this species of taxation, and make its ogerat.lon more
general and uniform: to increase the amount of income which is exemrt.ed
as being n to the mpﬁ:rt- of its owner; to tax small incomes less,
great ones more; and to abolish in its application distinetions based on the
source of the income, or on residence, 8, or profession. This tendency
has resulted in the present income cax law, enacted June 24, 1801,

Legislation on this subject, in great part of very recent date, and enacted
since and largely modelled upon the present Prussian law, exists in nearly
all of the twenty-four states, which, together with Prussia, constitute the
German Em

Tne Im Government im no income tax. The existing laws on
this subject are the laws of the individual German states, and the revenues
aocruln'grrnm them balou%o the individual states, the means ueeded to
defray the expenses of the Government being derived mainly from
customs, and, in casa of need, contributions, called matricular contribu-
tions, from the individual states.

In Prussia the income tax law of June 24, 1801, together with the regnla-
tion respecting its execution of August b, 1891, which will' be found in inclo-
sures 1a to 1¢, constitute the law on this subject now in force.

The historical development of the income tax existing in Prussia will ap-

from a consideration of the following laws relating to the subject: the

w of May 39, 1620 (Law Collection, paze 140), respecting the introduction
of aclass and classified income tax; the law of May 25, 1873 (Law Collection.

8 213), respecting the amendment of the law last above mentioned, and

e income tax law of June 21, 1801,

81I:1 reply to the particular questions submitted the following answers are
ven:

I. ANSWER TO QUSS'J.‘IOK_ b

“How long has the income tax been collected?”
Itappears to have been collected in Prassia for about twenty years past.

II. ANSWER TO QUESTION 2,

“What rate is levied and what exemiptions are allowed? " :

The rate levied by the gresent income tax will appear in the provisions of

section 17 of the law of June 24, 1891 (see follo answer). The exemp-

:‘lﬁlnél% I;'f:m the tax are stated in sections 3, 5, and 6 of that law, and are &8
EXEMPTIONS,

The following grsons are exempt from income taxation:
zoal'zo!fnno members of the royal house and of the princely house of Hohen-

2. The members of the former royal house of Hanover, and of the former
princely houses of the Electorate of Hesse and the Duchy of Nassan.

3. The representatives of foreign powers accredited to the Emperor and
King. and the plenipotentiaries to the Bundesrath of other states of the
German Union, the officers assigned to them, as well as the persons, in so
ggma?st:hey are foreigners, who are in their service or in that of their

4. Other persons who, in accordance with the prineiples of international
law, or pursuant vo particular agreements concluded with other states, are
entitled to claim exemption from theincometax. The exemptions granted
under Nos, 2 and 8 do not extend to certain income declared taxable by sec-
tion 2 of this law: that is to say, to income consisting of salaries, pensions,
etc., paid by the Prussian state treasury, etc. Nor dothese examptions ex-
tend to those cases in which the foreign states concerned do not accord
reciprocity.

b. All incomes under 900 marks are exempt.

¢. Incomes derived as follows are exempt:

1. Incomes from realty situated in other states of the German Uxnion or in
a German protectorgte, or from industries conducted therein, as well as

from salaries, pensions, and “ waiting money " (money paid by the state to -
to

A person to whom a place is promisel, until a vacancy ocours),
German military persons and civil officlals or to relatives entitled in case of
death from the treasury of another state of the German Union.

<. Income accruing to foreigners liable to taxation pursuant to section 1,
No. 8 of the law, from foreign realty or industrial pursvits, when such per-
sons neither reside in Prussia nor sojourn there for business purposes.

3. The military income of noncommissioned officers and pr?vat-es. as well
as the miiitary income of all persons in the standing army or navy, while
:heﬁ belong to a part of thearmy or navy which has besn placed on a war

‘ooting.

4. That part of the mill service income. exceeding the amount of salary
which entitles to pension, of such state and imperial ofMeials and officers as
have their service domicile abroad. In so far as such persons may be re-
quiregtw pay corresponding direct taxes abroad, such excess also remains
exempt.

5. Income consisting of increases of pensions and of additions on account
of muti'ations sustained which have been accorded to war invalids, pursu-
ant to legal provisions, as well as salaries honoris causa connected with war
decorations.

Reductions in rates are granted as follows;

For each member of a family who is under 14 years of age and is not liable
to be indepeadently assessed pursuant to section 11 (i. e., children who have
incoms wnolly independent of the parent and not subject to his control) a
reduction is allowed of 50 marks in the taxanle income, not exceeding 3,000
marks, of the head of the house; with a further provision thay if there be
three or more such members of a family, the reduction shall in any case
amount to that represented by an entire rate-group (section 17).

In making an assessment it is parmissible (section 19), in view of particu-
lar economic conditions affecting esaenaiallguthe ability to pay of the person
to be taxed, to make such allowance in his behalf, that in the case of a taxa-
ble income of not more than 9,50 marks, a maximum reduction to the ex-
tent of three of the rane-grongs prescrived in section 17 may be granted.
The circumstances to be considered in this connection are exceptional bur-
dens arising from the support and education of children, the ogligauon to
support helpless relatives, permanent sickness, indebtedness, and particular

misfortunes.
III. ANSWER TO QUESTION 3.

“Is the tax graded, and what is the total annual income from the tax$"
GRADE OF TAX.

There are grades with a progressive percentage according tothe height of
the income on which tax is to be paid: less than | per cent is charged on
incomes up to L,200 marks; on incomes of 1,200 marks, 1; of 3,000 marks, 2;
of 10,000 marks, 3; and of 100,000 marks, 4 per cent of the incoms.

RATE OF TAX.

The rollowln% schedule will show the gradually increasing rates Jevied,
beginning with incomes of more than 90 marks, and ending with incomes of
100,000 marks, which latter pay the maximum rate of 4 per cent.

These are the tax-groups herein referred to:

Income of | And up to Income of | And up to
more than— [(mclusiva} —| Bate. |y orethan— (mclusiga)- Rate.
Marks. Marks. Marks. Marks. Marks, AMarks,
900 1,050 6 8,900 4,200 93
1,050 1,200 9 4,200 4, 500 10%
1,200 1,830 12 4,500 5, 000 118
1,350 1,500 16 5, 000 5, 500 132
1,500 1. 650 21 5, 500 6,000 146
1,650 1,800 2 6,000 8,500 169
1,800 2,100 3 B, 500 7, 000 170
2,100 2,400 35 7,000 7.500 192
2,400 2,700 44 7,500 8,000 212
2700 3,000 52 8,000 8,500 283
3, 000 3,800 60 8, 500 9,030 52
3,300 3,600 70 9,000 9,500 276
3,600 3,000 80 0,500 10, 500 800
The rata is increased as follows for the following incomes:
!nconﬁlgs of MOTe ryp 15 (inclusive)—|  For each— By—
Marke. HMarks, Marks. Marks,

10,500 81, 500 1,009 a0

30, 500 82,000 1, 500 {11]

32,000 78, 000 2,000 80

78, 000 100, 000 2, 000 100
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For incomes of more than 100,000 marks up to (inclusive) 105,000 marks the
tax is 4.000 marks, and increases for larger incomes by 200 marks for each
additional 5,000 marks of income. =

The annual revenue from the tax: K

For the year 1802-'83, 124,842, 848 marks, about 830,210,712; for the year 1883-'04,
123,172,858 marks, about $30,7.3,214.

These are, however, not the final amounts, but only those assessed in the
first instance by the appropriate anthorities, and reached, therefore, with-
out consideration of increases or diminutions occurring in consequence of
decisions on appeal or otherwise.

IV. ANSWER TO QUESTION 4.

“What important changes have been made during the existence of the
tax? Hasthe rate increased, or have the exemptions been changed, and
what is meant by ‘income 'f"

The tax rates prevailing under the law of June 24, 1891, are for smaller in-
comes lower and for larger incomes higher than those that prevailed pre-
viously. For instance, according to the law of 1873, incomes of 8,000 marks
(about $750) or less were uniformly taxed with 3 per cent. Now the tax on
them is 2 per cent. More and more from time to time have the smaller in-
comes been relieved from taxation. The law of 1851 taxed all incomes. The
1aw of 1878 exempted all incomes up to 420 marks (about §105); thelaw of
May 26, 1883 (Law collection, page 37), all up to 800 marks (about §225); and
thus it stands under the law of June 24, 1891,

AS TO WHAT IS MEANT BY INCOME.

What is meant by taxable income is determined by, section 7 of the law of |

Juneé 24, 1891, which declares that all annual income wcminﬁ in money or
mongy'slw?nh from the following shall be regarded as taxable, viz:

1. Capital.

2. Real estate, leases, and rents, including the rent value of the house, or
the part of the same, belonging to and occupied by the taxpayer himself.

3. e and commerce, inciuding mining.
4. Occupations from which pecuniary protit ma{nbe derived, all rights (all
“gettings™ is the very comprehensive word used in the law) to receive peri-
ical payments or profits from sources not mentioned above (i. &., premiums,
royalties, annuities, or payments in the nature thereof), and all advantages
of any kind from which J)roﬁt. is derivable, however they have come to or
been acquired by the holder of the rights.
V. ANSWER TO QUESTION 5. .

“Iamt‘he tax assessed by an officer or does the citizen make return under
oath ¥

With respect to the assessment of taxpayers, a distinction must be made
between those having an income up to 3,000'marks (about §50), and those
with an income exceeding that sum.

The latter are required to make each year a written declaration of the
amount of their income, which declaration is to be verified by an assertion
(notan oath) at the end of it that the statements are made accord to the
best of the declarant’s knowledge and upon his conscience *'nach bestem
wissen und gewissen ' (section 24 of the law). The tax is fixed on the basis
of the statements contained in the declaration if considered satisfactory by
the income-tax assessment commissions, of which one is constituted pur-
suant to the wvisions of section 84 of the law, for each of the circuits of the
I{mﬁ m of Prussia. The assessment of taxpayers with incomes up to 3,000
marks {about §750) is made Uy primary assessmentcommissions, who act for
one or more communities or landed estate districts (section 81). The esti-
mates of these latter commissions are subject to the confirmation of the
chairman of the income-tax assessment commission, who, if he pro’ S &
change in the rate fixed, must submit the matter to the decision of com-
mission (section 36 of the law).

VI. ANSWER TO QUESTION 6.

¥ hs t punishment is provided for a failure to make proper return of in-
come?®
The provisions respecting punishment for failure to make proper returns
of income are contained in sections 68 and following of the law. 1
SEecC. 86. Whoever, in tke tax declaration, or when answering the questions
ut tohim by the app: ate authority, orin order to securerelief under the
Pa.w. knowingzly makes false or insufiicient statementsregarding his taxable
income, or regarding the Income of those whom he represents which are
calculated to secure areduction of the tax, or withholds information regard-
ing his taxable income, which, according to the regulations of this law, heis
bound to make known, will be punished with from four to ten times the
amount of the loss—in case a loss has been suflered by the state—otherwise
with from four tu ten times the amountof the annual tax of which it was in-
tended to defraud the state, but [in this latter case] at least with a fine of 100

marks.

Instead of this punishment a penalty of from 20 to 100 marks shall be paid,
1f the circumstances indicate that the incorrect or incomplete statements,
or the withholding of information regarding taxable income, were, though
made or done wilfully, not made for the purpose of evading the payment of
tax.

A person who has made an incorrect statement before the appropriate
authority may escape punishment by disclosing the error and paying (within
the time limited by law) the tax; providing such disclosure and payment
be };ljmde before a charge has been made or an investigation begun on the
subject.

SEC. 67. The collection of tax fraudulently withheldtakes place in addition
to and independently of that of the penalty.

The liability to pay tax fraudulently withheld is barred by limitation in
ten years a to the heirs but not beyond the amount of their inheri-
tance, and when it devolves on them it is barred by limitation in five years.
The period of limitation in the case of the taxpayer begins with the end of
the tax-year in which the fraud tukes place.

The fixing of the amount of the tax to be paid in case of fraud rests with
the government [the chief local administrative authority] from whose de-
clsion appeal lies only to the minister of finance.

SEC. 68. Whoever refuses to give the information demanded of him, pur-
suant to section 22, or upon insufficient grounds of excuse does not within
the period limited furnish the same at all, or furnishing the same furnishes
it incompletely or incorrectly, is punishable with a fine of 500 marks.

Whoever does not, in accordance with the duty prescribed by section 61,
indue season give notice of hisarrival and departure (in matter of residence]
ﬁwpaéa nalty of 20 marks.

SEC. 69. The officials who participate in the assessment of tax, and the
members of the commissions, are liable to a penal fine up to 1,500 marks
(about §375), or to imprisonment for three months, if they, without authori-
zation, make known the circumstances as to the earnings, property, or in-
come of the taxpayer, and especially the contents of a tax declaration, or of
the proceedings which have taken place in relation to the same.

Prosecution in such case takes place, however, only at the instance of the
government [the chief local administrative aubhorl:g] or the taxpayer.

SEC. 70. The pecunlary penalties, to be determined according to sections
66, 68, and 69, are, if they can not be collected, to be changed into imprison-

ment according to the existing regulations of the penal code of the German
Empire. (Sections 28 and20.)

The investigation and decision mepecuaf the punishable acts designated
in sections 66 and 68 rest with the court, unless the acc thin a speci-
fied period of which he is to have notice, voluntarily pays the fine in the
amount primarily fixed by the Government together with the costs that
have arisen in consequence of the procedure taken against him.

The chief governmental administrative officers are empowered to impose
a milder punishment than is bed in section 66,

If the accused has no residence in Prussia, judicial proceedings take

lace, without the provisional determination of the punishment by the

overnment. This is also the case where the Government for other reasons
declares that it will for the present desist from fixing the punishment, or
where the accused waives such previous provisional determEmt.ion.

The decision regarding tax fraudulently withheld rests in all cases with
the administrative authorities, but proceed.ln&s for violation of the pro-
visions respecting the duty of secrecy (section 69) are to be in the courts.

VII. ANSWER TO QUESTION 7.

“Does the tax grow in popularity or is it becoming more distasteful; and
if there is complaint is it from those who pay or those who escape the tax?”

It will have been seen that taxation of incomes has existed in Prussia for
more than forty years. Itisone of various taxes, and the result of my ob-
servation on the subject is that the fact that iv is a tax upon incomes does
not of itself constitute in the popular mind an objection to it. In other
words, it does not appear that objection is made that in order to raise the
money which is obtained by that tax, other things should be taxed instead
of incomes, and that incomes should not be taxed.

As will have been seen, the burdens of income taxation in Prussia fal

‘| most heavug on those who are best able to bear them. The law exe‘r"ppu all

incomes under 900 marks (about £25), and the taxation is graded. hilean
income of 1,200 marks (about $300) is taxed at the rate of 1 5&? cent, one of
3,000 marks (about $750) is taxed at 2, one of 10,000 (about #2,500) 4t 8, and one
of 100,000 marks (about $25,000) at 4 per cent. Favor is shown in the law to
those who have to bear exceptional burdens arising from support and edu-
cation of children, the obligation to su Fort helpless relations, permanent
illness, indebtedness, and ticular ortunes. It may be remarked that
the taxpayer is not req d to make oath to the statement which he must
make for taxation of his income, but it is to be made under his solemn dec-
larations or asseveration on *knowledge and conscience.”

VIII. ANSWER TO QUESTION 8.

“Is the tax collected through local authorities or by a representative of
of the general government?"” .

The collection of the income tax is, as regards incomes up to 3.000
marks, in several provinces conflded to the communities, who receive for
this service 2 cent of the income actually collected (section 73, subdivi-
slon 3 of the law). Otherwise this duty devolves upon the ro&al treasury
officers, of which one exists in each circuit of Prussia. These officers are so
or| that there is but one state officer in each, the rent-master, who,
upon his own responsibility, may employ private assistants.

BAVARIA.
I. ANSWER TO QUESTION 1.

‘*How long has the income tax been collected ¥’

An income tax has existed in Bavaria since October 1, 1848,
Acco to the laws of June 4, 1848 {Bavarian Law-sheet, page 154), and
of July 11, 1850 (Bavarian Law-sheet, page 205), income tax was to be paid
on all net incomes, whether reached by some of the other species of taxation
or not, and whether consisting of money, or money's worth, or of ** selbstbe-
nutzung " [the value of the use or occupation of a thing, or property by the
owner of it self|, whether permanent or temporary, and whether dépend-
ent on legal obligation or the free will of other persons. This income tax
remained in force until 1853, ;

From the 1st of October, 1856, in pursuance of the law relating to income
tax of May 31 of that year—the general income tax previously existing was
replaced by a particular income tax, intended to reach incoms not reached
by any direct tax; that is to say, income derived from the following sources:
from earnings acquired in liberal occupations (not carried on in a regular
business like way). from scientific and artistic occupations; from salaries
and service emoluments; retired and contributions to support; from

ointures, stipends granted to prebendaries; receipts aris from peasant-
old:.'ggla cojrgsistmg &f e];:tz.ajgaa without }a.nd, :tirmi:.lt-ies aL éihe lik%a This
particular income tax has in respect to its under principles beenre-
tained in the income-tax law now in force, of May 1%1 (Law-sheet No. 31,
gﬁw 441), which. together with the regulation concerning its execution of
¥ 29, 1881 (Law-sheet No, 46), is herewith transmitted—inclosures 2a and
?bml}zeu}.ﬂm?pectmg the subject of this income tax will be found in articles

of U aw.

II AND III. ANSWER TO QUESTIONS 2 AND 3,

) “ What rate is levied and what exemptions are allowed? ' and
{33 “"Iu the tax graded, and what is the total annual income from the

The rates levied aretreated of in three groups, and within these groups are
graded in the manner stated in article 5 of the law. The rate is in the first
group one-third of 1 per cent, in the second it increases from about four-
tenths of 1 per cent to a little more than 1 per cent, while in the third the
rate up to an income of 1,020 marks, amounts to one-third of 1 per cent, and
even in the highest ¥'mdos remains something less than 1 percent. Accord-
ing to a provision of a law relating to finance, an additional tax of 6 pfen-
nig on the mark in the case of Groups I and IL and of 11 pf on the
mark in that of Group Il is levied. The annual yield of the income tax for
the year 1802 was 2,110,038 marks. The exemptions from the income tax are
enumerated in articles 12, 13, and 14 of the law of May 19, 1881,

IV. ANSWER TO QUESTION 4.

‘“What important changes have been made during the existence of the
tax? Has the rate increased or have the exemptions been changed, and
what is meant by income?”"

The important change which has taken place in the taxation system of
Bavaria since an income tax has existed there has been discussed already in
the answer to question 1. This also answers the question * What is meant
by income?’ in the sense of the Bavarian income-tax law now in force. The
changes in the tax rates since the law of May 31, 1856, consist solely in the
conversion of their expression in florins into the present money of the Em-
ﬁire. The addition imposed by a finance law (hereinbefore referred to) was,

owever, increased from the year 1882 by 1 1!:lez-cem..

As regards the exemptions enumerated in the income-tax law of May 19,
1881, the same were contained in the law of 1856 in article 12, number 1 and
numbers 3 to 8, but were expressed In a somewhat different form. In this
connection it should be added that the amounts stated in number 6 at 500
marks were, in the law of 1856, put at 200 florins each, and in the before-men-
tioned law of February 25, 1880, at 350 marks each. The exemption er
number 2 of article 12 was newly introduced in the text of the law of 1881
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A similar exemption had, however, been in fact conceded as early as 1856,
Finally, the exemptions under articles 13 and 14 of the law of 1881 are also

V. ANSWER TO QUESTION 5.

“Is’Eh.a tax assessed by an officer or does the citizen make return under
onth?

uant to the income-tax law of Hsyml all persons from whom in-

come tax is dne are required to make a d on t their taxable

income. The daclaration is not under oath. After the receipt of the decla-

ration the amount of taxable income is fixed by a tax committee, in which

~ the iocal refenue officer is entitled to take part in discussion, but not to vote.

VI. ANSWER TO QUESTION 8,

"W}‘Lla.t punishment is provided for a failure to make proper return of in-
come 3

A failure to make the required declaration is pinishable by a fine up to 50
marks (article 83, number 3, of the law\. Incorrect statements, knowingly
madsa, which are calculated to lead to a loss of tax to the Government are,
by articles 65 and 66 of the law, made punishable with a fine of from five to
ten times the amount of the annual tax of which it was intended to defraud

the Government.
VII. ANSWER TO QUESTION 7.

#Poes the tax grow in popularity, or is it becoming more distasteful, and
if there is complaint is it from those who pay or those who escape the tax "

This question has already been answered in the first reply to the instruc-
tions to which this is a further response.

VIII. ANSWER TO QUESTION 8.

%18 the tax collected through local authorities or by a representative of
the general government?

The collection of the income tax takes place in the seven governmental
districts of the Kingdom situated on the right side of the Rhine by Govern-
mentofficials (rent oficers). In the palatinate the collection is by the local
communal authorities,

WURTEMBERG.

In the Kingdom of Wurtemberg there is no general income-tax law em-
bracing Mes. Wurtemberg income tax reaches income only from
sggansges. capital sums, and securities on the one hand and from salaries
and professional practice on the other. In addition there are particular
direct taxes on realuy, buildings, and industries.

An official publication of the law of September 19, 1852, relating to the tax-
ation of income from capital sums, securities, and professional practice, ed-
h.afl wligg apg‘um!-ion to the most recent conditions, acedmpanies this report
asinclosure

Inreplying to the questions propounded, the law itself isreferred to where
particular items are best answered in that way.

I ANSWER TO QUESTION 1.

“How Ioﬁg has the income tax been eollected ¥* :

Direct taxation of income from ca) 1 sums and securities, salaries, and
pensions was introduced in the year asana to the ordinary di-
rect taxation of realty. buildings, and industries. Something (but it was
but iittle) had been done before in the way of this kind of taxation. The
law of September 19, 1852, already referred to, is in foree to-day.

IL. ANSWER TO QUESTION 2.

&What rate is levied, and what exemptions are allowed ?’

At present the tax rate is 4.4 per cent of the taxable annual amount &gﬁe
answer to question 3); from the Ist of April, 1834, it will be 4.8 per cent. The
exemptions allowed are enumerated in artiele 3 of the law.

- ITL. ANSWER TO QUESTION 3.

#Ta the tax graded, and what is the total annual incoms from the tax?"

The tax on income from capital sums and securities is not graded; the en-
tire annual income is regarded as the taxable annual amount. On the other
hand, the tax on income from salaries and professional practice is graded,
as appears in artiele 5 of the law. -

Tha of the tax on income from capital sums and securities for the
year 1891-'92,in round numbers, was 4.000,0.0 marks, and on income from
galaries and professional practice 1,400,000 marks,

The yleld is gradually increasing.

IV. ANSWER TO QUESTION 4.

“What important changes have been made during the existence of the tax:
has the rate increased or have the exemptions been changed, and what is
.x meant by income?"
The law of 1852 has not been changed in important respects. The various
changes affecting minor points are stated in the inclosed “*Manual Edition.”
The tax rate was originally for income from salarles and professional
practice, 8 per cent: for income from capital sums and securities, b per cent.
From the ist of July. 1858, it was uniformly 4 per cent; from the 1st of
July, 1888, 4.4 per cent: from the 1st of July, 1871, 4.8 per cent; from the 15t
of 11, 1899, 4.4 Pnr cent of the taxable annual amount, and from the 1st of
Apﬁ{rlm‘ it will be 4.8 per cent again. -
‘As regards changes in the exemptions, Article 3 of the law, as published
in the accompanying Manual Edition, is again referred to.

V. ANSWER TO QUESTION 5.

+1g the tax assessed by an officer, or does the cltizen make return under
oath ™
The tax s based on declarations by those from whom tax is due, which

are not under oath.
V1. ANSWER TO QUESTION'G,

“What punishment is provided for a failure to make proper return of in-
comsa?"

Improper returns of income are punishable with ten times the amount of
the sum withheld. Article 11 and following of the law,

VIL Question 7, as to the popularity of the tax. has been answered in the
reply to the instructions to which this is a further reply.

. VIIL. ANSWER TO QUESTION 8,

“Is the tax collected through local anthorities or by a representative of
the general government?™

The tax 1s collected by persons in the service of the state—the so-called
local tax officials appointed for each community.

BADEN.

1. ANSWER TO QUESTION 1.
“‘How long has the income tax been collected?"
In the Grand Duchy of Baden an-income tax has been 3
of Jan: , 1888, T'ha tax is based on thelaw of June 24, 1884 (inclosure 5a).

levied since the 1st

II. ANSWER TO QUESTION 2,

*‘What rate is levied, and what exemptions are allowed?"

Since the 15t of January, 1892, the tax rate levied is 2 'Ber cent.

The exemptions are stated In article 6 of the law. The most important
one is that which frees from the tax all incomes under 500 marks.

III. ANSWER TO QUESTION 3.

“Is the tax graded, and what is the total incoma from the tax?"

The manner in which the tax is graded is shown in artiele 13 of the law.

The entire net yield of the income tax for the year 1831 was 5,723,754 marks.
For the year 1842-'93 (for which year the tax rate has been reduced from 2}
to 2 per cent) the net yield is estimated at 4,580,123 marks. -

IV. ANSWER TO QUESTION 4.

“What important changes have been made during the existence of the
tax; hds the rate increased or have the exemptions been changed? And what
is meant by income?™

Since the introduction of the income tax, but one ¢change has taken place,
viz, that effected by the law of the 6th of May, 1892 (inclosure 55), and the
“regnlation” issued to carry it out (inclosure 5¢). By this amendment co-
operative socleties doing an open business, registered associations which
conduet g business resembling that of baui&ing. and insurance companies
based on mutuality and employing ageuts, arve to be exempt from income
tax after the Ist of January, 1894,

The tax rate was from tha 18t of January, 1896, until the 31st of December,
[Bgli 2} per cent. From the 1st of Jannary, 1822, it has been reduced to 2 per
ca

nt.
i No changes have taken pl{aca in the exempiions stated in article 6 of the

aw, {
What is meant by Income is defined in articles 2 to 4 of the law and in sec-
tions 1 to 11 of the auxillary regulation of the ministry of finance of the 17th
of February, 1835 (inclosure 5). 5
V. ANSWER TO QUESTION 5.

';gg'the tax assessed by an officeror does the citizen make return under
oath#

‘The person owing tax is required to make a declaration (not under oath).
Sea Articies 12and 14 to 19 of the law. On the basis of and after examina-
tion of such declaration it devolves upon the board of estimate to ix the
amount of the taxable income. :

In each community the board of estimite consists of the burgomaster
and, aceording to the size of the community, of from threa to twalve other
members, Who are appointed by the district councillor. a local administra-

ve officer, from the number of persons in the place who are assessed for

come or other direct taxation. The taxpayer has the right to I:ﬁ;)!eal from
the decision of the board of estimate to the superior tax authorities, and, as
against the decision of the latter, to the court of adminisiration.
V1. ASSWER TO QUESTION .
in“ Wha!t..PunlshmenHa provided for a fallure to maks a proper return of
come

Whoever fails to make a declaration of the tax he owes or makes an in-
correct one is punishable by a fine of eight times the amount of the lossthe
Government would have sustained. (See articles 26 and 27 of the law.)

VIL Question 7, as to the popularity of the tax, is answered in the first
reply of these interrogatories.

VII. ANSWER TO0 QUESTION 8.

*Is the tax collected through local authorities or DY & representative of
the general government?"

The tax is collected by state ofMcers.

BREMEN.
I. ANEWER TO QUESTION 1.

*“How long has the income tax been collected ™"
An income tax has been levied since the year 1818,

II. ANSWER TO QUESTION 2,

“YWhat rate 1slevied and what exemptions are allowed

Therate levied has besn for incomes taxed at a specific rate of percentage
as follows for the following periods:

From 1848 to 1871, | per cent; for 1872, 1} per cent; for 1578 and 1874, 2
cent; for 1675, 2 per cent: for 1874, 3 per cent; for 1877, 4] per cent; for 1878, 8
per cent; from 1579 to 1802, 4 per cent.

For the year 1893 the rate 1s 4 per cent with an addition for incomes of over
6,000 marks—as shown by the accompanying law of the 1¢th of March, 1883
{inclosure 11a}. See also answer 1o on 3,

The examptions allowed are stated in section 3 of the law of the 17th of De-
cember, 1874 (inclosure 118).

IOI. ANSWER TO QUESTION 8.

“‘Ts the tax graded, and what is the total annnal income from the tax?™

Compare section 4 of the 13w of the 17th of December, 1874, and the scale in
inclostre A, accompanying the same, which scale has been changed by the
law of the I16th of November, 1830, The scale of the last mentioned law is

still in force.
The yield of the tax varies considerably. It was as follows for the last ten

years:
Marks. |
FOnIBER - s 2,618,540 | For1888-"80  ______ . . _......
Forissd, ... - 2,501,474 | For 188090 ___
For 1885-'86 ___ - 2,237,977 | For 1830-'91 __.
For 1836-"87. ... .- 2,164,623 | For 1801-"82 ___
For1887-"88 . oeeeeeeeeeoa- 2,186,400 | For 180008 ________ ... .l__.

IV. ANSWER TO QUESTION 4.

“What important changes have been made during the existence of the tax;
has the rate increased or have the exemptions been changed, and what is
meant by ‘income’?" . .

A material chau&m the manner of levying the tax was introduced by the
law of the 25th of October, 1874 (inclosure 11d). See answer to question 5.
As regards changesin tax rates, see answertoquestion 2. Uptothe year 1874
the rate was from incomes of from 250 up to 400 reichsthala s, gold, 1 reichs-
thaler (1 reichsthaler =3 marks 32 pfennigzs); for incomes of from 400 to 500
reichsthalers. gold, 2} reichsthalers, and for incomes of 500 reichsthalers
or more, 1 per cent. 1872, and agaln in 1873, the rate was changed some-
what, especially the amounts to which a specific rate of percentage applied.
In 1574 the scale appended to the law of the 17th of December, 1574, and in
1881, that now in force pursnant to the law of the 10th of November, 1880
(inclosure 11¢), were introduced. The following exemptions existed: Until
1872, incomes under 250 reichsthalers, gold (about £30 marks); in 1873 and
15874 incomes nnder 750 marks, and since 1875 (law of 1874), incomes under 600
marks: otherwise exemptions have not been mu.reri:l.ng changed.

‘What 13 meant by taxable income, is told in section 5 of the law and its
inclosure B; see amendiments thereto of 1880 and 1835 (inclosure 1lle,
page 119; inclosure 11e, and inclosure 111). )

.
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V. ANSWER TO QUESTION B
“Ts the tax assessed by an officer, or does the citizen make return under

hEn

Until 1874 the tax was paid for incomes not taxed as a specific rate of per-
centage, but &t a fixed sumn, publicly, as was also the tax for incomes taxa-
ble at a specific rate of percenta e. \Whatever sum in excess was due the
taxpayer was required, not on cath. Wat upon the faith of ‘his-cath as a ciu-
zen (Hirgereid) to cast (no control whatever inregard to the amount cast
in being exercised) into a chest, the so-called esstle-chest (schloss-kiste).
Whoever. for instance, had an income of 100,000 reichsthalers, gold, was Te-
quired (until 1871) to pay 5 reichsthalers publiely, and to throw (
up.enveloped) into the box 995 reichsthalers; {. ¢.. a3 to the amountso thrown
into ths chest, it was put in secretly; and. indeed, there was no anty
that the true or any amount was put in. This system was replaced in the
year 1875 by that introdnced by the iaw of the 17th of Dec-mber, 1874 (in-
closure 11b), which is based on the declaration (subject to oTcial examina-
tion and determination) of the taxpayer. It may be incidentally remarked
in this place that a comparison of the yield of the tax under the present sys-
tem with the yield under the former system, 'without such examination

_and determination. shows that the returns made under the former system
were gssentially correct.

Datails respecting the new system will be found in sections 8 to 10 of the
law of the 17th of December, 1874 (see also amendment of the 5th of Jannary
(inelosure 11g) a8 ulso the law of the 25th of October, 1874 (inclosure 11d) de-
claring what authorities shall be competent to collect the income tax (see
also amendments of the 24th of January. 1846, and of the 26th of March, 1892,
(inclosures 114 and 11). From the above-mentioned laws it will be per-
ceived, it may be added, that the **assessment bourd " consists of 4 members
of the Bremen senate and of 12 members of the popular representative body

of that city. =
¥ VI. ANSWER TO QUESTION 6.

"Wga.t punishment is provided for a fallure to make proper return of in-
come?" -
See sections 11 and 12 of the law. !
VIII. ANSWER TO QUESTION

“T5 the tax eollected throuzh local authorities, or by representatives of
the general government?"

The tax is collected by state anthorities, viz, by the general tax office in
Breinen, and subordinate tax offices.

AUSTRIA.
1n 1802 the Austrian Government collected about §10,000,000 from anincome

In volume 28 of Consular Reports (1888) the consul-general at Vienna
makes the following report in regard to the income tax (his report wassub-
mitted to this Government April 30, 1887):

“An income tax has existed in Austria since the beginning of the nine-
teenth century. 1t was repealed in 1820 and reénacted in 1840,

“This tax is divided into three classes:

“First class, Under the first class the follo income is taxed: Sa} the
income derived from all those trades and tions which are subject to
a license tax; (b) the income of mining and smelting establishments; (c)
the profits m de by the tenants of agricultural lands and of tenants of tolls
and consumption tax districts,

“Second class. (@) Income from services rendered or labor performed in
oecu%ations not subject to a license tax; (&) annnal income or-dividends
paid by life insurance or other companies or societies.

“ Under this class are included the salaries of public and private officers
and servants; psnslons, donations, and other pecuniary tance received
by public functionaries, servants, and officers retired from active service;
pensions of the widows and children of eivil and military officers; also the

donations made out of the public funds, either national or local,
to cloisters or theological orders; also th: incomes of authors, artists, phy-
gleians, and veterinary surgeons, midwives, and private teachers (the lat-
ter only in towns of less than 4,000 souls); the income ol university profes-
gors from lecture and examination fees. Servants are only taxed under this
cjass if their total income exceeds 630 florins (%226.16) per annum.

“Tnird class. Under thisclass areembraced: Interest from loans and other
outstanding demands and claims; interest from invested capital, incomse
from savings banks and life-insurance companies, Benevolent and mutual
assistance corporations and stipends are also included in this class.

“ gremplions fromincome lax.—The pay of officers and soldiers in activeserv-
ice, also that of reserve officers: the income of cloisters devoted to the care of
the sick. of schools and benevolent institutions; the pensions of the members
of the sMaria Theresa Order (declaration); the donationsconnected with the
medal for bravery; day laborers; the interest on deposits in savings and post
savings banks, all incomes not exceeding 815 florins (#113.08) per annum; the
income of mutnal laborers’ insurance com e8; the Income from the fol-
lowing public bonds: (@) The 5 per cent Austrian stock or bonds; () the
Austrian gold bondis; (¢} bonds of the city of Vienna of 1887; (d) bonds of
the Danube regulating commission of 1878; (¢) certain bonds of Tyrol; (f
state railroad bonds; (g) bonds of all rallroads sabject to tax; (h) bonds o
the Austro-Hungarian Bank; (i) bonds of the Mortgage Bank of Bohemia;
() bonds of the national debt and of the lottery loans of 1854 and 1880; a
number of other corporation bonds.

“ Fines and penalties.—In case the party subject to the income tax makes
either a false return or intentionally neglects to make any return, thrice the
amount of the tax is imposed, payment of which, however, includes the tax
itself, so that the fine proper is double the amount of the tax.

“ The percentage paid as income tax.—Additional percentages have been im-

sed from time to time, and numerous amendments of the original law have
1 enacted, and a caretul pernsal of this mass of legislation furnishes as
final re-ult the following: .

“Tnder the Hirst class abovementioned the incometax collected under the
laws now in foree is progressive and amounts to from 8} per cent to 10 per
cent of the net income. Under the second class from 17 per cent to 20 per
cent, and under the third class to 10 per cent.”

ITALY.

In 1892 the Italian Government raised about $45,000,000 from an income tax.
In volume 28 of Consular Reports (183), the consul-ge.eral reports from
Ttaly the following (date of report September 23, 1887):
¢ %ghe tax on inc /mes is 12 per cent, and an additional sum amounting to
one-tenth of this amount as a contribution to the war fund, a total
of 13.20 per cent on the income. (To certain communes there is a restitu-
tion o‘f one-tenth of the amount collected for an income tax within their
L.

“This tax is levied on all incomes derived from any source whatsoever,
b the manner of assessing diff

except from lands and y how-
ever, 10 the sources of incomes. =

“(a) Permanent incomes, those derived from interasts on loans, are taxed
at thbair '1}'1111 amoanit.n & pital

“b) Tem: Ty incomes accruing from the use of ca; and the results
of labor aut; industry are taxed six-eighths of their gross amounts.

* (¢) Temporary incomes in which capital and labor are not employed,
such- as 'gmressional incomes, stipends, pensions, ete., are taxed at Eve-
elghths of their gross amounts.

*“ (d) Incomes derived from stipends, pensions, etc., paid by the State, are
taxed at four-eighths of their gross amonnts. ¢

=In the above classification, incomes included under the head of b, ¢, and @,

_are exempted from taxes whenever the amount of the income does not ex-

ceed §77.20, and they.are reduced according to a graduated scale 348.20, £38.60,
$28.96, 'a;nd #10.30 if not exceeding 8154.10.‘?5 i =i

SWITZERLAND.

[Extracts from an article entitled * Income and
land,” by Gustav Cohn, in volume 4, Political
’ ZURICH.

Two dilferent tendencies, accordingly are leading to the same result, viz, to
the introduetion of heavy direct taxation: first, the change of opinion con-
ce the equities; nnd secondly, the great increased demand which-is
itself roduct of advanced views regarding the duties of state and com-
munity. Both tendencies form part of the general democratic drift of the
age. First, the effort is to remove the burdens from the shoulders of the ma-
jority of the people and to put them on the shoulders of the wealthy; sec-
ondly, an attempt is made to render the public organsof state and commun-
ity servicable to the interests of the majority in a greater degree than for-
merly through improved institutions of learning, means of communication,
ete. This democratic movement has gone furthest in the canton of Zurich,
ghose constitution of April 18, 1869, promulgates the following characteris-

e es:

b . The lfmpia exercise the legislative power in conjunction with the
cantonal council.

“ART. 80. The popular vote on the legislative acts of the cantonal couneil
(referendum) takes place twice a year, in spring and antamn.”

Among the econonric principles (article 1¥) are to be noticed:

“All persons liable to taxation must contribute to the burdens of state and
community in proportion to the meaus at their dis

“The property and income tax is to be arr:
the Frlm:ip e of moderate and fust. progression. G

** Property of small value belonging to ns unable to work, as well as
that part of all incomes which 1s ansolu necessary to life, is exempt.

“The progression shall not excead five times the simple rate in the case
of inecome nor double the simple Tate in case of property.
perty can be assessed only proportionally for local burdens. The

-

operty taxes in Switzer-
nce Quarterly, 1880.]

according to classes on

“Pro
state levies the tax on inneritances progressively according €0 the remote-
ness of relationship and the size of the inheritance. No new._taxes on the
;:onan“mtphtfgn of necessities can be introduced. The salt tax isto bereduced

- - * & s @ &®

In the tax law of Zurich the scale of on is fixed according to this
method, with one scale for property and a second scale, connected with the
first, for personal income. e rate for the property tax is so fixed that of
the flrst 20,000 francs of each individual mass of pm})ﬁrty only five-tenths is

ut in the tax lists, of the succeding 30,000 francs only six-tenths, of the next

,000 francs cnly seven-tenths, of the next 100,000 franes only eight-tenths,

of the next succeeding 200,000 francs only nine-tenths, and only the surplus
over and above the sum last mentioned is entered at the full amount. We
have here a relief in favor of the smaller property, which in the case of the
amallest]i;o rty amounts to one-half of the total sum, a relief which did
not éxist older tax laws of Zurich (1832 and 1871). The amount of the
tax to be levied is fixed annually by the cantomal council on motion of the
government. The second scale, for personal income, is connectad with the
tirst scale in such wise that, according to the provision-of the law, 2 francs
are as taxes on each 100 of the income rate wherever 1 franc is paid on
a thousand of the property rate, which means that the average income from
pro y 18 assumed to be 5 per cent.
o scale of the rate for personal incoms is then developed in much more
rapid n. In the first place, the minimum of existence declared
exempt by the constitution of 1869 is interpreted to include, for every in-
come, the tirst 500 franes. On the saceeeding 1,600 francs only two-tenths is
1o be put into the tax list, of the next 1,500 francs only four-tenths, of the
next 8.000 francs only six-tenths, of the next4.000 francs only eight-tenths;
the full rate beginning with ameounts abeve 10500 francs. In the income
tax. as in the property tax, the relief accrues to every individual income,
no matter how large. With the rate as it stands since 1877 (four per mill) an
income of 50,000—100.600 francs pays almost.B per cent, but an income of
2,000 francs only 1} per cent.

& L o L - ® [ ]

Reckomin% ther all communal and cantonal taxes paid by an inhabit-
ant of Zurich, the average sum capita is 32 francs in direct taxes and but
2 francs in indirect taxes. Adi to these the indirect taxes levied for the
confederation (principally import duties), we obtain an additional sum of
71 francs per capita. Altogether, therefore, fully three-fourths is raised in
the form which corresponds to the demands ¢f modern radicalism—by in-
come and property taxes.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, stories of suffering
always appeal strongly to the humane heart. One of the con-
summate arts of the orator, of which I submit we have this day
had a shining and lustrous example, is to so intertwine right-
eous sentiments with errors of conclusion and statement as to
confuse the judgment of men upon really existing facts.

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURrROWS] has depicted
suffering in its extreme form. hether it is as widespread, as
deep and universal as he hasdeclared, is a question susceptible
possibly, of proof. 'What we do know is, that every instance o
suffering is caught up and repeated here until it would appear
as if, throughout the entire American Union, misery, [amine
and starvation were stalking hand in hand. If it be admitted
that a tithe of the terrors depicted by the gentleman exists, the
picture would still be a very sorrowful one. Buf organized
charity has gone forth, and from the stored-up wealth of the
American people has so far relieved the suffering in every city
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and hamlet of the American Union that not a single instance
comes tousof that extreme destitution, penury, and death which
mark the end.

XOT DUE TO DEMOCRATIC LAWS.

I am not disposed, however, to undervalue or to underestimate
the extent of the suffering actually prevailing. Beginning with
the grewsome picture quoted by the gentleman as drawn by Mr.
Greeley as long ago as 1855, down to this time, under all circum-
stances and under all administrations some suffering has pre-
vailed inour land and ineveryother. There isno community in
the world, there never was; there is no system of industry in the
world, there never was,in which and under which, at some time
or other, human misery has not waited upon human improvi-
dences and human mistakes.

But it is worth noting that the strength of the assault upon
the measure before this House is made before that measure has
taken effect, months, probablly‘ before one line of it can be opera-
tive in any part of the Republic. The suffering that is depicted,
supposing it to exist, comes after a period of thirty years of
laws written, every one of them, by the Republican party, and
not one of them formed by the Democratic party.

The Democratic émrty during that time has compelled relief
and action in regard to certain measures; but the whole respon-
sibility of Government has not been upon us until with the com-
ing in of this Congress on the 4th of h, 1893. And at that
time it is a matter of fact susceptible of demonstration, and clear
to every gentleman on the floor of this House, that the wide-
spread misery dwelt upon had already descended. Until this
hour not a single provision of the gergtective system which cul-
minated in the McKinley law had n qualified in any degree,
either in recital or in operation.

On the contrary, the Democratic Administration which suec-
ceeded that of Mr. Harrison enforced that law and is enforcing
it to-day as honestly as though it had been written in the stat-
ut2 book by its own Congress..

So, that if the existing condition of affairs may be said to be
due to the operation of law, you can not say we did it. - S¢ far
as the law has produced the ruin that the gentleman depicts, in
that far the law has been a law of high protection, rising higher

THE 'I'ARIENG INTERESTS ARE ADVANCED BY LABOR AND NOT BY PROTEC-
TIORN.

I repres=nt in part on this floor the State of Illinois, which
along with her great commercial development, her munici
growth, and her manufacturing progress, is still the formestag-
ricultural State in the Union; her population fairly represents
that of the entire United States. About one-half of our people
are upon the farms, and the others are in all the varied indus-
tries of the time. Such is the general proportion of the entire
population of the United States. :

ow, during the last thirty yearsthat population has worked,
has progressed,and has produced an extraordinary amount of
wealth; not because the products of their farms were protected,
because we all know that while certain clauses of pretended
protection for farmers have been written into law, as a matter
of fact they have neither required nor received any genuine
protection. It is talking idly to say that because a statute of
the United States gives nominal protection to grain, that that
has conferred either a market or protection upon the farmers of
the country.

It has not done so, but after thirty years of sham protection,
here or abroad, all the products of the farm are selling for o less
figure than they ever sold before since records were kept of
American industries: while ** protection” has increased, products
have steadily diminished in price until 45 or 50 cents is the best
price for wheat, and a like low rate for corn and oats, in spite of
the boasted home market reserved by the policy of protection.

But I am not making a speech for the farmer. He spoke for
himself in November, 1892, from every hillside and from every
prairie in the land. ;Applause.] I am seeking to show by sta-
tistics that the American farmer has produced a vast amount of
wealth, set forth better in two statements which I here insert;
one made by the Secretary of Agriculture in 1889, and one com-
piled by the Statistician of the Agricultural Department from
the census of 1890:

As far back as 1880 the value of the farms of the United States exceeded
$10,000,000,000. To the unremitting industry of their owners theze farms
yielded an aggregate annual value of nearly $,000,000,000, in the production
of which a vast population of nearly 8,000,000 tollers utilized nearly half a
billion worth of farm implements. The value of live-stock on farms, esti-
mated in the last census to be worth over §1,500,000,000 is shown by the relia-
ble statistics collected by this Department, to be worth to-day $2.507,1 00,000,

. x hiti A low estimate of the number of farmers and farm laborers employed on
and higher, and finally culminating in the prohibitive tariff of our 5,000,000 farms places it at nearly 10,000,000 persons, representing 0,000,
1890. 000 people, or nearly one-half of our present population.

STATISTICS OF AGRICULTURE. .
TABLE L—Swnmary for the Eleventh Census, 1890.
* Acres in farms. Valuation.
Number

Divisions, ete. Implements | Live stock

Offarms. | motal |Improvea. [ Umim: | Landfences, | TR, on hand
. s machinery. | June 1,1890.
North Atlantic Division_ 658,560 | 62,743,523 | 42,338,025 | 20,405,501 | #2,530,200,587 | 8116,808,252 | 8313, 902,504
B oS o o e i R B s 62,013 6,179,925 3,044, 666 3,135, 98,567, 730 5,490,418 18, 280, 140
New Hampshire 29,151 3,450,018 1,727,387 1,781,631 68,162, 600 504, 10, 450,125
Vermont 32,57 4, 395, 646 2, 655, 043 1,739,708 80, 427, 490 4,733, 560 16, 044, 320
Massachusetts 34,374 2,008, 282 1,657, (24 1,341,258 127,538,284 | « 5,038,040 14, 200, 178
Rhode Island... 5, 500 460, 281 274,491 104, 790 21,878, 470 941,080 2,364,070
O v LI T | SN A P R e N e A 26, 330 2,953 432 1,379,419 874,013 95, 000, 505 3,075, 495 9,974, 618
New York... 226,223 | 21,961,562 | 16,389,380 5,572, 182 968, 127, 286 46,650,465 | 124,528,068
New Jersey .... 30, 878 2, 662, 009 1,990, 117 082, 159, 262, 840 7, 878, 644 15,811,480
Pennsylvania 211,557 | 18,364,870 | 183,210,597 5,153,778 922 240, 233 80,046,855 | 101, 652, 758
South Atlantic Division....... 749,600 | 100,157,573 | 41,677,871 58, 480, 202 1, 155, 819, 670 36, 444,018 161, 631, 801
9, 381 1,055, 692 762. 655 293, 087 89, 586, 080 1,835, 570 4,198,810

0798 | 4052300 3,412008| 1,480| 1B0SS0| 65000 10158
382 11,745 9,898 1,847 6,471,120 79, 760 129,120
127,600 | 19,104,951 9,125, 545 9,079, 408 254, 400, 600 6,503, 688 38, 404, 281
72,773 | 10,321,326 4, 554, 000 5,767, 326 _ 151, 880, 800 3, 116,420 £3, 084, 610

178,850 | 22,651,808 7,828,560 | 14,823 827 188, 977, 010 7, 183,210 25, 547,
115,008 | 13,184,652 5, 2565, 237 7,829,415 99, 104, 600 - 4,172,262 16, 572,410
171,071 | 25,200,435 9,582 866 | 15,617,560 152, 006, 230 5, 764, 978 81,477, 690
84,228 38,674,486 1,145, 603 2, 628, 798 72,745,180 1, 168, 040 7,142,080
23,852,408 | 18,338 824 5,018, 584 1,046, 738, 247 20,475,846 | 116, 181, 690
20,862,516 | 15,107, 482 5, 255, 084 754,780, 110 21,172, 255 03, 361, 422
80,498,277 | 25, 660,060 4,829 217 1,262, 870, 587 , 456,038 | 180, 431, 662
14, 785, 636 9, 865, 350 4, 920, 288 556, 190, 670 22, 182, 600 80, 564, 985
16,787,988 | 9,793,931 | 6,994,057 477,524,507 19,167.010 |  63.784,377
18,663,645 | 11,127,953 7,585, 602 840, 059, 470 16, 916, 473 57,725, 683
30,401,541 | 25,428,809 5, 062, 642 857,561, 022 36,665,315 | 200, 436,242
80,780,290 | 19,792,313 10, 987, 077 625, 858, 361 21,830,719 138,701,173
---------------------------- seapesmsasanas ammmsssssaresrasss|snssassnsssansss|sssnnssesnnnnn
TUBi,503,444 | 15,247,705 | 6,345,780 | 402,358,018 | 16,468,077 | 92,971,920
30,214,456 | 22,303, 301 7,911,155 550, 726, 046 18,800,700 | 128,068, 505
150, 448,204 | 66,298,824 | 90,150,470 1, 440, 022, 508 58,348,772 | 351,028,828
21,412,220 | 11,818,882 9, 508, 347 346, 339, 560 10, 906, 506 70, 924, 400
, 181, 583 9, 362, 10,799, 028 700, , 936, 880 60, 254, 230
0,853,000 | 7,608,343 | 12,154,667 111,051, 300 4,511,645 | 30,776,730
17,572,547 6,840,300 | 10,723, 127, 423,167 b, 968, 865 33,960, 435

aState not completed as to farms, acreage, valuations, and cost of fertilizers,
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BTATISTICS OF AGRICULTURE—continued.

Acres in farms. Valuation.
Number
Divisions, etc.” Implements | Live stock -
' of farms. Unim- Land, fences,
v Total. | Improved. | proved. | and buildings. mm‘ﬁgary. P0G
........ 69,204 |  0,544.210 | 3,774,668 | 5,760,551 85, 381, 270 7,167,855 17, 898, 380
................. 228,128 | 51,476,087 | 20, 746,215 80, 660, 722 399,971, 280 13,746, 541 103, 250, 503
........ 8,626 | 1,609,423 53,728 |+ 1,042,605 88,581,170 $133.580 | 3,203,270
________ 124,760 | 14,891,356 | 5.475,043 | 0,416,313 118,574, 422 5,672,430 | 80,772, 880
........ 145,878 | 47,282,233 | 23,020,410 | 24,251,823 1,004, 942, 650 30,366,110 | 186,958, 178
........ 5,608 | 1,064,107 915,517 1,048, 680 25,512, 340 1,356,010 | 21,620,687
........ 3,125 | 1,830,482 476, 831 1,353, 601 14, 460, 880 522,950 | 15,248,331
........ 16,380 | 4,508,941 1,828,520 | 2,775,421 85, 035, 180 2,728,850 | 22,504,010
........ 4,458 787,882 243, 108 524, 776 8, 140, 800 291,140 7,247,180
........ 1,426 | 1,297,033 104,128 1,192,505 7,222,230 196,550 3, 257, 660
........ 10,517 1,823,705 546, 223 775,482 | 28, 402, 780 1,164,660 6,513, 830
......... 1,277 1,661,416 723,052 938, 364 12,339, 410 537, 480 5.1 820
e 6,603 1, 302, 256 008, 362 695, 804 17,431,580 1,172,460 7,253, 400
L1 18,056 | 4,179,190 | 1,820,832 | 2,358 358 83, 401, 660 3,150,200 | 14,113,110
........ 25,530 | 6,009,888 | 3,516,000 | 3,303,888 115, 819, 200 4,556,770 | 22,648 830
.................................................. 52, 804 21,427,203 12,222, 839 9,204, 454 697, 116, 630 14,689, 710 60, 250,230
Live stock on hand June 1, 1800, and life-stock products on farms in 1889,
Number |
Mules | Work Sheeig'org Pounds Pounds | Pound
Divisions, ete. ules | Work- | Much | Other ekt Bl < S Gallons of | Pounds of | P0URds | Pounds | Pounds
Horses. | and ing Swine. | cluding spring of]| of of of of
asses. | oxen. COWS. | cattle. spring | 1880 and| wool. mi_lk. butter. cheese. | honey. | wWax.
lambs, | fall of
1889,
|
United States |14, 060, 4672, 295, 5321, 117, 49416, 5:1,950{33, 734, 12857, 409, 58335, 035, 334,32, 120, 808,165, 449, 239!5. 200, 125, 5671, 024, 223, 468 18, 726, 818 63, 897,377 1, 165, 568
North Atlantic A | |
Division....._...| 1,733,864 43,683 167,943 3,351,001 1,042, 720] 2,753, 49| 4,133,027 3,335, 733 18, 446, 5781, 435, 780, 255 246, 788, 54| 6,008, 671, 7,852,690/ 127,220
109, 1561 218l 33,105 157,278] 108, 727| 1,864,0000 57,000,791 15,593,315 696, 260,481 4,119
52,4 123| 23,648) 109,423  £9,817| 717,149 42,633, 7,042,810 841,235 112,114] 1,674
89, 330) 21,249 281,419] 142, 2,118, 90,712, 23, 314, 063 - 609, 379,006, 5,798
63,638 196( 9,831 172, 74, 251 241,814 82,571,024 8,358,703 122, 90,929 1,690
9, 884 51 609 23,94 8, 41,021 10,610,547 965, 45 24,631] 13,740/ 358
48,7 28| 21,019 127, 54, 7F 128,508 54,413,822 7,196, 112,566| 130,632 3,683
664, 6,715,686 653,017, 98,241,813/ 4,324, 028( 4,281,964 66, 654
180,844 64,003,953  8,367,21 23,613 160,310, 3,381
. 226, 6,441,104 308, 906, 76,809,041 439, 060{ 2, 20,877
South Atlantic Di- j
viston._ .........| 417, 262, 1,869, 2,257, 650| 5,082, 321| 2, 445, 1,844, 6,555,151) 831,728,677 78,270,011 271,201| 8,668, 791| 1305, 005
44,981 12, 10,781] 47,281 10,609, 2,026, 4 359 66,4680 1,612
812, 182, 101, 543,225 46,601,218 9,009,602\ 9,573 301,157 5,048
1,306 Tl Srima vl s e 450,978 - 13,760|.......... 20
706,601] 405 813 355,741 1,440,210 78,143,450 17,040,066  100,187] 1,531, 147 44,114
411,018 785, 568,014| 2, 500, 59,440,086 14,063, 627 372| 1,218,688 22,100
1,251, 402,247 222,578 733,7 55, 250, 13,120,374  60,760| 2, 373,560 126, 447
04, 79,421  61,084] 157,707 23,833,631]  5,737.557) 2,476 856, 27,739
1,396, 440,450\ 340,708  B41,141| 52,234, 14, 483, 12,8381 1,757, 49,935
374,241) 98, 74,834] 221,054 5,056, 867, 195 1,731 27,083
s.m,m!w,tsa.mlm,m,mlm,m,ml 9, 854, 644/ 60,065, 23712, 719, 414,765 520025,@&' e.sm,isl!m,m. 353, 398
14, 794, 953, 619/ 3, 275, 922 ,720| 3,683,823 20,087,674) 326,925,396 74,990,307 1,oss,uas| 2,804,030/ 33,520
6, 579, 925,058/ 3,320, 8 779,755 4,863,404 200,510,797 48,477,765 860,948 2,106,817 24,664
6,579| 1,057, 886} 1,068, 654 5,924, 640,304 4,400,773 307,209,464 57,121,486 343,458/ 4,602, 50, 420
29, 497,611  519,8685! 1,126, 141 2,400, 318| 1,971, 315! 12,378,318 224,537,488) 50,197, 481 sas,aae|2,43r.1s; 28,750
20,481| 792,620{ B34.846| 1,347 984 761, 4,981,083 303,701,134/ 46,295,623| 006,266/ 3,515,761 46,058
32,505 503,008 747,166 833 312,861| 1,045,240| 182 068,973 34,766,409 676,642 1,160, 12,050
2. 367] 1,498, 418| 8,304, 765| B, 381, 2,640,652 486,061,411 72,893, 079| 1,088,358 6,813,412 67,330
14, 005/ .070] 2,104, 634 672, 4,040,084| 193,631,1 43,108,521| ' 288, 620] 5,492, 1 75,670
North Dakota ..| 130,831] 8709 21,330 88,280 172,246l 78, 41 510,417| 26,566,112) 5,712,566 131,374 290 8
South Dakota _. 3 7.671) 22,408 210,240 455,183 590, 238, 157,371| 1,073,000 59,666,525 13,127,244| 803,051 55,833 1,568
Nebraska ... 5,708 503,045 1,631.784| 3,815, 64 118,364)  791.534 144,768, 27,818,078| 463,831 746,212 6,262
Kansas..... 4,495 741,786] 2, 441,752 4,022 308,997 2,253, 1,608,000 46,117, 750,210/ © 890,913, 8,880
South Central | [ ml :
Division.........| 2,354,0021,003,72% 488,764| 2,820, 657] 8, 406, 062{10, 834, 6,088,810 21,911,238 509,508, 135,192,272  318,36711,014,123) 237,290
401, 151,649) 58, 364, 51 eﬁ.ﬁz.cm? 663, 367 2,777,5311 118, 407, 20, 64,822 2,310,615 37,225
311 203, 40, 345,311 579,398/ 1, , 307, 107,857,116, 28,314, 60,019/ 2,284 1 63,200
121, 134, 7, 202,088  486,588) 1, 351,716 1768, 55, 14, 6,131| 1,824, 68, 884
155, 156,753 05,577| 810,150 509,042 1, . 1,038,186 50,803,371 12,988, 637 4, 822,673 21,926
126,797] 88,028 41, 167,228 871,905 1 440,683 12,881,927 2,089,774 3,030 271,062 8 584
1,026,002 227,432  63,284! 1,003,439| 5,099, 829 2, 252, 47 8,826,721( 14,917,068 118,475,320] 32,100,560 145,730| 3,286,386 62,500
25,554 4,993 16,756 108, { 50.114| 1,544, 287,020 1, 2, 800 25
185,574 126, 496 830,165 608,079, 1, 211,048 512, 54, 8%, 15,724, 144 21.31&{ 1,111,246) 24,811
1,424,008 883,081 720, 767 4.977,515] 1.056,0u10,mm]11,063.421| 57,571.035| :m.sio,:m[ 43, 346, 105| 4,774, 068 5, 663, 93, 666
Montana ........| 142,959 950 24,143 667, 1,062, 185 82;; .........
.| 87,408 1,25 11,684 673,655 428,969] 15,196 350 ______.
155,170, 7,1 70,048 639, 631 3,282,086 87,1 390, 7,901
28,130 8,367 18,507 554,014 86,042 ) 21,4 08
5, 946 4,874 263, (08| 115, 126, 124 668
65, 1,554 45,982 153,857 1,759, 354 479,1 11,708
56, 1,728 9,273| 201,57 489, 657 | B8, 557! 825
84,1 1,01 27,278 191,807 1,078,103 T BeRes
153, 7 % 70,721 180, 3,482,2%5 7 156, 4 2,857
224, 4,946 114, 1 403, 786, 485, 7.272
309,852 53,848 317,201 1, 048, 26,778,704 3,871,575| 3,929, 60,237
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STATISTICS OF AGRIOCULTURE—continued.
Cereal production in 1880,
Divislons, ete. Barley. Buckwheat. Indian corn. Oats. Rye Wheat.
Acres. | Bushels. | Acres. |DBushels. | Acres. Bushels. Acres. | Bushels. | Acres. | Bushels. | Acres. | Bushels.
The United States....-- 3,220,834 78,332,076 | 837, 164 (12,110,340 72,087, 752 lz.m.m.m 28, 390, 677 800, 250, 666 |2, 171, 004 (28, 421, 308 |43, 579, 514 |468, 373, 068
North Atlantic Division ._... 406,082 | 0,587,050 | 549,408 | 8,750,500 | 2,172,038 72,101, 305 | 3,141,114 l 86, 891, 504 &E 8,085,361 | 1,017,700 | 32,012,544
MRAe L e e amwa] 11,972 286, 262 22, 395 460,411 10, 891 380, 682 121,612 | 3,668,909 v 6, 664 4,118 79,829
New Hampshire. . ........ 4,934 112,378 3,117 75,048 23,748 088, 26, 618 802,243 1. 056 11,962 2,027 5%, 192
VOrMONb. - c.cvemmnss smmn 16, 427 420, 761 13,420 271,216 41,780 1,700,688 101,582 | 3,316,141 3,879 43,256 8,397 164,720
assachusetts.__._..___. 1,785 28,715 2,473 31, 300 34,010 1,330, 101 14,331 ; 10,665 | 117,001 112 1,813
Rhode Island ... = 363 41 349 7,819 253, B10 3,648 100, 520 79 9, 617 11 91
Commecticns. ...cocucaenueest 53 B, 747 4,008 46, 104 , 445 1,471,979 24,4798 503, 691 18, 100 214,935 443 7,482
New York __. ----| 349,311 | 8,220, 280,029 | 4, 675, 735 493, 15,100,060 | 1,417,371 | 38 806,470 | 236,874 | 3,065,623 | - 462,501 | 8,304,530
New Jersey.....-....--.- 47 1,043 | 18,520 | 114,626 | 267,648 8, 637,011 2, 2,837,203 | 77,245 | 874,049 | 121,570 | 1,823 382
Pennsylvania ... __.. 20,950 493,803 | 210,488 | 8,000,717 | 1,252, 369 42,318,270 | 1,310,197 | 36,197,400 | 336,041 | 3,742,164 | 1,818,472 | 21, 595, 499
South Atlantie division......| 4,755 54,482 | 28,078 277,807 | 0,023,254 | 181,455,780 | 2,208,751 | 23,736,705 | 184,640 | 1,208 879 | 2, 670,335 1 27,435, 104
DelaWALO. . «eooemnemmaenes 8,081 | 174,796 | ,007,164| 10,374 | 382,900 T 6,625 | 04,368 | 1,501,050
N R 96,747 | 588,817 | 14,028 142 ,1 2,019,658 | 34,302 | 852,506 | 510,727 | 8,348,177
District of Columbia 2 20 10, 755 1,871 111 1,009 30
Virginla ... 41,199 | 1, 600, 690 27,172,403 495,508 | 5, 605, 100 52, 063 897,394 737,510 | 7,904,002
West Virginia . 326 13, 120,460 502,763 18, 730, 508 180,815 | 2,946, 652 14,962 17,113 840,016 | 3,634, 197
North Carolina 02 12,621 | 2, 360, 627 25, 783, 623 541,851 | 4,512,762 b6, 406 276, 339 666,500 | 4,202,035
South Carolina ...... ... 688 472 | 1,845,990 18,70, 417 ,058 | 3,019,119 4,120 17,308 115,510 658, 851
Georgla ..o oaao.o b49 3,162 | 2,582, 316 29, 261,422 516,886 | 4,767,821 20, 49 87,021 196, 1,008,312
Plordin o oo 9 128 19 128 878, 906 3,701, 264 891, 821 83 13, 380 a2
North Central Division ...... 1,B38, 285 47,257,785 | 254,970 | 3,042, 395 44, 873, 340 |1, 506, 870, 008 |19, 859, 736 |645, 127, 344 |1, 176, 117 |17, 851, 620 22, 681, 656 iﬁl.x‘lﬁ,
(6.5 T R = S o Sl 37,002 | 1,089,915 14,052 162,833 | 8,180,553 | 113,802,318 | 1,215,355 | 40,136, 732 59,643 | 1,007, 156 269, 585 | 35, 550, 208
Tt ot D A I e 10, 280 , 200 y f 3,586,190 | 108, 843, 1,102,479 | 31, 491, 661 877,582 | 2,570,017 | 37,318, 798
Illinois .. ___ 41, 1,197,206 9, 763 107,080 | 7,863,025 | 289,607,256 | 3,870,702 (187,624,828 | 165,508 | 2,628,046 | 2,240,932 | 27,850, 444
Michigan..... 99, 2,622,876 | 70,046 | 811,077 | 094,507 | 28,785,579 | 1,085,750 | 36,961,193 | 140,754 | 2,101,718 | 1,501,225 | 24,771,171
Wisconsin ... 474,014 (15, 225, 872 77,458 | 1,064,178 | 1,120,341 84, 024,216 | 1,627,151 | 60,739,052 | 275,068 | 4, 250, 582 744,080 | 11, 608, 922
Minnesotn . , 358,510 | 9, 100, 683 22,000 ¥ 001, 690 24,696, 446 | 1,578, 49, 958, 791 62, 86D | 1,252,663 | 3,372, 627 | 52,300, 247
ToWh .o ooe- 518,720 (13,408, 122 25, 243 280,746 | 7,585,522 | 313,130,782 | 3, 752, 141 144, 679, 289 93,707 | 1,445,283 585,548 | 8,240, 786
Miszouri ... 1,504 34, 863 2,802 28,440 | 6,072,121 | 106,990,016 | 1,670,708 | 39, 820, 140 24 283 308, 807 | 1,946,785 | 80,113,821
North Dakota 109, 400 | 1,570,717 147 11,854 178,729 402,855 | 5,773,129 1,568 12,165 | 2,709,421 408, 365
South Dakota . 97,870 | 902,005 1, 561 11,423 | 753,300 13,152,008 | 580,280 | 7,400, B46 9,229 65, 183 | 2,250, 846 | 16,541,138
Nebraska ... 82 590 | 1,822,111 15, 358 A 5,480,270 | 215,805,906 | 1,503,515 | 43,843, 640 81,872 | 1,085, 083 798, 855 | 10,571,
g1V et St 7,201 165,716 6, 907 67,115 | 7,814,765 | 250,574,568 | 1,463,526 | 44,620,084 | 199, 146 917,386 | 1,582, 635 | 30,399,871
South Central Division ._....| 12,667 | 282,552 | 2,510 | 22,251 (15,164,533 | 814,101,230 ] 2,500,328 | 87,850,361 | 82,493 | 686,607 | 2 313,200 | 24,502,858
Kentueky .. coeessenes ieee] B8 | 165,950 384 3,804 | 2,000,882 | 78,484,847 | 645,816 | 8,775,814 | 45,546 | 493,847 004 | 10,707, 462
T i 3565 | 63,866 1,231 7.143 | 2,791, 8% 635, ;188 | 7,355,100 | 25,443 | 165,621 | 877.361 | 8,300,7
200 1,996 332 4,622 | 2,127,302 | 80,072,161 788 | 8,230,455 2,100 14,618 | 39,641 208, 591
876 b6 3456 | 1,706, 352 26, 148, 144 133,361 | 1,362,200 408 3,044 2,519 16, 570
R Lo e e 837,516 13, 081, 27, 207,271 73 574 41 257
48, 152 ] 1,268 | 8,000,007 | 60,112,150 | 528 024 | 12,581, 360 5,255 62,370 352,477 | 4,283 344
L e e L o e 13,307 , 815 4, 446 76,1 110 1,052 2,003 80,175
094 as8 5,074 | 1,648 443 88,082, 318 £88,332 | . 4,180,877 2,470 15, 181 140, 464 955,
121,121,107 | 1,208 | 17,300 | 254,581 | 5,100,200 | 555,748 | 15,635,752 | 45,424 | 428,622 | 4,000,714 | 63, 106,634
80, 902 18 128 1,019 14,225 52,768 | 1,535,015 3 188 18, 696 457, €07
11,763 20 140 1,977 25,172 | 14,607 | 888, 141 2, 055 4, 74,450
331,538 117 2,081 | 110,310 1,511,907 87,950 | 2,514,480 4,615 54,158 | 126,900 | 2 845,430
35, (24 81 T4 28,680 588, 480 9,314 193, ] 810 21,853 343,484
- L S ISR Sl et 4,331 82, 535 1,472 33, 096 20 200 6,226 100, 328
163, 328 15 316 5, 782 B4, 760 22,747 507, 047 3,380 33, 928 84,505 | 1,515,460
Lol i MOSEREE EREan 274 8, 540 3,400 99, 126 iz 502 3, 631 B1, 486
236,471 16 305 1,367 24, 695 21,997 B87, 407 1,002 10, 809 63,704 | 1,176,878
1,260, 140 27 430 9,583 156,413 65,080 | 2,273,182 1,763 19,188 | 872,658 | 6,845,428
874,853 250 2, 12,101 238,203 | 218,786 | 5,048 504 6, 845 63,206 | 553,052 | 0,206,734
17, 548, 386 664 | 10,888 | 70,808 | 2,881,270 | 67,560 1,463,068 | ‘27,413 | 248871 | 2,840,807 | 40,869, 337
Fiber, 1880. Sugar and molasses, 1889,
Divistons, ete. Cotton. Flax. Hemp. Cane. Maple.
Fiber, n Pounds of |Gallonsof| Pounds |Gallons of
Acres. Bales. Acres. bm pounds. Acres. | Tons. | Acres. sngar. molasses. | of sugar. | molasses.
The United States.| 20,172,806 | 7,471,116 | 1,318,608 | 10,250,410 | 241,380 25,054 11,511 | 296,806 | 302,731,805 | 25, 308,054 | 32,052,027 | 2,258,376
North AtlantieDivision. |- -c- o i )ommmaacaaaas 3,467 25, 668 17, 610 47 - e Lt S s (o 29,037, 260 1,019,678
Mana - L LS p e s e 24 46 1,611 84, 71,818
R R s e L e e e fe e haa 2,1%, 515 B,
Vermonit ......... AL RS e e T 1 20 14,123,921 218,252
M I s 1 EfoimTes: 558, 67 23,
e T A RO RS RRE Sl R e e e T D QU G RRSSRS al ARSI A SR emio Pt Derrpenn St s mel S s BE e
Vi =
West Virginis. )i ot
North Carolina ......| 1,147,138 B oo DN |8 R - (R . RRSeseie DGR SR e
South Carolina _____. 1, 987, 469 TRAM Lo et
Ge | S S PG e S e L B ) REEEEERRR SRRSO FE St R 5
Floriaa.....__ ... ... 227,870 B e e cnrenwasesl 20104 156, 1,477,618
NWorth Central Division. 55, 817 14,673 | 1,301,137 | 10,085,923 | 174,018 1,517 681 i aiaeas] 8, 20, 104 1,202, 481
Ve RS S Dee S [ N i cmeemmeeme] 20,688 145,557 | 18,37 86 20 727,142
Indiana . . 2,7 17, 566 4,850 .. naaa- 180, 27
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Fiber, 1820, Sugar and molasses, 1880,

Divisions, ete. Cotton. Flax. Hemp. Cane. Maple.
Seed, Fiber, Pounds of |Gallonsof| Pounds |Gallons of
Acres. Bales. | Acres. | pyenels. | pounds.| Acres. | Toms. | Acres. sugar. | molasses. | of sugar. | molasses.
North central Divis- ~
ion—Continued.
11 e Lo 4,072

Mic S = 417
‘Wisconsin . 5,973
ta. ... = 303, 635
Towa.. ... - 230, 085
Missouri ... = 56,421
North Dakota. 43,724
Sonth Dakola___ - 354, 951
Nebraska..... - 163, 900
Eansas ... . o--c-aeo 114,069
South Central Division..| 13,300,900 | 5,088,728 77
Kentucky .. 2.629 878 186
Tennessee 180, 579 17
ﬁ‘lauamia =
ississ PD -
Louis -
TEXAE oo
Oklahoma.. -
Arkansas. ___________
Westery Divilon: o e A ot 13, 506

Indiu.n’l'erritory.... .................
Rice. Tobacco Hops. = Broom corn. Pulse.
Divisions, ete. Dry Can- Beans
i Acres. | Pounds, | Acres, | Pounds. | Acres. | Pounds. | Acres. | Pounds. a peas, %ﬁﬁ?* (dry),
ushels. * | bushels.
The United States ........- 161,312 | 128,500,934 | 695,301 | 488,256,645 50,212 | 89,171,270 98,425 28,567,420 | 2,812,437 | 3,402,012 8,163, 554
North Atlantic Division ... ..l....f_._..._...| 44,080 | 50,133,320 | 36,800 | 20,150,940 1,058 491,052 218,456 63,029 1, 865, B8)
1 18,780 4,368 149,710
5 2,748 776 44, B89
50 9, 240 1,141 850
2,012 2,310 618 11, 300
: 138 ;I
6, 331 961 963 ,T3%
N AWl e e E e I TS 8,629 177,835 50,801 | 1,111,510
T ao e [ (A R e R s SRS o et e S 45 : 2,028
Pennsylvania ... ..ccceeanena. e S sl 26,955 3,858 2,148 350
South Atlantic Division.....__..| 74,39 51,753,952 | 234,981 56,977 | 2,149,788 128, 628
: 167 81 517
3,812 1,40
203 10 148
140 43, 159 7,547 12,817 24,048
West. Virg‘lnia ......... . ot 4, 47 a1 13,743 435 464 31,260
North Carolina. 15 6, 155 9, 967 427,317 86,000
¢ 54 14,463 7,808 , 478 8,018
, 939 19,371 : 19,819
: 171 196, 820 7,672 62, 060 6,613
North Central Division__.._.___. e e o 86, T80 77, 604, 367 1,164 526, 936 88, 047 36,000,935 | 2,411,679 37,432 812, 645
Ohio______ ... e 44,303 | 37,853,568 |......__.. 8l 1,574 801, 957 17,225 3,203 80,213
. 10, : 34,088
21,808
434,014
117, 144
81,000
33, 769
29,632
584
3,728
. 28, 225
18,036
113,087
56, 046
e
2,800
512
10,273
145
B, 570
743, 306
693
=2
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Rice, Tobacco. Hops. Broom corn. Pulse.

Divislons, ete. Dry Can- Beans

Acres. | Pounds. | Acres. | Pounds. | Acres. | Pounds. | Acres. | Pounds. |ada peas, %"u:tf;?' (dry),.

bushels. * | bushels.

Western Division—Continued. .. S

COIIRAD e s e e o i iy 2 120 20 18, 800 301 60, 165 20, 572 24, 698 7,265
6 1,415 102 24, 500 2,46 b, 384 7,843
o e skl e B e i et RS 6,946
14. 000 1,483 385 482
SRS 15 2 230
i3 4,240 881 226 1,080
7,040 5,1 8,313,280 55 22, 000 20, 668 4, 855 1,358
OO i s et 12 3,825 3,130 | 3,613,727 2 1,160 4, 607 6,517 8,712
(o By U G e S Ceetll e S e e e R 27 12, 007 8,974 | 0,547,838 815 611,975 30,528 1,820 713,480

a Less than l-acre.

To-day there are 6,000,000 farms in America; there are 9,000,000
farming people, owners and laborers; there are 35,000,000 people
upon these farms depending immediately upon that industry;
the value of the farms is 813,000,000,000; the annual product of
the farms is $4,500,000,0C0; and, more than that, the farmers of
the United States, by their * raw material,” pay three-fourths of
all of the foreign exchanges of the country.

Unburdened by the protection system t.heg would be a pros-
perous, mighty people; what their condition is will appearlater.
They ave as good, as clean, as honest as their forbear. They
have bzen as frugal in most cases as thcse who have gone before
them; and we a.ligracognize that as a matter of fact, what they
produce is the measure of values of all that is produced by any
people, unless you shall add the little of the raw products of the
mines and fisheries, because all men come to his mill; because
all that all men do in the way of labor and accumulition they do
that they may enjoy the fruits of the earth; the best measure
of a people’s prosperity is the condition of the farming classes.
The manufacturer exchanges for the product of their labor.
The work of the mechanie, of the lawyer, of the merchant, of the
doctor are all exchanged with them, and they can get no more
than the farmers raise.

DEBT ACCUMULATIONS OF A PROTECTION PERIOD.

Yet, despite the productiveness of our soil and the vast wealth
yielded to agrienltural toil, there exists in degree the condition
of misery described by the gentleman from Michigan, and inad-
dition a vast indebtedness that balances to a large extent the
presumed prosperity described as existing prior to 1893. Ihave
a statement from the Treasury dated January 4, 1804, which I

here offer.
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., January 4, 1594,

My DEAR SIR: Inclosed is the statement in regard to the public and pri-
vate indebtedness of the United States, which was promised you t.o-é?'&.

In the item of real-estate mortgages the estimate covers less than 000,-
000 for four States, the remainder of the $6,000,000,000 being actual figures, as
shown by census tables.

Very truly, yours,

Hon. JouX C. BLACK, Washington, D. C.
MINIMUM DEBT OF THE UNITED STATES.

J. H. WARDLE, Chief Clerk.

: 3 B Private debt.

Quasi-public corporations:

Swla)am mﬂw?;n (famdedl) o...ceoe e $4,631,473, 184
Street rallways (funded) ... ....cc-eeoeeeennen 151, 872, 289
Telephone com es (funded).....coceacuee , 902,

Tel h, public water, gas, electric light-
egraph, p s

olug, and powol!; ﬁompanias iﬁs oo 200, 000, 000
ther quasi-public corporations (to make
s e, S L e S S 11, 061,962
b b e S e S e LA e L 5, 000, 000, 000
Private corporations and individuals: ‘
Real-estate mo es (estimated).......... 6,000,000, 000
Crop liens in the South (estimated).......... 350, 000, 000
Chattel mortﬁgea (estimated)............... 300,000,000
Natlonal banks (loans and overdrafts)._.... 1, 884, 058, 320
Other banks (loans and overdrafis, not in-
cluding real-estate mor o £ ST 1,172, 918,415
Other private debts (to make round total).. 1.181,023,265
L e - T S 2 Rl N Tl (S S e S e 11, 000, 000, 000

18, 000, 000, 000

United States.

States.__......

Counties.......

Municipalities ... .ocooecaaaiiaacans

School districts
7] T oty e A R AR 3| S SR B T e 2, 027, 170, 546
e, i 7, B D O A et S e O T T T

I will only dwell upon two of the totals. They show that the
public debts of the United States to-day are $2,000,000,000, and

that the private debts of the people of the United States are
$16,000,000,000. At the beginning of the period of high protec-
tion there was scarcely any public indebtedness and very little
private indebtedness in this country. This is the accumulation
of burdens which has been made by some process during thiret;
years of protection. Now, gentlemen, we can afford to deal wi
utter fairness with each other. I do not claim that the protect-
ive tariff isresponsibleforall of thisindebtedness. I know that
it represents something of progress, but you and I know that it
also represents a vast amount of poverty, that it is all aebt; and
to-day upon this debt accumul:ated during the period of bound-
less protection the American people are paying yearly at the
rate of $900,000,000 of interest.

Now, itseems to be very clear that where there has been a proc-
ess of law according toagiven system, acting without interrup-
tion and universally for a long period, the result is fairly charge-
able to the system itself, What we know is that in some wa,
or other, in spite of the vast products which I have desc:ibeg
and- instead of the vast wealth which the American people be-
lieved they were accumulating, it is found at the end of this
period thata great mass of the people are miserably poor, and
that our communities and individuals are indebted in immense
sums, while, on the other hand, enormous accumulations of
property are found in the hands of private parties.

I make no raid upon li:-ivute wealth. I pass byall attack upon
it. Ipoint to the fact that everywhere throughout favored sec-
tions of the country, those favored by the turiff laws, enormous
fortunes have been accumulated b{lindividuals, and it is out of
the surplus of those fortunes that the deeds of charity are being
done which are to-day found necessary in this land. If the
wealth groducad had remained distributed in anything like a
reasonable degree of proportion; if it had not, by some secret
Eerocesa, been drawn ol into these spectal side-pockets it would

found reasonably distributed among the people of the coun-
try, and the sight of poor men begging for bread, while a very
few of our people enjoy all the proceeds of thirty years of labor
and prosperity, would not be possible. Now, M{- Chairman, if
there is any other thing that will account for this dispropor-
tionate distribution of wealth I should like to know where it
has appeared and what record there is of it.

EXTENT OF DIRECT AND INDIRECT TAXATION.

We know that year after year the Government of the United
States has taken from the consumers of this country from two to
three hundred million dollars of revenue, and we know that at
the same time under the operation of the same laws sums equiv-
alent to four or five times that amount (according to the differ-
ent calculations of economists) have also been taken from those
consumers and given to the protected industries of the land.
This has been done upon two pretexts. One has been that a
home market was to be created by this system and preserved for
the benefit of the farmers and mechanies, the laboring men, and
all American citizens.

Is that true? If it is true, where is that market to-day? Itis
dissipated, gone; and to-day the poorest home market in the
worlgﬂ is that which is contained within the tariff protection of
the McKinley-act.

Another thing that is claimed for the policy of protection is
that it increases wages of the workingmen employed under this
home-market arrangement. I doubt if it can possibly be estab-
lished as a fact that it has had that effect. The subject has
been gone into very extensively by the gentleman from West
Virginia [Mr. WILSON], and I am inclined to accept the conelu-
sions that he has reached. Idoubt if it can be shown that, run-
ning through the whole period of time covered by the protec-
tive system, the average wages of the average American laborer
have been greater than the wages of such workers in other lands
that are equally or anything like equally favored of natare.
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But, avern%in the times of depression, of poverty, and of idle-
nes3 with the flush times, is it true that the general average of
wages has been increased? I doubt it very much.

he skill of the statistician would have fo be called in o es-
tablish the fact. But what we do know is that upon several oc-
casions the wages have absolutely ceased in the American home
market, and that this is one of those cccasions. Protection has
not kept the wage market up at this hour, nor for atwelvemonth
past. And the same thing has occurred three times during the
ascendency of the protective system. Gentlemen, if protection
is the beneficent power that you believe it to be, why is it that
in 1873 a ruin more widespread than that which now prevails in
the land shook the finaneial structure of America?

There was no thought then that the Democratic party was
about to come into power. It had scarcely votes enough left in
the electoral college the year before to make a record: Repub-
licanism was in the afiluence of the successful administration of
its own system. Yet, in 1573, such a paralysis as we are now suf-
fering under passed over American industries; then,as now, rail-
roads were put into the hands of receivers, trades were checked
in their establishment, properties were mortgaged, and the
most active industry in the land was the industry of the sheriff.

Why was it that long before the narrow contest of 1834 was
decided by less than 1,300 votes in the city of New York—why
was it that while every energy of a clean and kindly Adminis-
tration was put forward to enforce the laws of the country inre-
gard tothe collection of its revenue—why was it that 1884 was
a year of commercial disaster and ruin, widespread indeed, al-
though not as widespread as this, if protection has the power
claimed for it? You knew that the Senate would be held, that
no law overthrowing that system could be passed without the
congent of the Republican Senate, and that you were secure in
the administration of the protective laws of the Government

" for two years at least, as you really were until 1592,

Yet with this system in full force there was in 1834 another
earthquake period, another period of disaster to business, another
period of poor wages. And so it is that three times within
thirt-[v]- years,saying nothing of the failures of intervening years,
which ran up to one hundred and fiffy, one hundred and sixty,
one hundred and ninety million dollars a year, the fact is that
three times in thirty years under a completed system of protec-
tion the business industries of this country have been shaken
and overwhelmed. To show the extent of these misfortunes I
i:;lfrt from the United States Statistical Abstract a table o
failures: '

Number and per cent S%f commercial failures and the labilities involved in fail-
ures in the %nited ates for each calendar year from 1879 to 1592, inclugive,

[From the annual circular of R. G. Dun & Co., New York.]

Number [Number of| Per cent .
Calendar years. of business o Liabilities.
failures. . | fallures.
95 $08, 149, 053
.63 , 702, 000
.71 81, 153, 932
82| 101,547,566
1.06 | 172 874,192
121 220, 343, 427
1.16 124, 220, 821
1.01 114,644,119
.90 167, 560, 944
1.02 | 123,829,073
1.04 | 148.784,387
.98 189, 856, 964
1.07 | 180,868,
B8 | 114,044,167

THE PANIC YEAR, 1883—LARGEST NUMBER OF BUSINESS FAILURES EVER RE-
CORDED IN THE UNITED STATES.

NEW YOREK, December 29.

Bradstreet's will to-morrow publish areview of the business troubles dur-
ing the year. Itsays it will doubtless be known as the *' panic year, 1808,
and has brou%:a with it the largest number of business faflures ever re-
corded in the United States, the total amounting to 15,500,

Continuing, Bradstreet’s says:

The increase in the number of mercantile failures in 1803, as compared
with the year before. is more than 51 per cent, which. it is unnecessary to
e:r&:‘lain, the heaviest annual increase on record. The proportion of indi-
viduals, firms, and corporations having a recognized place in business com-
munities t.hruu%hout. the United States which failed d the past year
has been 1.51 or 1} in every 100, as compared with 1 in 100 or 1 per cent in 1882,
and as compared with 1.32 per cent, or nearly 14 in every 1,000 in the last pre-
ceding important panic year. 1884.

The grand total of estimated liabilities of individuals, irms, and corpora-
tions in business, including banks which reported liabilitles in excess of
their actual assets. amounts to $403,000,000 in round numbers, or nearly four
times the corresponding total of 1802, when the total number of failures was
two-thirds as large as year. The next largest aggregate of liabilities
was In the paniec year, 1884—%248.700,000, and after that in 1891—%$193.100,000,
and next in order in 1883—$175.900,000, and fifth in rank in 1890—§175,000,000.

Protection does not protect the financial inferests of the coun-
try. It createsat times a feverish interest. It givesa false im-

petus. It may advance a particular industry at the expense of
others, but in weighing upon the whole body of the people it is
inevitable that it should produce the two results of heavy taxa-
tion and discrimination in the benefits of government. And it
always has done so. ;

HARD TIMES NOT DUE TO DEMOCRATIC SUCCESS, :

But, say gentlemen, the existing condition may be attributed
to the installment in power of the Democratic party. In all the
rounds of fact we ask for one that proves this, What section of
altered law, what minuts of changed fiscal administration, what
single alteration in the forces heretofore prevailing has occurred
since the 4th of March last? It is well enough in the poetic and
splendid style of my esteemed friend to dwell upon the cause that
he has assigned, but when you ask for the faet upon which it
is built, that fact is lacking.

BALANCE OF TRADE AGAINST TS.

I offer what I regard as reasonable additional explanations of
the existing condition of affairs. In 1890 and 1891 we raised the
greatest crops that ever were raised in this country. Our ex-
cess of corn was 500,000,000 bushels in a year. Our excess of
wheat and other products was proportionally great. About thed
time, too, the agitation began for bringing the World s Fair to
these shores, and agents were sent to Europe in every direction,
who stimulated intercourse; and the result was that we shipped
abroad the largest exports we had ever made up to that time, of
grain, which had to be had by Europe, met there by a corre-
sponding deficitin the natural output. Europe needed our prod-
uce and took it in an extraordinary extent; and she sent back
to us vast quantities of our obligations. But still the balancs
against her in the transaction arising out of the year 1801
amounted to nearly $200,000,000.

But in the next year our people discounted the crop that they
thought was to come. They traded with Europe more exten-
sively, oras extensively asthey had done on the crop of the year
1801. And when the crop of the last year, 1892, was summed up,
it was found to be greatly short of reasonable expectations. E?y
that process the trade balance against us, as is shown by the fig-
ures from the Treasury Department, published in its tables,
shifted ina sin%le year nearly $300,000,000. And we had topay
;-ha balance as Europe had to pay the preceding balance in our

ayor.

Thatpayment has been made during 1893, and it accounts, in
my judgment, to a large extent, for the prevailing hard times
which set in about the tims that American gold was being
shipped to Europe. And when you reflect that the active cur-
rency of the country is probab g less than $1,500,000,000, and
that in a single year the trade balancesagainst us were shifted
$300,000,000, you can well understand that at the close of this
year there would be a tightening in every part of our business.

EXTRAVAGANT PUBLIC EXPENDITURES SPENDING THE SURPLUS.

Nor was that all. During the year 1891 and a part of the year
1892 this Government was engaged in expending the surplus
which had been accumulated through years of frugality. The
legislation entered into by the preceding Congresses and matur-
ing during this year, maturing in the shape of appropriations,
maturing in the shape of largesses, stripped the Treasury bare,
and have rendered it necessiry for it to hold on with the grip
of financial despair to every dollar that it can hold. So thatf be-
fore the middle of the {ea-r the surplus in the Treasury was al-
ready exhausted, not by changing revenues, not by reducing
the income, but by extraordinary expenditures, by having to
pay the balances of trade against us and by enormous private
payments of our people going abroad, The consequence is that
today, when we come to scttle up, we are ‘‘short;” and the
cash we should have in the hands of our manufacturers and
operators and laborers is in the coffers of Europe.

Now, if seems to me that all of these forces actually existing,
naturally working, have produced the condition of affairs now
existing. It is unnecessary to call upon fancy and say that it was
the incoming of the Democratic party and its installment in
power that has produced this result. That isan old wife'sfable,
unsuseceptible of proof, resting simply in common rumor.

NOT DUE TO PERTODICITY,

It has been sought to explain this condition of affairs by the
very ingenious hypothesis of the gentleman from Maine [Mr.
REED], that it was inevitable in human affairs that periods of in-
flation and depression would occur. I do not believe it. I be-
lieve that every time a financial erisis oceurs it is directly
traceable to and caused by disregarvd of some wise and just law
of business. It is because some honest method has been forgot-
ten, or some mistake made in fiscal lezislation. And so in the
depressions which have come, followed by alternations, ithas not
been owing to any fatalism or any chance that recurs as regu-
larly as a baleful eomet, but has been due to a disregard of the
laws of taxation, equality,and economy. [Applauseon the Dem-
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ocratic side.] It is because the insidious hand, the inevitable
hand of tariff-protection law has been reaching out and gather-
mg‘in taxes from every quarter of the land.

he gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] has said very
-earnestly that the industries of this country were waiting to
know upon what terms the Democratic party proposed to allow
them to continue in business. Upon terms of absolute and hon-
est equality! [Applause on the Democratic side.] Upon terms
that will tax them, not for the benefit of their neighbor, but for
the revenues of the Government.

The gentleman seems to have been greatly disturbed by the
fact that the pending bill puts 131 articles more on the free list.
He seems to forget that these articles, if they are sought for in
America, will be sought for by the consumers of these 131 arti-
cles and that they will come with less of expense to the con-
sumer than they would otherwise have done but for the inter-
vention of the Wilson bill. And ci)t;we;uing the same line, the
gentleman spokewith upraised hand of the ferrible consequences
that were to happen to this country from opening the doors be-
tween Canada and the United States. -

(Canadian products are selling no cheaper to-day than Amer-
fean products. Canadian Iabor crosses the line freely, and buf
within a few days a remonstrance was forwarded here by some
ass('ciation of workingmen up near the northern line, complain-
ing because Canadian workmen eross the boundary in the morn-
ing, do a day’s work in the United States, and return to their
hoxes at night, The spirit of protection is abroad in that asso-
cintion, and they wer: seeking fo ‘‘protect” the American la-
bore» against his brother who happened to be born across the
line,

PHOHIBITIVE PROTECTION AND IMMIGRATION AS AFFECTING LABOR.

This, Mr. Chairman, is an instance of the false position into
which the public mind has been forced by long worshiping at
the alfars of protection. It seems to me thatthe gravest charge
that can be brought against the protective system, as it has been
developed under our laws, is” that it not only is excessive in
its taxition, but it tends to disorganize society and to perpetu-
ate the artificial divisions between les who otherwise would
slowly but certainly coms together. ?t. seems to me that possi-
bly the worst effect produced by the system of protection, inde-
pendent of the ruin that has fallen on the laborers of the coun-
try, who have the world’s markets withdrawn from them, is the
fact that it produces unnatural immigration of great bodies-of
men from one country to another.

Mr. REED. What may unpatural immigration mean?

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. My colleague, if he will permif me
an interruption, instanees the case of a Canadian laboring man
goming over into our country, working a day and returning, not
bearing the burdens of citizenship, but returning again to his
own home, as being complai by the American laborer.
Does my colleague mean to say that we should pursue a policy
of permitting the coming of foreign citizens here incompetition
with our own people, and who do not bear the burdens of citi-

zenship?

Mr. %LACK of [llinois. I will answer the gentleman’s ques-
tion. There is to-day setting in, and there has Leen for ten
years last past, from Europe, especially from Poland and Hun-
gary, from Itily, and from other countries largely dominated by
what are known as the Latin races, a vast immigration of
people averaging about half a million each year for the last ten
years. Now, if they came here naturally—

Mr. REED. How would that be?

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I will answer the gentleman. I say
if they came here naturally without artificial attraction, if they
were a pars of the great migratory masses that at one time or
another have left their domiciles and sought new lands, ** un-
awed by influences and unbought by gain,” I should be willing
to welcome the arrival of every one amongst them., But in so

far as the protective system of laws has been responsible for their ]

departure from their homes and their lodgment amongst us, I
look upon their coming with doubt. '

The pretense has been published abroad, it has been translated
into all the languages of the world wherever newspapers are
virculated, that under the protective system higher wages were

being paid to"the American than to any other workingman in |

the world. Now, I am aware that this is not the sole cause of
this extraordinary migration. I know that the steamship and
railroad companies have sent their agents abroad to harry the
mountains and the valleys for the purlpnors: of bringing men here
who in the first place would pay their s, 80 as to enable these

companies to run their lines with profit, and id the second place,
to ship them on to our great unsubdued regions, in order that
railroad lands might be taken up and occupied by them, tosuch
an extent that fo-day, in the settlements of the far Northwest,
there are regions where not a word of English, or any other lan-

|

age cognate to it, is spoken by the inhabitants in their daily
ntercourse. -
_ But the strongest reason that has induced this unprecedented
immigration, that which has been the mainspring to all this, is
the false and alluring cry,dinned in the ear of the laborer, form-
erly contented in Europe and elsewhere, that here he could have
higher wages; and the consequence of these causes combined,
and especially of the last, has been that.until the opening of last
year, when the cholera scare came upon us and fora time arigid
unarantine checked the movement, there was a movement of
oreign populations into this country as great almost as the
movement of the Moors out of Spain or of the Israelites out of
Egypt. Idenominate an immigration so obtained as artificial.

And what was the consequence? When,in addition tothe ex-
penditure of the surplus, paying itout uponevery hand till there
was a bankrupt ‘Treasury at the national capital,in addition toa
vast balance of trade against us which had to be paid, we found
500,000 men and women and children coming into our midst each
year to be taken care of; we did not find them sveking these homes
in the far West in full extent, but, as the flies are drawn to the
honey, they went fo the places where they were told these wages
were to be had. They went to the great cities of Boston and Chi-
cago and New York and Philadelphia. They have jammed in
there and the result has been that the American workingmen
have suffered.

Ido not mean the American by birth, but I mean the man
who has been fitted here for workmanship; whohasbeen comin
here in natural and ordinary fashion for many years, a
by our institutionsand the love of liberty; who has been trained
in our life and ourindustries. He has been crowded away, and
his place has been taken by this vast incoming mass, or else his
wages have been eut down and he has been comyelled to take half
a loaf where formerly a whole loaf was granted him.

Mr. CANNON of 1llinois. Will my friend allow me——

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. One moment. Now, I will ed to
answer your question, which was whether I thought that the
Canadian, who did not bear the burdens of this Government,
ought to beallowed tocrossthe line and to share, with the Amer-
can, the labor to be had on this side the line?

Mjr. CANNON of Tllinois. 'Where he returnsto his own coun-
try?

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Where he returns fo his own home
at night. The distinction there is not a distinetion of race. It
is not a distinction of blood. Brothers are found on both sides
of that line. Sons upon each side have the same father. I
would not interdict the comirna% of that man. I would let liim
come until it was demonstrated that the folly which sought to
deepen the lines of political division between two kindred na-
ﬁﬁfm was unworthy of being longer continued in American leg-
islation.

, Mr. REED. That is, until the wages are equal.

Mr. CANNON of Illineis. Will my colleague allow me an-
other question? 5

Mr: BLACK of Illinois. Yes. _

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My colleague refers to a half mil-
lion of immigrants coming to this eountry each year, the most
of whom are attracted by the larger wages here. Do I under-
stand my [riend, that the remedy which he would propose to pre-
vent thatimmigration would be by decreasing the wagzes of the
Ameriean workingman by bringing him into competition. not
with the half m]f‘ ium who eome to our borders annually from
ab but with the laborof the two hundred millionson the other
side, who would send their products here free, in competiton
with our labor?

Mr. BLACK of 11linois. Well, the question is ponderous, but
fair, and I will try to reply to it. If I was being chased by bees,
I would throw the honey down. If I was being set upon by
wolves, I would get the fresh meat ount of their sight.

Mr. REED. KEven if the children also did not get it?

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. If I was certain that the American
workingman of to-day was being overwhelmed by a vast mass of
men seeking these shores because they believed that wageswere
higher—a belief which is false in the long run—and if I be-
lieved that that delusion depended upon a sf'atem of misleading
laws, I should seek to repeal those laws, to let wages have their
natural place all around the world, and let people move all
around the world in their own way. I would not toll themover
here by a system of laws, the effect of which is to drive Ameri-
can workingmen from their places, and todelude intostarvation
those who are thus attracted here.

Mr. REED, Then the gentleman favors an equality of wages
between this country and others from which we have immigra-
tion? ;

Mr. BLACK of Tllinois. That is notafair way to put the ques-
tion. :

Mr. REED. You can make it fair in answering,
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Mr, BLACK of Illinois. I make answer by the removalof the
artificial means by which we create a fictitious value of the ar-
ticle of wages, and let wages have its natural level, as it does
elsewhere.

Mr. REED. If we have, then, a higher level, if we keep a
portion of the honey, and still keep a portion of the meat, they
willbealfter it. Now, when you take away the honey and the meat
and hide it, do you take it away from the children?

“Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I have not been talking about chil-
dren, I had been talking about men.

Mr. REED. Say men, then, if that pleasesyou better.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. In answer I would restore a natural
condition of affairs by taking down the protective system, which
p;‘et.endﬂ to give higher wages here than otherwiss would be

ven.

Mr. REED. Yousay, pretend togive higher wages! Do these

~ people go back disappointed?

Mr. BLACK of Illinois.
large numb-=rs now——

Mr. REED. Now! That is true.
lican side.]

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. And protective laws are still in
force.

Mr. REED. Why, you talk about the law being still in vogue.

Yes, sir; they are going back in

[Laughter on the Repub-

You might as well talk about having a policeman protect a com-
muni]ty' when you put him in jail. ughter on the Republican
side.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Well, I do not think so.

Mr. REED. I know you do not.

Mr. BLACK of Tllinois. There has been no law repealed.

Mr. REEB. But do you not know that theactof 1890 is prac-
tically suspended in its operation; and that you have had, as it
were, a pistol at its head? x

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. It was not before the election.

Mr. REED. Before the election! Which election?

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The election of 1892."

Mr. REED. The election of 1892, before we entered this dis-
astrous period.

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I know that it hasnot been, and that
this year the revenues collected under it are greater than they
were last year.

Mr. REED. This year?

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Yes, sir.

Mr. REED. The Treasury accounts tell a different story.
[Laughter on the Republican side.]

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Our sources of information seem to
be different. I want no mistaken impression left on the mind of
the gentleman from Maine—

Mr. REED. You havé not left it. )

Mr. BLACK of Illinois (continuing). Or any other person
here as to the exact meaning that should be attached to what I
have said in regard to this question of foreign immigration. I
believe it is wrong to the American workman and to the Ameri-
can people to put up a system of taxation which Eroducos afalse
system of wa%es, and which, when if is reached by the workers
for it, instantly disappears. I am notf opposed in any way fo a
free and untrammeled movement of the races of man about this
earth. I believe that to be one of the high purposes of the
Democratic party. I think that in its mission of peace and fra-
ternity, of fair taxation, and the removal of unnatural barriers,
the Democratic party has yet to pave the way for a universal
kindly fratemitly of all men where doctrines of equality and
brotherhood will prevail; where the narrow opinions of localit
will disappear, and where a man's boast will be thathe is a citi-
zen, not of some pent-up Utica, but a citizen of the world. :

; DEMOCRACY MUST ADVANCE IN ITS WORE.

. The Demoecratic party must stand ready fo advance upon the
line of fair and honest taxation, no matter what conclusions its
enemies may draw, or what gloomy prognosties they may in-
duliicin with regard to the future. I do not believe that the
unshackled energies of the American people will work out such

_ doleful results as we have had depicted. I can not think that

mills will close all over the Union; that there will be a complete
cessation of business, and that starvation's hordes will increase.
_'With the passing of winter will come the renewal of life, and
when the Damocratic party has established, as it will establish,
the right doetrine of commercial intercourse, the results of its
:visdom and justice will begin to be felt and prosperity will re-
urn.
BEEE TRUTH HEGARDLESS OF ITS SURROUNDINGS.

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] chose to in-
dulge in a stricture which I thonght had become worn and obso-
lete. In criticising the platform of the Democratic party, as
Bdo%tad at Chicago. he told us that he had found a marvelous re-
sembliance between itsenunciation of the doctrine of commercial
freedom, and the nullification ordinance of South Carolina and

certain recitals in the Confederate constitution. I have exam-
ined the constitution of the State of Michigan somewhat, and I
find that it contains many declarations word for word the same
as those that were found in the Confederate constitution. The
Confederate constitution guarantezd the advantages of the writ
of habeas corpus: if gunaranteed freedom from unusual search and
seizure; it guaranteed equality before the law, and it recognized.
the existence of Almighty God. So does the constitution of the
State of Michigan; so does the constitution of the State of Tlli-
nois.

But, Mr. Chairman, does it make any difference in the value
of a truth where it has been recited or where it is found? Be-
cause a constitution, in the overthrow of which I had some small
and humble part, because that constitution contained truths that
are the heritage of our race, truths that have been written in
every charter of freedom from Magna Charta down to the pres-
ent day, because the doctrines of personal liberty and of com-
mercial liberty and of equality before the law and the acknowl-
edgement of a Divine Ruler of the world were contained in the
Confederate constitution, shall we therefore blot them out of our
own constitutions? i

If it was a trath, asannounced in the Confederate constitution,
that the tariff should be for revenue only, are we to reject that
truth to-day upon a ery which is addressed, not to reason, but to
prejudice? We are to search for the truth wherever it can be
found, and this House knows that every truth the people prize.
every truth that free men of all races prize, has been first of all
wrested by rebels from the control of tyrants. That was true
of the Declaration of Independenca, it was true of the Fed-
eral Constitution, it was true of the Bill of Rights ted by
English kings, it is true of every enunciation by which human
liberty has been established and human liberty secured; and it
isidle at this time in the century to attempt to belittle an issue
by referring to the fact that South Carolina may have asserted
a proposition or the Confederate constitution declared it. We -
iv;e@coma truth wherever we find it, and place it in its proper re-

tion.

DUTY OF THE DEMOCRATS OF THE HOUSE.

The Democratic party has pledged itself to carry out the policy
embodied in this bill, some of whose provisions I think will bear
amendment, for, as the Chairman of the Committee on Ways and
Mesns well said, it is not a perfect instrument. Ver¥ few per-
fect instruments fall from human hands. It has been brought
into this House that we may work upon it; it has been brought
into this House that we may consider it; it has been brought
into this House that we may mold and improve and pass upon
it. It is not the completed work either of the party or of the
Congress. I say that the duty of the Democratic party with 1e
gard to it is to advance along the line of this bill, which points
to free raw materials, toreduced taxation, to enlarged commeree,
and to a broader and kinder intercourss with our fellow-men.

The gentleman from Michigan grew eloguent upon the ques-
tion of free raw wool,and thought it was very dreadful that$14,-
000,000 of taxation should be remitted to the American people
and that 851,000,000 of free goods should be added to those al-
regdy coming inover the border. Iwonder whether it oceurred
to the gentleman that if the poor who are now in the land huad
had their share of that free trade earlier they would not now
be suffering as they are. But it happens that I have a single
illustration which will close what I have to say upon this sub-
jeet. Here in the midst of winter we are assured that thousands
and hundreds of thousands of laborers, their wives and children
are receiving charity, and free raw materials, worked up by
American genius and American machinery, certainly would not
have tended to bring about that condition of affairs.

But to my illustration. A gentleman departing from these
shores a few weeks ago wrote me, after he had passed through
London and had gone to the Mediterranean, that while in Lon-
don he had bought a suit of wool clothing in the open market
for which he had paid thirteen dollirs and some cents. That
suit was not shoddy; it was the same sort of goods as the writer
wore at home, and for which he would have been obliged to pay
at least 835,

Mr. Chairman, if upon each of the backs that are now suffer-
ing the pangs of cold such a suit could have been put in time by
the policy we advocate, commereial freedom, or fres trade, if
you please, would not have besn without its compensations.
And if free trade or fair commercial freedom will tend to fur-
nish more cheaply to the toilers of America the essential sup-
plies of life, I am in favor of that commercial freedom even if
branded with the name *‘free trade.” [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] I do not see why we should shrink back from the
name of free traders. [Applause.] Itseems to me that every-
thing that the human race has won that is worth having has
borne upon its banners and set in plumes that decked its high-
est frontlet the word *‘free.” Free speech, free press, free
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thought, everything you have that is worth having has “free”
woven into it; and in the end we will add commerce that is irce
from unjust exactions to the mighty list. [Applause.]

The American people voted that we should do this thing, The
American people voted that we should strike off every unjust,
discriminating, and unnecessary burden of taxation. And I am
in favor, gentlemen, of executing their will, even though from
the ambush of protection on every side arrows of hate and mis-
representation continue 1o be hurtled. We did not expectwhen
we entered on this crusade that the monopolists of the land
would be with us. We do not expect it now. We are not seek-
ing their coiperation. We, the American people,and the party
of the American people, are great enough and strong enough to
succeed in this reform of the tariff, and in the enactment sub-
stantially of this Wilson bill without the aid of any monopolist
in America. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr, HOPKINS of Illinois obtained the floor.

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, it is how half past
4 o'clock. My colleague [Mr. HOPKINS|. who has just been rec-
ognized, can not complete his speech this afternoon. I suggest,
therefore, that he yield for a motion that the committee rise.

Mr. HOPKINS of 1llinois. If that is the pleasure of the com-
mittee. it will be satisfactory to me.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. O’'NEIL in the chair). The Chair did
not hear the request of the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I remarked that itis now half past
4 o’clock, and that my colleague, who has just been recognized,
ozn not complete his speech this evening. I believe the House
meets at 11 o’clock in the morning, does it not?

Several MEMBERS. Yes.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Therefore, as my colleague can not
complete his remarks this evening, I suggest that he yield now
for & motion that the committee rise.

Mr. REED. Perhaps some other gentleman would like to go

n.

Mr. DALZELL. There is an hour left yet.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. This will not interfere, as I under-
stand, with the night session.

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Iam content to go on—

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move that the committee rise.

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand my colleague [Mr. HOPKINS]
to say that he is ready to proceed now.

Mr. HOPKINS of lLilinois. If it is the wish of the committee,
I will do so.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, this motion is a good way to
test the sense of the committee,

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman press his motion?

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will make that motion; it cando
no harm to take the sense of the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order adopted by the House,
as the Chair understands, the Committee of the Whole mustsit
each day until half past 5 o'clock. Therefore it would require
unanimous consent for the adoption of the motion of the gentle-
man from Illinois.

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Do I understand thatthe Commit-
tee of the Whole must remain in session until half past 5?

The CHAIRMAN, It must, except by unanimous consent.

Mr. CULBERSON. If the gentleman from Illinois does not
wish to proceed now, there is a member over here who will be
glad to speak.

Mr. SPRINGER. My colleague has said that he is ready to
proceed. f 3

Mr. DALZELL. If the gentleman from Illinois gives way now,
that would not deprive this side of the House of the hour

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that it
would.

Mr, HOPKINS, If Ishouldyield now I would be recognized
for the tirst hour in the morning?

The CHAIRMAN, That is not for the present occupant of
the chair to say. According to the impression of the Chair. the
side of the House represented by the gentleman from Illinois
would not lose this hour, if some gentleman on the other side
should go on at the presenf time. The Chair has no doubt that
in the morning the occupant of the chair would recognize the
gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Very well. -

Mr. SICKLES. We are to take the regular recess to-day?

".'&‘hakCHAIRMAN. The order fixes a recess for hall past 5
o'clock.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do notwant to interrupt
the regular course of business, but I observe that an effort is
being made now to.induce & gentleman on this side to speak who
is ontitled to the floor at the evening session to-night. If he
speaks now the present arrangement will be broken up; and it
oceurs to me that we had batter adhere to the plan originally
contemplated. '

0!

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I am perfectly willing to proceed
now as I had intended. ;

The CHATIRMAN. Thegentleman fromIllinoisisrecognized.

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the resolution in
the platform that was adopted by the Democratic party at its
last national convention, asserting as a fundamental principle
of that party that the Federal Government has no constitutional
power to im and collect tariff duties, except for the purposes
of revenue alone, brought that question prominently befors the
American people in the great Preaident-iag campaign of 1892. It
is not surprising that many misguided Democrats interpreted
the overwhelming defeat of tha Republican party in that mem-
orable campaign as an indorsement by the American people of
their denunciation of protection and all tariff legislation.

The exultant spirit with which the Democratic members of the
Committee on Ways and Means of the House commenced their
labor in the preparation of the bill which wus intended to carry
out the pledges of their party contained in their national plat-
form has been very materially cooled by the recent elections in
all of the Northern States. Their interpretation of the political
victory of 1892 has not been accepted by the industrial North,
and if we can judge from protests which have been heard from
Birmingham, Ala., West Virginia, Louisiana, and other sections
in the South where the spirit of industry has found lodgment, it
has not been accepted by the people of the South either.
~ The bill which has been reported by the Committee on Ways
and Means is certainly an anomaly in Congressional legislation.
It neither comesup to the standard of the bold and defiantdeclara-
tions of their party platform. nor meets the approval or expec-
tations of the more conservative element of their party. As a
revenue measure it is a confessed failure. With the Treasury
almost depleted and the Government marching onthe high road
to bankruptey, this bill still further reduces the revenuesof the
Government and cuts off its power to meet its obligations to the
enormous amount of $70,000,000 annually.

It ignores the fundamental principle of the Democratic party,
that the Federal Government has no constitutional power toim-
pose and collect tariff duties, except for the purpose of revenue
only, by putting and keeping upon the freejlist all the staple and
leading articles of import where the duty would be a duty for
revenue only, such as a duty upon tea, coffee,sugar, and many
other articles which, under Republican legislation, have bzen
placed upon the free list, Republicans contending that theseare
the necessaries of life and should be brought in free of duty,
This in itself is a cowardly surrender of the boasted principles
which the Democrats claim are so dear to their hearts.

‘While they have been loud and long in their denunciations of
Republicans and of the Republican method of tariff legislation,
they have not, in this bill, had the courage of their convictions
to reverse the legislation of the Republican party in this re-
spect, and put a revenue duty upon any of these articles. They
have compromised with their consciences, however, by making
a deadly assault in the bill upon every inciu.stry throughout the
New England, Northern, and Western States. Noindustry that
was giving employment to labor at remunerative wagesand was
developing a marzet. for the products of American farmers has
escaped.

I shall later on in my remarks pay more particular attention
to the schedules in this mostremarkable bill, and shall endeavor
to show that thoseschedules have been pepared with no friendly
interest in American manufactures, wita no love or care for
American wage-earners, and in a spirit which has called forth
the most profound acknowledgments from foreign importers
and foreign manufacturers. It will not escape the attention of
the people throughout the North generally, that the controlling
minds in the Democratic Committee on Ways and Means who
have formulated and presented to the country this strange bill
come from a section of the counfry that has in times past been
pronounced in the advoeacy of free trade,and hasshown a keener
appreciation for the friendship of free-trade England than any
disposition to eultivate fraternal relations with that section of
our Union which liss north of that imaginary division known as
Mason and Dixon’s line.

The subject of tariff legislation has become, and is now, one
of absorbing interest to all classes and conditions of people in
the United States. There is no subjeet which will so readily
chalienge the respectful attention of an audience as this much-
talked-of tariff question. Pecople have come to appreciate the
fact that the adoption or rejection of the golicy of protection as
advooated and maintained by the Republican party, for now
more than a generation, is one which affects the interest of
every citizen, I care not what hisecalling may be or, in what por-
tion of this grand Union his home may be found. Inview of this,
it seems to me that it is not inappropriate to briefly review the
legislation of this country from its earliest days upon this sub-
jeet and to point out some of the leading historical facts con-

|
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nected with this class of legislation, and from these draw such
conclusions as in my judgment this legislation and these facts
warranf. -

1t is important, too,.that the people of this country should not
forget that one of the great, if not the great cause for the re-
jection of the Articles of Confederation and the adoption of the
Constitution of the United States was to enable our forefathers
by proper tariff legislation to protect the interests of the re-
cently emancipated colonists from the grasping avarice of Eng-
lish manufacturers and English importers, and to build up in the
American Republic vast and varied industries in numbers and
character which would be sufficient not only to meet the wants of
the American people; but tomake our countryoneof the impor-
tant factors in the commerce of the world.

It is important, too, that the American farmers and the labor-
ing people of the country should understand and remember that
the doctrine of free trade as advocated by the Democratic party.
first found its birth and its subsequent support among the great
leaders at the South, whose hearts never beat in sympathy with
the cause of the laboring men, and who believed in establishing
a social aristoeracy in this country under which the men who
obtained their livelihood by manual labor would forever ‘‘ be
hewers of wood and drawers of water ”to the favored class, who
arrogated to themselves all the rights and advantages that ac-
crue to American citizenship, and looked upon their less fortu-
nate brothers as but little better than the slaves who tilled the
soil of their vast plantations,

The second bill that passed the first Congress thatever assem-
bled under the Constitution, and that was signed by George
‘Washington, was a tariff bill intended to be proiective in its
character. It was hailed by the farmers as well as the artisans
of those daysas a declaration of industrial emancipation from
Eng.ish power scarcely second to that great declaration of polit-
1B&F independence which resulted in the establishment of the
American Republic. This first tariff bill was fathered by a Vir-

inian inthe person of James Madison, one of the illustrious Pres-
idents of the United States. Any person who will take the time
to read the proceedings of Congress during the session which
gave birth to this now famous piece of legislation. will affirm
what I now assert, that the ob ectand the #\zrpose of legislation
of that character was to build up in the different sections of the
American Republic industries which would furnish all classes
and kinds of products necessary to meetthe wantsof the Ameri-
can citizen,

There was no division of political parties on this question at
that time. The feeling of patriotism was too active and too
great to permit partisanship to sway the votes or control the
voice of any of the people’s represeniatives in preparing and in
enacting into law legislation which would enable the Govern-
ment to raise a revenue by levying and collecting import duties
and at the same time would serve as a stimulus to induce capital
to invest in manufacturing industries on thisside of the Atlantic.

I have neither the time nor the inclination to follow in detail
the various pieces of legislation that was from time to time en-
acted to enlarge and strengthen this first tariff bill. At this
period in the history of our country the principles of proteetion,
as now advocated by the Republican party, found its stanchest
defenders in the Southern States. Whoever will take the pains
to examine the debates of Congress when the tariff law of 1816
was being considered, will find that John C. Calboun of Scnth
Carolina was the man who was most prominent in the advocacy
of that measure and of protective legislatien generally; and in
a great speech in support of the bill when it was pending in this
House advanced arguments in favor of protection which he
himself at no subsequent date was ever able to overthrow, and
which to-day stand unanswered by any of the advocates of free
trade.

Up to this time in the history of our country the slave-owners
of the South had not {»el-ceived that legislation which developed
industries that required a high grade of mechaniecal skill and
intelligence, to be successfully carried on, was destructive of the
very principle of slave labor, and that in the race of prosperity
and the accumulation of wealth they were being distanced by
their sister States in the North.

John C. Calhoun, the protectionist of 1816, was one of the first
great Southern leaders to discover this fact. He was seconded
and sg{)port‘ed by Senator Hayne, of his own State, and by
McDuflie, one of the ablest, most eloquent, and fearless advo-
cates of free trade who have ever discussed that doctrine on the
floor of this House. No argument in favor of {ree trade and in
support of the Democratic position on this question has been ad-
vanced during the present Eener&tion that was not touched
upon, enriched, and embellished by the genius of McDuffie.

Democratic members of the Ways and Means Committee who
framed the bill now under consideration, and who have pre-
sented to the country their report upon that bill, have gathered

their inspiration and their arguments from the rich field that
was furnished them 1n reports and speeches made by this cele-
brated advocate of free trade during the time thathe was chair-
man of the Committee of Ways and Means of the House. He
lived in a different generation and under different conditions
than the free tradersof to-day and wasa more fearless and frank
advocate than hisfollowers in this generation. The Republican
party has ever contended that protection builds up the social as
well as the materisl condition of the liboring men of America
and that free trade has the directly opposite tendency. That
the one system is to ennoble and the other to degrade the wage-
earners of this country. The free-trade advocates of to-day at-
tempt to avoid this logical conclusion by contending that Ameri-
can laborers can accomplish more in the same space of time, and
that a reduction of import duty will not necessitate a corre-
spondin? reduction in the wages of the laborer.

I shall before I finish show the utter fallacy of this position.
My purpose hereand now, however, is toshow that the men who
formerly advocated free trade, and who are regarded as the
fathers of the Demoecratic thought upon this subject, were too
honest and too fearless in the advocacy of their opinions to re-
sort to any such subterfuge. They planted their fuith upon the
peculiar institutionsthatexisted in the South; they proposed an
alliance with free-trade England pecause they believed that by
such an alliance only could slavery be maintained. Theysawat
the North that the menwho worked in the furnaces and wrought
at the forges were men who had a controlling voice in the local,
Congressional, and State, as well as national elections. They
viewed with apprehension the onward march of this class of
American citizens in the highways of intelligzenceand social ad-
vancement. They believed that the spirit of liberty could be
best carried forward by the maintenance of an aristocracy such
us at that time was held in the South, and that the laboring man
should not participate in the rights that are accorded under
the Constitution to an American citizen, and in support of this
assertion I crave the indulgence of the House while I quote
a few selections from a speech of Mr. McDuffie, of South Car-
olina, delivered in this House on the 11th day of May, 1830. In
speaking upon this labor question and the influence that pro-
tection has in benefiting the wage-earners, he said:

Yielding to the influence of a mawkish and mistaken humanity, our own
statesmen have generally conceded that slavery is a political evil as it re-
gards the white ?u ulation. Now, sir, Ifirmly believe that therse never has
existed a form of slavery so tavorable to the hippiness of the servants, and
at mfd s:irg; time so conducive to political freedom, as that which we are
considering.

Where those who perform the menial and degrading offices of society con-
stitute a part of a political body and pa.ruci]iate in the government of the
country, through the elective franchise, this high privilege is degraded, and
the spirit of liberty as well as its security diminished. Itis notin the na-
tur of things that a mere dependent who brushes your coat and cleans
your boots can be regarded by you with a feeling of equality which is due to
a freeman, nor isit expected that he should have the profound feelings that
belong to a freeman.

A state of servile dependence is utterly incompatible with political free-
dom; and by conferring the right of suffrage upon persons in thatcondition,
whatever may be their color, you do not elevate them to the character of
freemen, but degrads LI to their level. What, sir, would you expect
from an election where hostlers and grooms, and postillions and footmen,
should come to the polls and control the result?! Where all the offices of
dependent servitude are ea)el.'l't:r:'::ued by a separate caste, distinguished by
color, and wholly excluded from all participationin the Government, it is

not to be doubted that the spirit of freedom is rendered much more proud
and lofty by the very contrast.

Mr, MeDuffie asserts in this speech what was believed and
practiced by all the leading free traders at the South. In his
elaborate and able argument he undertook to demonstrate how
much better it would be for the South to sell their raw produects,
which consisted at that time principally of cotton, to the Eng-
lish manufacturers free of duty,and to permit the English manu-
facturers to import the manufactured produets, not only of cot-
ton, but of all other industries, into this country free of duty in
exchange therefor. The tillers of the soil, such as our farmers
at the North, and the men who laborin our mines, our foundries,
and our factories, found no lot or place in his scheme of govern-
ment. They belonged to a class who, in the opinion of thisgreat
free trader, ought to be thankful that they were permitted even
to live in the same country with such choice spirits as himself
and his free-trade associates.

The eardinal principle announced in the counstitution of the
so-called Confederate States was an absolute prohibition of an
imposition of import duties, Free trade was there recognizei
as clearly and as fully as it hus ever been asserted in any eivil-
ized government. The distinguished chairmanof the Waysand
Means Committee, and other leading membersof the Democratic

rtion of the committee who are principally responsible for thig

ill with all its free-trade qualities und tendencies, not only ral
lied to the support of the constitution containing such declara-
tions as these. but imperiled their lives upon more than one
occasion in its defense, in the hope that it might become an

established fact. While disappointed in their efforts to destroy |

.
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the Union and establish their ideal free-trade government, they
have ever been constant to this doctrine.

It is therefore not surprising that a bill is here presented that
is not only a menace to the industries that have developed.and
enriched the New England, Middle, and Western States, and
would have made the Southern States blossom like a rose had
the people in this favored section taken advantage of the legis-
lation and developed the resources of their States, but is also
antagonistic to the rights and dearest interests of the wage-
workers in this country. Disguise it as they may in any form of
rhetorie, the stern fact appears that in the whole history of our
country, whenever the principles of free trade have temporarily

d the ascendency, we havehad times of industrial depres-
sion and capital has remained uninvested. The furnace fires
have gone out, the busy hum of the spindle and the loom has
been hushed, and the laborer haswalked the streetsunemployed,
while hunger and want have been the companions of his wife
and children.

The importduties imposed under the law of 1816 were not high
enough to protect American industries against the vast amount
of imported goods that were shipped to this country by English
manufacturers, and the unive judgment of history is that
the people of this country for the years following that and pre-
ceding the legislation of 1824 and 1828 suffered financial and com-
mercial distress toa degree that drove them well nigh into gen-
eral bankruptey. There was an almost universal demand for
legislation thatwould guarantee asufficient protection to Ameri-
can manufacturers against the onslaught that was being made
upon them by foreign manufacturers. Mr. Bolles, in his Fi-
nancial History of the United States, in speaking of this period,
says:

Durl.ug the four years between 1517 and 1821, the holders of pro in the
United States were supposed to have su adepreciation of neariy §0),-
000,000, General bankruptey spread its darkness over the land; many of the
wealthiest families were unced to poverty; laborers suffered for want of
bread; improvements of all sorts were abandoned, and a scens of the most
intense national distress ensued.

The same historian goes on to describe ths eondition of iron
manufacturers at this period, and among other things says:

Every man who made it his principal business, who sold his iron and pur-
chased his provision and stock. was ruined. His fo his lands, his goods
and chattels were all struck off under the sheriff’'s hammer at public aune-
tion; he himself was driven to jail; his workmen were unemployed; some
of them followed their employer to prison: others emigrated to new coun-
tries; their families were reduced to abject wans and were compelled to ask
relief from the LOWD OF Yesort 10 beggary.

It was this condition of the American people, so gragh.ically
and truly described by this eminent writer, thatled to the fariff
legislation of 1824, and to the still stronger protective measure
known as the fariff lawof 1828. Thoss who are familiar with the
history ofourcountry immediately following thislegislation will

‘bear me out in the statement that I make, that every industry

seemed inspired with new life; old mills werestarted up,and new
ones were built; furnace fires were again lighted; and instead of
feading the laboring class, unem;l)loyed and walking the streets
in idleness, they were given employment at good wages, and as
if by magic a depressed and poverty-siricken country was
changed into a happy, contented, and industrious people.

This condition of affairs continued until the agitation and ag-
gression of the free traders of the South forced the country into
the compromise measure of 1832, a measure which in many re-
spects resembles the bill now under consideration. The avowed
object of many of the supporters of that great measure was to
reach absolute free trade Eg a system of deductions from import
duties yearly until a period should be reached when a custom-
house would be a thing of the past, I shall not take the time to
go into an elaborate discussion of the history of that great meas-
ure and the results under it. It is enough for my purpose to
show to this House what the facts of history demonstrate; that
the scenes and incidents that followed the extraordinary impor-
tation of goods inio this country from 1817 to 1821 were again
experienced, and that the thriving mills and factories through-
out the North were seized with an industrial paralysis, pro-
gressive in its nature, which threatened the ultimate extine-
tion of the life of all such industries inour Republic,

The condition of the farmer was but little better than that of
the laboring man. The richness of the earth yielded abundant
crops to the cultivation of man, but there was no money in the
country; there was no market for the surplus farm products;
there was an abundance of foreign goods in the American
markets, but no money or means possessed by the farmer with
[t is stated by competent authority
that so baleful was the influence of the compromise measure
here referred to, on the industries of the country prior to the
act of 1842, that more than 200,000 persons, chiefly factory hands,
were oul of employment in the section of the country east of the

Hudson River. You must remember, gentlemen, that that was
at a period when our country’s populaﬁﬁ)en was scarcelyover one-
third of what it is now. . J

This vast army of unemployed factory hands was the sacrifice
made to aﬂpaase the wrath of the free-trade advocates of Amer-
ica. Their ery for work or for bread for their families touched
the hearts of the American people, and a demand was mnde
upon Congress to refnact such legislation as would restore these
men to their wanted callings. It was in response to such ap-
peals that the tariff act of 1842 was enacted into law, and upon
1ts passage every establishment was at once set in motion and
every unemployed factory hand was given employment. I can
not refrain in this connection from quoting from an article writ-
ten by Freeman Hunt, a Democrat and the editor of the Mer-
chants' Magazine, a periodical of wide circulationin those days,
and one which voiced the sentiments of the manufacturing and
commercial classes of the country. In speaking upon this sub-
ject he said:

The condition of the conntry at the date of the passage of the act of 842
was humiliating in the extreme. The Treasury, unable to obtain at home
the means required for ring the Government, even on the most
economical scale, had failed in all its efforts to negotiate a loan at 6 per
cent, even in the same forelgn markets in which it had but recently pamp:r.
par a debt bearing an interest of only 3 per cent. Many of the States, and
some of the oldest of them, had been forced to suspend the payment of the
interest of their debts. The banks to a great extent were in a state of sus-
pension. Of the merchants, amo portion had become bankrupt; factories
and furnaces being closed hun 8 of thousands of persons were totally un-
employed; commerce had scarcely an existence, t who could not sell
their own labor being unable to purchase of others. Nevertheless, deep as
was the abyss into which the nation had been plunged, so magical was the
effect of the adoption of the system that had turned the balance of trade in
1ts favor that scarcely had the act of August, 1842, become a law, When the
Government found that it could have all its wants supplied at home. Mills,
factories, and furnaces long closed were again opanaf: labor came into de-
mnl?]i]éda‘nd before;the close of its third year prosperity almost universally
Te

It would seem, Mr. Chairman, that the experiences of the peo-
ple of this country which have here been mentioned, would have
been sufficient to have created an almost united sentiment in
fayor of ample and complete protection to all American indus-
tries, and I think, sir, had it not been for the infiuence that was
exerted by the slave-owners of the South in favor of free trade,
that the legislation of thiscountry upon this subject would have,
from 1842 to the present time, been uniform and continuous.
But the great leaders who recklessly plunged this country into
civil war had come to believe that the preservation of slaver
depended upon the establishment of free trade in America, an
they were sufficiently strong to enact a legislation that was in-
tended to gradually veach this object of their ambition.

It was in pursuance of this, that the great measure known as
the Walker law became a part of the legislation of our country
in 1846; and it was the same influence, exerted,in my judgment,
against the best interests of Ameriea, that enabled the same
class of legislators to procure the still further free-trade legis-
lation of 18537. The condition of our eountryunder these lawsis
too well known to the American people to requirearestatement
at my hands here. It was a repetition of the same old story, a
story of a depleted Treasury,of the balance of trade against our
country; of idle mills and dead furnaces; general stagnation in

business; all of the attendant hardships that follow the cul-

tivation of agricultural products without adequate markets: fac-

tOl.'{ hands without employment; homes without the comiorts
and necessaries of life; and little children asking their mothers
for bread where none was to be given. Mr. Greeley, in a few
sentences, has given a picture of the condition of the people of
New York during this free-trade period, which I commend to
the consideration of my free-trade friends belore they vote upon
this pending bill. On January 15, 1855, there appeared in the
New York Tribunethe following article:

‘Who is hungry? Go and see. You that are full-fed and know not whatit
is to be hungry—perhaps never 88w a hungry man—go and see. Go and see
thousands, men and women, boys and girls, old and young, black and white,
of all nations, crow: and jostling each other, almost figh for the first
chance, acting more like hun wolves than human beings, in a land of
plenty. It is only by the continuous efforts of two policemen that the
crowd can be kept in order, or made to wait until the food is ready for
distribution. Such a scene may be seen between 11 ana 2 o'clock around
the corner of Orange and Chat streets, where cha.rit.{ Even a din-
ner to 111&8001' and soup and bread to others to carry to their misreable
families. On Saturday we fﬁfm' an hour there at the hour of high tide.
We have never see anything like it before, Upward of a thousand people
were fed with a plate of soup, & piece of +and a piece of meat on the

mises, in all more than 1,000, On the same day 1,130 portions of soup
were dealt out at Stewart's * soup kitchen,” in the rear of the great store,
corner of Reede street and Broadway.

At the rooms on Duane street. for the relief of the poor, on the same day,
they gave food to 2250 In the Sixth ward alone over 6,000 persons were led
by charityon Saturday, January 18. And this is only one day in one ward.

eanwhile seenes of alike nature are being enacted all over the city. A pro-
cession of several thousand persons kept marching about the streets yester-
day, with ﬂmqs and banners which bore such inscriptions as ** Hunger is a
sharp thorn;” “We want work.” Suchare the scenes thatare being enacted
daily before our eves, while the cry of hard times reachesus from every part
of the country. The making of roads is stopped, factories are closed. and
houses and s are no longer being built. Faciory hands, road-makers,
carpenters, bricklayers, and laborers are idle, paralysis is rapidly embrac-
ing every pursuit in the country. The cause of all this stoppage of circula-
tion is 10 be found in the steady outflow of gold to pay foreign laborers for
the cloth, the shoes, the iron, and theother thatconld be produced by
American labor, but which cannot be so produced nnder our present revenue
system.
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The Republican party has been denounced by the Democratic
party for its steady adherence to the principles of protection,
and for its eourageous support of legislation that has created
and developed these vast and varied industries throughout the
length and breadth of our land. Our principles have been de-
nounced as a fraud and a robbery of fhe great majority for the
benefit of the Tew, but I thank God that no such scenes as these,
which have beenso faithfully portrayed by Horace Greeley, have
ever been repeated or witnessed during the entire period that
the Republican party was in control of the destinies of this great
Republic. No large classes of men have ever been compelled
under Republican administration to appeal to charity for the
support of themselves and those of their families who are dearer
to them than their own lives. None of the great cities that
have grown up under the beneficent legislation that has been
given to the country by the Republican party have ever had
within their borders to establish soup-houses to profect the poor
of their numbers.

It is the boast of the Republican partyand the glory of its
administration that it has given to this country such laws and
such legislation as have diversified labor and induced capital to
invest in new industries and furnish employment at g wages
10 all who had a desire to earn a livelihood by honest industry.

For two hundred years England has been mistress of the seas.
Her commerce has been carried on under English flags to every
civilized port in the world. Shehasbeenselfish and aggressive
in the extreme. The moneyed and manufaecturing interests of
England have directed her eommereial and legislative policy.
Like Alexander the Great, ber ambition has been to commer-
cially dominate and control all the great manufacturing interests
in every part of the known world. Her colonial policy with
America was to prevent the establishment of any new industries
on the Ameriean continent, and to destroy those whieh had
found a foothold. y

The industry and theenergyof this country under her colonial

tem were made to feed and increase her home manufactures.

at illiberal and hostile policy which the mother country dis-
played to the colonies in our early history has been sﬁaﬂ.ﬂ.‘: Emtly
pursued by her from that day to this. Whatever advance-
ment has been made b{ American manufacturers has been over
the protest and in spite of the piratical rivalry of that great
manufacturing count:-{v';. The sentiment on this guestion that
has always prevailed in England was veiced by Loord Brougham
in 1816, in & remarkable speech relating to the financial and in-
dustrial condition of England, in which he recommended tfo
British manunfacturersto export and sell their products in this
country ata loss, holding that it was well worth while to incur
a loss upon first exportations, in order by the glut tostifle those
rising manufactories in the United States; stating that after this
was done the British manufacturers could put their prices back
where t.heg could make a profit that would not only recompense
them for the sacrifices made in destroying American manufac-
tories. but would yield them a handsome profit besides.

‘This advice of this great statesman has been adolned by Eng-
lish manufacturers again and again during the last seventy

yeurs. Thereisscarcely asuccessful industry which isnow amply | gin

and fully d under existing law that has not felt the
ernshing effeet of that policy under previous inadequate import
dufies; but in every instance where Congress has given the
American producers a duty which would be sufficient to protect
and encourage the industry,it has not only been successfully
carried on, but has furnished the article to the American con-
sumer at a less priee than was exacted by the foreign competitor
when he controlled the market. FAnE
For mere than two generations English manufacturers and
English importers have taken almost as livelyan interest in our
Presidential campaigns as the citizens themselves: and ever
gince the organization of the chj)ub‘lica.n party the English Gov-
ernmment; 35 of political divisions at home, have been
united in their opposition te the policy of the Republican party
and fo its political success. The reasonis plain. The Repub-
lican party has advocated what Henry Clay so eloguently styled
the Ameriean poliey, while during this period the Demoecratic
party has advocated a policy of free trade that found its ablest
advocates and most fertile disseminators of that particular faith
.among English capitalists and Englishstatesmen. These-called
‘Walker tariff of 1846 was framed on lines and political ideas eon-
genial to the English mind; and it is said that the report of Sec-
retary Walker, which treats upen this subject, received the un-
precedented recognition of a republication in England by au-
thority of the British Parliament. g
During the campaign which resulted in the election of Mr.
Polk as sident over the protectionist, Henry Clay, the Lon-
don Times said:

A subscription was recently opened toraise funds to circulate free trade

tracts in foreign countries; about £440,000 were subscribed. Some of these
tracis are to be printed in New York for circulation in the United States.

-

At this time it was published in Niles that at Manchester
£100,000 was raised for the same purpose; and the same publica-
tion charges:
el:ggi]?’a ﬁf‘:{ !‘;e;a!::. deMegt t%;n most é)é the amlgne;}vl thuﬁs raised was used to

K, i1 £ e allon orunderstan thatt! 2
ba radically modiﬂedxigeme direction of free trage. M s

Whether there was an understanding or not, it is a little re-
markable that, immediately after the election of Polk as Presi-
dent, the Walker law of 1816 was formulated and passed by Con-
gress, and was received with every mark of approyval in Eng-
land. English newspapers and English manufacturers have de-'
nounced every protective tariffi measure that has been fathered
and passed by the Republican party from the Morrill bill to the
MeKinley law. The Cobden Club, a famous{ree-trade organiza-
tion, has increased its membership byestablishing headquarters
in New York, and many of the leading statesmen in the Demo-
cratic party to-day are members of this free-trade organization.
The present Secre of the Treasury is one of its shining
lights. Its avowed objectiand purpose is tocommit this Govern-
ment to the doctrines of free trade.

When the MeKinley bill was presented to the House of Rep-
resentatives and was under discussion, the most virulent and
scandalous eriticisms snd opposition were found in the English
press end in utterances of ¥nglish statesmen. No Democratic
member in this House, in the discussion of that t measure,
everindulged in harsher language in the denunciation of it than
can be found in the great English journals of that day. The
election of President Cleveland and the restoration of the Dem-
ocratic party to power, with full control of both Houses of Con-
gress, after more than a generation, has been accepted by the
people of Great Britain as a triumph of the free-irade doctrine,
and ever since the preparation of this bill was commenced by
the Committee on Ways and Means, foreign imperters and for-
ei.En manufacturers have been maturing their plans to again
take poesession of the American markets.

The publication of the President’s message in London before
it was given out to the American people is in harmony with the
present order of things and of the position of this great Demo-
cratic party. The Republican party is.an American party. It
believes in advancing the interesis of the American citizen over
that of the foreigner; it believes in protecting the wages of the
American laborer over that.of his foreign competitor; it believes
that the American manulacturer has some claims upon the Amer-
ican Government that are not d by those in any foreign
country,and it believes thaf the interests of all classes and shades
of people in this country will be best subserved by holding the
American marketfor the benefit of Amerieanlaborers, American
farmers,and American manufacturers. Holding these views, as
we do, it is not strange that the prineiples of our party are not
popular in Great Britain. It is not remarkable in view of all
this that the Demoeratic party {indsas strong support in England
as they do in America; and de’eat for them is felt as keenly
abroad as it is by their own leaders here.

The recent election inthe States of Mussachusetts, New York,
Ohio, and Towa indicate that the people of this country are be-

ning to realize that their interests are jeopardized by the
success of the Democratic party in 1892, This generation has
grown up under Republican administration and protectivelaws,
They know nothing by -experience of free trade or Democratic
ascendency. It is true that history teaches that the best inter-
ests of this country are protected and subserved by maintaining
adequate tariff laws; but so persistent have been the advocites
of free trade, and s0 emphatic have been the denuneistions by the
Democrats of the Republican party and Republican measures,
that many honest and true citizens believed thata change inthe
Administration would be followed byadditional prosperity te the
people and better times in all classes and gradesof busineas.

Republicans in the campaign of 1892 pointed out again and
again the evilresults that would inevitably follow an overwhelm-
ing Democratic victory: but it seems that an object lesson was
necessary todemonstrate fullyand completely the inability of the
Democratic party to govern and control a country composed of
67,000,000 people.and to prove that their industrial and econom-
ical poliey was one which inured to the benefit of our great com-
mercinl rival, England. and to the detriment of our own people.

The fallacy that a properly graduated tariff law increases the
price of the products manufactured in this country to the con-
sumer, has been so often exposed that if seems almost nseless to
discuss it here,and I would not were itnot for the fact that, both
in the report of the committee and in the discussion that has
been so far had upon this great measure, the contention is made
that the import duty is added to the foreign price when the
consnmer purchases the imported article. .

Mr, JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact
that the gentlemsn from lllinois is a member of the Committee
-on Ways and Means, I ask unanimous consent that he have per-
mission to continue his remarks without limit in the morning
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I now ask that the committee rise,
as it is near the time fixed by the special order for taking a re-

cess. .

The CHAIRMAN. The committee must rise now,and gointo
the House.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee reported that
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
having had under consideration the bill H.R. 4804, had come
to no resolution thereon.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr, TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a
question of personal privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I desire to state, Mr.
Speaker, in justice tomyself, thaton gestﬂrday the Chair stated,
in connection with the action of the House towards certain mem-
bers who had been temporarily absent that the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. CORNISH] had requested the Chair to present
an application for a leave of absence until Monday, which had
escaped the memory of the Chair, and that it was not the fault
of the gentleman from New Jersey but the fault of the Chair,
On that statement the gentleman from New Jersey was not pub-
lished as a delinquent. Also in regard to the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN]. He said:

I simply wish to state that I have seen it in several ne apers that I was
one of the delinquents. I was absent with the leave of the House in thefirst
place, and 1 was at home, detained by sickness in my family.

The Chair statd in response to this that it appeared from the
Journal the gentleman from Mississippi had leave of absence on
necount of sickness in his family, but in making up the list of
absentees that fact was overlooked. The Speaker further stated
that that being the fact, the gentleman’s name would not be in-
cluded in the list of delinquents.

- Now, Mr. Speaker, in justice to myself,let me state that I had
the advantage of both of these instances, and yet my name was
published as a delinquent. I wish'to call the attention of the
House to this injustice that seems to have been done to me.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, from South Carolina had
leave of absence, as he has stated: but all leaves of absence were
revoked by order of the House. The gentleman from South Car-
olina had pending on the desk another application for leave of
absence, which escaped the attention of the Chair.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That is the fact, Mr.
Speaker, that I desired to have stated.

The SPEAKER. That is correct; it escaped the attention of
the Chair.

" Mr.TALBERT of South Carolina. And thatoversight caused
me to be published as a delinquent.

The SPEAKER. The factsof the casearethat the gentleman
was not here, but some request was placed upon the desk, and it
would have been submitted to the House, but by some oversight
it was not submitted.

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That was what I desired
to call the attention of the Housze to, Mr. Speaker, simply that
this justice might be done to me.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOK-
BHLRE]hwill preside at the evening session.

The hour of 5 o'clock and 30 minutes having now arrived, the
Chair declares the House in recessuntil 8 o’clock p. m., theeven-
iniﬁ session to be devoted exclusively to debate on the pending
bill. '

EVENING SESSION.

The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., was
called to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE as Speaker pro tempore.

The SPEAKER pro tem;lmre. The House is now in session for
the purpose of debate only on the bill the title of which the
Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as [ollows:

A bill (H. R.4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern-
ment, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will now resolve
itsell into Committee of the Whole under the special order for
the pur of considering this bill.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair.

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Chairman, in a message which the Presi-
dent sent to Congress in December, 1885, he said that ‘* The zeal-
ous watchfulness of our constituents, great and small, supple-

ments their suffrages, and before the tribunals they establish
every public servant should be judged.”

With a unanimity not often to be found among the constitu-
ents of a Representative, the people of the Nineteenth Congres-
sional district of New York, which I have the honor to represent
here, have taken a stand in regard to the bill now before the
House, which will constitute the prineiple of the tribunal by
which I, who am their public servant, shall be judged.

It is for me a source of infinife regret that, at a time when the
interests of so great a constituency are in such jeopardy as they
are placed in by the provisions of thisbill, when the populations
of the many surrounding towns and villages and the large farm-
ing district which are dependent upon it for their prosperity
are watching with so much anxiety the conduct of their Repre-
sentative in Congress, they have notupon the floorof this House
at this crisis an advocate of more ability and experience. For-
tunately for me, they have marked out the course which Ishould
pursue, and fortunately, too, the courss which they have thus
marked out for me is one which meets with my heartiest ap-
proval, and which it is my pleasure as well as my duty to follow.

I have before me a memorial to this illustrious bedy, signed
by 62,819 persons, 50,465 of whom are inhabitants of the city of
Troy and vieinity, and which I shall present to the House to-
morrow. I ask the Clerk to read said memorial.

The Clerk read as follows:

To the Congress of the United States:

The people of Troy, without regard to party afiiliations, in mass meeting
assembled, do respectfully petition your honorable body and represent as
follows: That this city and the surrounding country is the cen!er of the
great cqllar, cuff, and shirt ma indusiries of the United States. The
capital invested in Troy alone in these industries is $5.000,000; employment
is here given to upwards of 15,000 persons, to whom more than #4000 000 in
wages is annually pald This money finds its way into all the channels of
trade and ils effect is beneficially felt by every interest in the community.
Fully 80 per cent of the employés are women, and the work is done by them
not only in the factories but at their homes, both in thecitv and the farming
districts. The busy and ‘grosrieron.s communities which occupy. this vallev,
the large number of individ | property-owners and the thrifty and skillful
body of artisans who have made their homes here, and who are sources of
strength to the State in times of peace as well as war, are all powerful wit-
nesses to the value and importance of these industries and are entitled to
the favorable consideration of the National Legislature.

Indeed, the continued growth and prosperity of this city and the nelgh-
boring vﬁlnges is absolutely dependent upon the success of these industries
and the payment of fair w to the employés. The recent census shows
that the manufacture of shirts is carried on in 113 cities of the country,
with a capital invested of more than $12,000,000 and an annual product of
nearly $30.000 000. Labor is the chief item in these manufactures, being 60
per cent of the cost of &Jroducuon. Under the existing law the duties levied
on foreign goods are 40 per cent ad valorem, and 30 cents per dozen on col-
lars and cufls made wholly or in t of linem, 35 cent ad valorem and
15 cents per dozen on cotton collars and cuffs, cent ad valorem on
shirts, and 35 per cent on shirting linens. By the Wilson bill it is proposed
to entirely abolish the specific duties and to reduce the ad valorem rates to
B cent on col , euffs, and shirts, while nothing like a correspondin,

uction is made in the duties on the raw materials of the manu acmreg
product, linen being reduced from 35 per cent to 30 per cent ad valorem.

As to collars and cuffs these rates are less than the ad valorem rates which
existed prior to the passage ol the tariff law of 1880. It will be impossible
to meet foreign competition with these rates of dutles. A vast dispropor-
tion exists in the w: paid toemployés in these industries in this country
and those paid abroad; the average weelkly wages being $3 in Scotland. 82.70
in Franes. £.70 in I:ondouderr{. .40 in Berlin, and #1.50 in Saxony, while it
is #8 in Troy. The reductions in the present rates will result in the takin
of wages from the home-workers for the benefit of foreigners and will seri-
ously cripple, if they do not destroy, a considerable portion of the domestic
manufacture. They will inevitably tend todegrade our labor to the inferior
conditlons that prevail in other lands. They will bring distress to thou-
sands of homes, and idleness and want to a great body of deserving citizens,
who will tind 1t impossible to obtain employment in any other occupations
where the labor of women can be fairly remunerated.

Your honorable body is undoubtedly aware of the ease with which ad va-
lorem duties can be evaded by undervaluation. The practice, which it is
conceded prevails in this respect, together with the facts already pointed
out, make the proposed rates of cally no benefit to our manufacturers
Oor Wage-earners.

The present tarlfl has not raised the prices of these articles to consumers,
nor has it created any combinations or trusts which control the business,
nor has it %roven to be prohibitory of all foreign competition; but, on the
contrary, the domestic competition is greater than ever it was before, while
the prices to theconsumers have beenreduced. We ralse our voices, then, on
behalf of thousands of ers whose comfortable living is threatened
by the Eroposed reduction and of an important domestic manufacture
in which our fellow-citizens have large sums of money invested, and we
earnestly protest “n&?mst. the enactment of the Wilson bill in its present
form, and respec ¥ ask your honorable body to modify it by contin
the rates of duties that now exist upon the importation of collars, cuffs, an

B 5

Mr. HAINES. This memorial was adopted on Tuesday even-
ing, December 19, ata meeting held in the city of Troy to protest
against the provisions of this bill. The meeting was presided
overrld)ly the Democratic mayor of the city and addressed by
several of the prineipul Democratic officers of the city of Troy
and the county of Rensselaer, and it was approved by the press
of the two counties which constitute the Ninteenth Congres-
sional district. without regard to party afliliantions.

The principle upon which my constituents contend against
this bl.ﬁhaabeen stated for them and for me by a President
whom we have twice assisted in placing at the head of the Ex-
ecutive Department of the Government.

Justice and fairness dictate—
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Said he in one of his messages—

that in any modification of our present laws relating to revenue, the in-
dustries and interests which have been encouraged by such laws, and in
which our citizens have 1 investments, should not be ruthlessly injured
or destroyed. We should also deal with the subject in such a manner as to
protect the interests of American labor, which is the capital of our working-
men.

Another principle by which we should be guided in the con-
sideration of this question, and by which I shall be guided in
the stand I take on this bill, has been stated by one of the most
eminent and influential Democrats in the country:

That the tariff on manufactured articles should, as a general rule, be
larger where similar articles are manufactured in this country than where
they are not. That the tariff imposed upon all manufactured articles (other
than those which, for good reasons, are placed on the free list) should equal
the difference between the rate of wages paid in this and fore: countries,
€0 far as labor enters into the cost of their production.

So far as concerns the interests which I have the honor to
represent, these principles have been totally ignored by the
framers of the bill before the House. The op;i‘osition of my con-
stituents to the bill is not the opposition ** that rallies behind
the intolerance of monopoly or the power of concentrated wealth,
or the inertia of fixed habits,” or the alleged '* honest errors of
a generation of false teachers.” 'We oppose the bill for the rea-
son that, while its designers were ‘‘forced to consider,” they did
not consider in framing it, eo far asmy constituentsare coneerned,
Y that great interests do exist, whose existence and prosperity it
is no part of our reform either toimperil or to eurtail.”

The framers of the bill themselves lay down a principle by
which they claim to have been governed, and which, so far as
the industries of my districtare concerned, they altogetheraban-
don, that **in adjusting duties upon what may be called the fin-
ished products we have tried to impose such rates as will not
destroy or distress any of our own industries on the one hand,
nor on the other secure to them absolute and oppressive monop-
oly of the whole market.” If this rule had been strictly adhered
to by the framers of this bill in considering the shirt, collar, and
cuff industry the tariff now existing would not be disturbed; and
that industry has not * an absolute and oppressive monopoly of
the whole market;” while the change groposed by this bill in
the existing tariff will not only distress but will go far to destroy
the great industry upon which the prosperity of my district
largelf depends.

I will take the principle approved by the majority of the Ways
and Means Committee, attributed by them in their report to
the late President Garfield, that—

Duties should be so high that our manufacturers can fairly compete with
the forelgn product, but not so high as to enable them to drive out the for-
eign article, enjoy the monopoly of the trade, and regulate the p as
they please,

The population of the city of Troy is 70,000. From 15 per
cent to 20 per cent of this Popula.t.ion is directly interested in the
collar and cuff industry. The city of Troy has 85,000,000 of eap-
ital invested in that enterprise. The annual sales of those prod-
ucts amount to nearly $10,000,000. The annual wages paid
amount to $4,300,000. There are 15,749 persons employed, the
wages paid to whom amount to 44% per cent of the sales and 60
per cent of the cost.

In 113 cities of the United States the amount of capital in-
vested in the shirt industry is 812,151,900, and the value of the

roductis nearly $30,000,000. Thereare 26,560 persons employed
in the shirt industryalone; and of this number 8,713 are engaged
in that business in the city of Troy.

Ninety per cent of the persons employed in these industries
in Troyare women. No other industryin the State of New York
Elves employment to so large a proportion of women. This in-

usiry gives them employment not only in the factories, but in
their homes. About one-half the work is done in the factories;
the rest is done in homes throughout the city and in the farm-
ing districts for many miles around. These industries are the
principal source of income for families representing 50,000 per~
sons in and around the city of Troy. They are the only source
of ready-money income of the wives and daughtersof the farmers
in a wide extent of territory around that city.

The tariff of 1883 gave no recognition to these industries and

ractically no protection. In 1886 the factoriesceased produecing

or some time, owing to a strike, and the foreign manufacturers
of collars, cuffs, and shirts, taking ad vantage of the condition of
the market here due to the cessation of work in Troy, sentover
a considerable quantity of their produets, the importation of
which from that time to this has steadily increased.

It is irnportant to bear in mind in connection with these im-
portations that the foreign manufacturers are represented in
this country by agents and sell directly to the consumer.

The advent of these products of the foreign manufacturers
threatened to cripple the collar and shirt industry of this coun-
try, and made a substantial measure of protection necessary to
preserve it, This protection was afforded by the *‘customs

laws of 1890.” This protection did not exclude foreign goods,
while it saved the principal industry of the city of Troy. The
German goods especially were constantly growing in demand.
For a few years after 1886 the shelves of the retail dealers
were filled with them and, as I shall show later on, they would
ultimately have driven the domestic article from the markef
if the tariff act of 1890 had not been passed. Troy had al-
ready suffered greatly from the closing and removal of various
industries in which, for twenty years g}ior to 1890, a large part
of its population had been engaged. Machine shops, iron and
steel industries, woolen goods, door, sash, and blind factories,
and upwards of thirty-seven concerns engaged in the manufac-
ture of collars, bosoms, and shirts have gone out of business, and
for the few years between 1886 and 1890 it looked as if the last
important industry remaining to Troy was ahout to disappear. .

he tariff on shirts provided for by the bill before the House
is the same as it was beflore 1890, when this condition of things
existed: and on collars, it proposes 5 per cent less than was
levied prior to 1890.

The passage of the law of 1890, to which I have referred, did
not increase the price of collars and shirts, and did not increase
the profits of the manufacturers, as will appear later. Nor did
the law of 1890 decrease importations, as the customs reports
show that the importation of shirts increased 112 per cent in
1582 over 1891, and during the same period the importation of
collars and cuffs increased 5 per cent.

I have said that the prices of thess goods did not increase after
the passige of the laws of 1890, known as the McKinley bill,
and that that law was not prohibitive. Under the tariff laws of
1883 the duty on collars and cuffs was 40 per cent. Business in-
creased under that tariff until the foreign competition to which
I have referred and which commenced in 1888. The bill before
the House reduces the tarif on linen collars 5 per cent; so that
there is 5 per cent less protection to these industries than under
the laws of 1883, although under the laws of 1883 the importa-
tions lar%;aly increased from 1886 to 1890, and, as I have stated,
had not the taaiff been materially increased in that year the
domestic trade would have been ruined.

These -estions as to whether the McKinley bill prohib-
ited imporuation increased the price to consumers and the profits
of the manufacturers were discussed before the Committee on
Ways and Means, before which the foreign and the home manu-
facturers had a hearing; and it resulted from this hearing that
the statements, the ideas, and the propositions of the foreign
manufacturers were accepted to the letter by the majority of
the committee, and the testimony of the home manufacturers
and their claims have been totally ignored. The bill before the
House embodies the ideas of the foreign manufacturers.

The position which the foreign manufacturers thought would
be fair to them, and which they stated, the very duty which
they proposed has been embodied in the bill; and it would ap-
pear that the representations of the home manufacturers were
regarded asutterly without foundation, their position untenable,
the great interests they represented and the vast amount and
the character of the labor they employed entitled to no consid-
eration whatever.

Permit me to say here that this is not a protest on my part in
behalf of capitalists. My principal concern is for the labor en-
gaged in these industries, which is the lprincipa.l factor in shirt
and collar making. This labor is nearly altogether performed
by women, for whom the pro d change in the tariff laws
means lossof work, reduction of wages, destitution, degradation.

At the hearing before the committee the foreign manufac-
turers were represented by an importer in the city of New York,
a gentleman named Rosenfeld, who read a statement before
the committee in which he stated thathe believed ** that justice
to the consumer as well as to the manufacturer may be secured
b{l the reduction of the rate of duty in the proposed new tariff
bill on linen cloth of, say, from 35 to 25 per cent, and fixing the
rate of duty on the finished articles at 35 per cent.”. These
propositions were practically adopted by the committee. They
make the duty upon linen cloth 30 per cent, and they fix the
rate of duty on the finished article at the figure suggested by
the foreign importer.

1t is worth while considering, from some of the statements
that thisgentleman made in his testimony, what degree of credit
he is entitled to, as at his suggestion the Ways and Means Com-
mittee of the House of Representatives of the United States pro-
pos2 to eripple a great industry and impoverish 50,000 of my
constituents. In his written statement he replies to the com-
mittee as follows:

Iam not controlled by selfish interests whoug. because under the fariff
act of 1880 my importations have not been d hed.

Why, therefore, not being controlled by selfish interests in
the matter which he represented, he should have imposed upon
the committee the grossest misrepresentations in regard to the
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most material questions, is not comprehensible to the disingenu-
ous mind. He stated that the home concerns combined to form
trusts and keep up prices; that they made from 75 to 100 per
eent in Troy, and that he thought a man in business ought to
malke nomore than 35 per cent. He said the importer of the for-
eign articles makes 30 per cent, and he wants to make 37# per
cent.

1t was shown by the affidavits of the leading manufacturers of
Troy:

Th{t the collar and cuff business is localized in the hands of about thirty
manufacturing concerns, among whom there are nocombinations or trusts,
but, on the contrary, a sharp and spirited rivalry and competition exists,
compelling the offering of the productions at the lowest prices at which
they can be made.

So that Mr. Rosenfeld’s representation to the committee in
regard to this alleged trust did not have the slightest founda-
tion in fact; and Mr. Rosenfeld, being engaged in the business,
must necessarily have known it.

It was shown before the committee by the representatives of
the home manufacturers that instead of 75 and 100 per cent
proiit, as stated by Mr. Rosenfeld, the manufacturers received
no more than from 2 to 74+ per cent, except in some extreme
styles, where the profits reach as high as 124 per cent. Tnsome
instances, on collars, it was shown that the profit was only 2 per
cent. If was shown thata certain popular Germanshirt, which
now sells for $13.50 a dozen less 6 per cent, gives a profit to the
German importer of 26 per cent on his selling price, or 35 per
cent on his cost price, and that under the proposed bill before
the House the importer could sell the same shirt for $10.80 a
dozen and make the same profit. To produce this shirt at their
factories would cost the Troy manufacturers $10.34; to manfae-
ture the same shirt in Germany costs only $5.76. Under the Me-
Kinley bill, the duty on such a shirt, at 55 per cent, amounts to
$3.17, and with 6 per cent freight, 34 cents, leaves the net cost
delivered in New York, $9.27: and as the shirtsells at $13.50 less
6 per cent, making 812,69 net, it leaves the importer a profit of

r cent.
armitme to eall yourattentiononce more to the fact that these
shiits are sold directly to the consumer by the German manu-
facturer through his agent at the port of entry.

Under the bill before the House the same shirt that cost in
Germany $5.76, 35 per cent duty; $1.91, 6 per cent; freight, 34
cents; total cost delivered at the port of entry, $8.01, being sold
for £10.80, leaves a net profit of 26 per cent. After the payment
of the duty and freight, aggregating 41 per cent of the cost in
Germany, these shirts,in the store of theimporter in the eity of
New York, represent a cost of $2.33 less per dozen than the same
goods can be manufactured for bythe manufaeturers in the city
of Troy.

It ways shown before the committee that a collar manufactured
in Germany, which can be svld in the city of New York at 77
cents a dozen, less 6 per cent, would cost to manufacture in the
city of Troy 81 cents a dozen. N

1{ was shown that a collar manufactured in Berlin, which,
under the present tariff, after the payment of duty and freight,
sells in the city of New York for $1.98a dozen wholesale, szllsat
retail at 25 cents, or more than one-third of the cost in the
hands of the importer in New York.

It was shown that collars manufactured in the city of Troy,
which Mr. Rosenfeld represented as being sold for 75 per cent
profit, were sold by the manufacturer at 5% per cent profit, and
that a German collar, which it costs to land in New York duty
and freight paid, $1.69 a dozen net, costs $1.33 to manufacture in
Troy in material and labor alone.

Itwas shown that the average profit of the home manufacturer
is 6 per cent. A

The homs manufacturers showed that they were satisfiedif
they got 5 per cent profit on the greater partof thearticles they

manufactured. The foreign manufacturer under the present
tariff gets 26 per cent, and in some instances 31 per cent profit,
and he thinks he ought to get 37¢ per cant. r. Rosenfeld,

therefore, grossly misrepresented the facts to the committee
in regard to the alleged trusts and combinationsamong the man-
ufacturers in Troy, in reizu‘d to the cost of manufacturing their
goods, and in regard to their profits.
But the most serious misrepresentation made by Mr. Rosen-
feld was in regard to the wages of the German operatives en-
in the shirt, collar, and cuff industry. Hestated that the
wages of girls in that business in Berlin is $% a week. Dauring
the sessions of the committee one of the Troy manufacturers
felegraphed to Ger , asking how much an operative earned
a week in a Germn shirt factory, and the answer, which came
from Billefeld, Germany, wus: *' Here, from 6 to 15 marks per
week; United States currency, $1.44 to 83.60 per week.” And
in -eply to a similar question telegraphed to Glasgow, the answer
was! ‘‘ Average in Glasgow, 12 shil and 6 pence per week
fer cutters and machinists,” which would be $3 perweek. Itwas

shown by one of the representatives of the home manufacturers
that in Germany a forewoman gets #3 a week, und here a fore-
woman gets $12 and $14 a week: and one firm was shown to pay
more than that.

This bill proposes areduction onlinen used in the manufacture
of shirts and collars at 5 per cent. The ratio of protection af-
forded to shirts and collars, by reason of this reduction, is thirty-
five one-hundredths of 1 per cent on shirts, and three-fourths of
1 per cent on collars and cuffs. The ratio of value of the linen
in a shirt to the got—a.! cost-of the shirt is7 per cent; and the ratio
of value of the linen in collars to the total cost is 15 per cent.
So that the increased tariff on linen will but velzf slightly de-
crease the cost of production of thesy articles, and as the addi-
tional cost of production, apart from the cost of labor that enters
into their manufacture, will remain the same, and as the profits
of the manufacturers are now down to a minimum, whatever re-
ductions there may be in the items of cost fall principally on
labor; and hence it becomes important, in considering this ques-
tion, to take into view the eondition of the labor market in re-
gard to these industries in the United States and in Europe.

. The average wages of an operative in Berlin is $2.42 a week;
in Saxony it is $1.50 a week, and in Japin $1 a week. The
consular reports show that the wages of these operatives in
recent years have not varied. It appears in No. 74 of Reports
from the Consuls of the United States for February, 183i, at
%&Ec 377, that the wages of a female operative in a factory in

ermany averages $1.71 per week; the lowest is §1.61 per week,
and the highest 31.87 per week; and that young girls get as low
as 81.14 a week: that male adults average $3.50 a week.

The report of Consul Miller, in No. 88 of the Consular Reports
for January, 1888, shows that a skillful seamstress can only earn
about $3 aweek: and that the greater part of the families engaged
in the industries to which I have alluded can not earn sufficient
wages to support themselves apart from theirfamilies. He says
that among a large part of them potatoes form the principal
food of the workers; that alarge number eat no dinner: that in
the summer they live during the week on bread and herrings or
sausages, and “‘only eat a decent meal on Sundays.” In Consu-
lar Reports No. 89 for February, 1588, page 204, it is shown that
female workers in the Dresden district get from 2} cents to 34
cents an hour, or from $1.32 to $1.80 per week, if they work ten
hours a day.

In Consular Reports, No. 117, the consul at Mannheim, in No-
vember, 1889, shows the manner in which these women live:

The lives of those toiling in these factories are like those of all other
workers in German mills—whether they want little or not they get it. They
prepare soft down and feathers for others, sleeping themselves on sea grass
or colnmon straw, when not on wood shavings. They live so poorly and
closely huddled together that economists, urged, perhaps, by the investiga-
tion of philanthropists, are pushing upon the attention of the government
the problem of building or havl;u&[::um better tenmements for the working
classes. Their food is nniformiy @, dry rye bread being its chief part.
This they bring with them to the and eat during the “rests,” the -
hour recesses at 8 to 8:30 and 4 to 4:30. The girls in the feather factories are
far from healthy. Idonotwonder. Thedust and dirt are suffoeating and
disagreeabls; still, all that mechanical skill and scientitic research has been
able to do has, perhaps, been done to ventilate such factories,

1say '?erha " because I doubt whether the lives of those who toil inthe
dirt and dustof these mills are regarded as of suficient importance toawaken
enough interest to make a search half as thorough asa scientist wonld malke
to discover the causes of some physical disturbances around some million-
mile-away planet. The heartless ‘‘Was wissen, was f{lhlen die Leute?"
(What do the people know or feel?) on the part of the manufacturers more
than justifies the governmental interference, which by all kinds of legisla-

tion paternally protective seeks to put about the persons of all parts and
classes of the population safeguards against danger and securities and in-

demnities when

The consul at Glasgow reported in February, 1890, in No. 115
of these Reports, that the highest wages HJX to adult women
is 23.71 a week, and the lowest $2.16. e consul-general at
Berlin reported in February, 1590, that the average of the fe-
male operatives at present there get from $1.52 to $2.10 a week;
and in other parts of Germany it isshown, by Consular Raports,
No. 153, at page 173, that the wages of an adult female worker
is from 72 cents to $3. 60 a week.

The wages of a female operative in Troy would have to be re-
duced 60 per cent, if the bill before the House goes into effect,
to enable the manufacturer in Troy o compete with the manu-
facturer in Berlin.

A week s wages in Berlin is $2.40 on the average, which, with -
35 per cent duty added, 84 cents, makes $3.21. For the same
labor a female operative in Troy earns from $7 to $8, which is
the average wages paid there.

The dread of this tariff reduction has already within the past
year caused a loss of $2,000,000 of wages to the workers em-
ployed in the shirt and collar industry of Troy. The wages have
remained the sume, but as Troy operatives are paid largely by
the piece, reduction in the volume of the products of the fac-
tories have reduced the amount paid to the employ(s, so that
the volume of wages paid the operatives now, compared with
that of a year ago, shows a decrease of 50 per cent.
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The bill before the House affords no protection to the work-
ers, as these articles are protected onlyso far as the rate on the
article exceeds the rate on the base of supply. When the rate
under this bill on linen cloth is 30 per cent and on cotton cloth
suitable for collars 40 per cent, an average of 35 per cent, and
the rate on manufactured collars is 35 per cent, it follows that
the bill affords no protection.

Hence, I think it has fairly been shown that so far as these
industries are concernsd the principle enunciated in the report
of the majority of the Ways and Meuans Committee, that ** duties
should be so high that our manufacturers can fairly compete
with the foreign product,” his been abandoned in the bill before
the House. The duties under the tariff laws of 1380 have not
been so high as to enable the minufacturers to drive out the
foreign article, as I have shown that the importation of the for-

article has increased since 1890; and hence, the home man-
ufacturers do not enjoy a monopoly of the trade, and do not
regulate prices as they please,

If the foreicn manufacturer would sell his goods at the same
proiit with which the home manufacturer is content the foreign
produet might be sold in this country, under existing laws,
very much cheaper than it has been sold since 1890. Thus the
““measure of protection,” which, according to the committee,
‘‘should extend only sofar astocreate competition,” is the meas-
ure of protection, in regurd to thess industries, which has ex-
isted since 1340, and the result of the bill before the House will
be to deprive theseindustries of the measure of protection which
has cre:ted competition and give a monopoly to the foreign man-
ufacturer.

The American female operatives can nof live upon the wages
which the home manufacturers could afford to pay them, if this

bill goes into effect. Their habits of life are fixed; they donot

live in luxury, but they lead a comfortable existence; the wages
that are puid to them enable them fo live in decency and com-
fort, to dress respectably, to procure wholesome food, to live in
comfortable dwellings and amid comfor table surroundings. To
deprive them of the protection which the pressnt tariff lnws af-
ford them will result in changing all of the present conditions
under which they live, and will leave a great number of them
without any occupation at ali. Nor can it be s1id that they can
find employment in other walks of life. They ean not find em-
ployment in other manufacturing centers in the East.

The manufacturers of the Eastare notincreasing. The utmost
they can do is to maintuain the business they have already estab-
lished. The disruption of all kinds of domestic and business re-
lations, by throwing out of employment such vast numbers of
persons as will result from the passige of this bill, will cause a

eneral unsettling of the condition of things in all walks of life
in great manufacturing centers like the city of Tm{, and the dis-
contented elements of society will be increased by alarge number
of persons who have heratofore exercised the most healthful in-
fluence in favor of order and good government.

These employés are, or may be under existing laws, in good
circumstances: they are faitly well educated; they areintellicent;
they are contanted, or have every reason to be contented, with
theircondition; they receive steady employment. If they are
deprived of the gerowction which confers these benefits upon
them, they will reduced to the condition, and physically,
mentally, and morally will soon descend to the level, o?the un-
fortunate workers in Germany, whose unhappy condition is a
Iﬁever-fa.iling source of comment on the partof the consuls in

urope.

Soxgg hilanthropists and politicians have claimed that the
remedy for the eifects of a low tariff would be found if the man-
ufacturers would share with their employés more liberally the
wealth which they are alleged to accumulate with the aid of
labor. I think it was sufficiently shown before tha Ways and

Means Committee that the manufacturers of Troy have not ac- |.

cumulated and can not, from the small profits which they make
on their ;I:mducts, accumulate any great amount of wealth.
While I do not undertake the defense of the manufacturers,
I must say, from a personal inquiry into the matter, that very
few of them within the last fwenty-five years have bzen enabled
fo make more than a fair competence, as the result of more than
a quarter of a century of hard work and great risk of capital,
and that the severe competition to which they are subjected in
these days even among the manufacturers of our own country,
has resulted in the small profits to which I have alluded and
in foreing a great many concerns to go out of business, whose
places have not been filled up by new industries. The time when
& manufacturer might commence upon a small capital and grad-
ually increase his business in extent from profits has long since
passed away, and only copartnerships or corporations with large
capital can now expect to operate with any degree of success.
he epposition, therefore, to this measure does not come prin-
cipally from the manufacturers, but from the workers. The

workers will be the first to suffer; and it will be difficult if not
impossible for them to obtain employment in other fields of in-
dustry. The greatest destitution, followed by the usual labor
troubles which bring so much disgrace to our form of govern-
ment, will inevitably result.

I do not think that polities ought fo enter into the discussion
of a question like this. For my part I am here to take the posi-
tion which T occupy on this question without any regard to the
political result to myself. At the same time I have no hesita-
tion in saying that I believe if this bill is passed I shall be the
last Democr.tic Regresentn.tive who will appear in this House
from the Nineteenth Congressional distriet of New York. :

1f this bill is passed there will be an influx of foreign-made
collars and shirts at such prices as will entirely displace the
American-made produet, a condition of things which will inevi-
tably continue until the home manufacturer shall be enabled to
meet the competition by forcing their employés to descend to
the condition of the workers ot%uro e and Japan, The foreign-
made goods will come from Austria, from England,from France,
from Saxony, and from Japan.

An immense influx of cheap goods will come from Saxony,
where the labor engaged in this industry can be had for §1.70 a
week. They will comefrom France, which to-day hasthe largest
shirtfactory in the world,employing 6,000 hands. They will come
from Berlin and from Glasgow, where the most skillful workers
in the world ean be had for $2 and $3 a week. They will come
from Japan, where collars of the most finished design and work-
manship are made at an expense for labor of #1 a week, They
will come from Austria, the collars and cuffs of which are al-
ready sold in and fill the markets of all the countries of America
except the United States. That country had one of the most
spiendid exhibits at the World's Fair at Chicago, although they
have never sought the frade of the United States; and a vast
quantity of the goods of that country, made at a minimum eost
of labor impossible of attainment here, will flood our markets if
the bill before the House should be passed in its present form.

Nor is it Troy alone that will be affected by this result. The
United States census reports show that shirts are manufactured
in fifty-eight towns and cities in the United States, anl that
there are 776 firms engaged in the business, besides a vast num-
ber of small retail dealers, who will be proportionatelyaffected.
The census reports show that the shirt factories in the United
States manufacture goods to the extent of more than $28,000,000
a xgar and give employment to nearly 27,000 persons.

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr.Chairman, if the gentleman from New -
York will allow me an interruption.

Mr. HAINES. Certainly.

Mr. HARTMAN. There are some of us who are anxious for
a little further information. We are anxious te know whether
that document before you, which looks like a book, is an infer-
nal machine, a Democratic bible, or simply a record of the sins
and trans%ressions of the Demoeratic party. Will you kindly
inform us? [Laughter.]

Mr, HAINES. If the gentleman will come close enough, he
is at liberty, in a few moments, fo open up the book and examine
it, and he will find that in it are protests s :cured, irrespective
of ty, from my constituents to the number of beftween fifty
and fifty-one thousand,

Mr. HARTMAN. And not secured under duress?

Mr, HAINES. Decidedly not. If any one can compel the
mayor of the city of Troy, N. Y., the Democratic board of
aldermen; and the Demoecratic board of supervisors of Rensse-
laer County, and every Democratic officeholder of Troy, a city
of 70,000 population, and which in November last;in spite of the
Republicin cyclone, gave 6,000 Democratic majority—I say, if
these people can be compelled, there might be some ground for
such an allegation.

Mr. SIMPSON. For further information I should like to ask
the gentleman if that petition is altogether from the people who
make collars and shirts, or from the people who wear shirts and
collars? [Laughter.]

Mr. HAINES. Both, Themanufacturers, too,have offered a
separate petition which will be properly placed before the com-
mittee.

Mr. HARTMAN. Does that include the people that wear
socks also? [Renewed laughter.%

Mr. HAINES, It includes 16,020 people employed in making
the collars and cufls, which gives them remunerative employ-
ment at batter wages and better living than is received in the
same business in any ether part of the world. This is their pro-
l.t:ab:') against being reduced to the condition of foreign pauper

r.

Mr. SIMPSON. It strikes me that this petition comes from
one distric: alone in the United States, and as there are three
hundred and fifty or more other districts where it is presumed
that people wear shirts and collars, and some of them socks
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E:v:ghtar], that the interests of those that wear shirts and col-
are greater in the aggregate than those who make them,
and if those who wear the shirts and collars should send uﬁa
petition, why I apprehend this petition would not be in it a lit-
tle bit. [Laughter.] :

Mr. HAINES. I fully agree with you; butI ask youwho wear
our collars and cuffs—and we make Y5 per cent of all that are
made in the United States—if there is a disposition on your part
to throw out sixteen thousand laborers in my district, 90 per
cent of whom are women, simply to save 1 cent on a collar, and
that not against local competition, but to favor the foreigner?
[Applause.

1 am convineed that, if this question was thoroughly under-
stood, there is not an honest, loyal Representative on this floor,
whether Demoerat or Republican who sits here, who would per-
mit this bill to pass until we receive in protection the amount
that measures t.gc difference between the wages of foreign coun-
tries and those we pay in this country.

Mr. BRYAN. May I ask the gentleman a question right
there?

Mr. HAINES. Yes.

Mr. BRYAN. I was not permitted to hear the first part of
your remarks, because I did not know you were going to speak,
or I would have been here.

Mr. HAINES. Thank you.

Mr. BRYAN. I want to ask
cost—what protection do you ask

Mr. HAINES. We ask the protection afforded by the McKin-
ley bill, which, in this instance, is absolutely necessary. [Ap-
plause on the Republicanside.] As I have said previously, [am
not here in the interest of the manufacturers of Troy, but over
50,000 people living in one county in my district have asked me
to represent them here in the manner that I am attempting to
do to-night. [Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. BOWERS of California. Willthe gentleman allow me to
ask him a question? I want to ask him if the protection asked
for by the operatives and manufacturers of Troy is aslarge a per
cent as the protection given by this bill to the rice-producers of
the Carolinas?

Mr. HAINES. In answer to that I will say that I have not
the slightest idea what protection is to be given to the rice-pro-
ducers, and I have not the slightest conception as to what pro-
tection is necessary to the rice-producers; but I know the neces-
sity of protection, and the necessity for all I ask, for the people
of the Nineteenth district of New York.

Mr. BRYAN. Let me ask you, if we change the bill in the
House here so as to give you the protection that you now have
under the McKinley bill, would you be satisfied with the billand
help {o pass it?

Mr. HAINES. Undoubtedly, if my district was taken care of.

Mr, HARTMAN. If protectionto the collar and cuff industry
is a desirable thing, do not you think you could shy your castor
into the ring and help the boys who are trying to get protection
on wool and lead a little bit also, for the purpose of preventing
the throwing out of employment of thousands and tens of thou-
sands of men engaged in those industries? If it is a good thing
for you, is it not it a pretty good thing for us also?

r. HAINES. I believe that if you, representing that inter-
est, can demonstrate to this Democratic House that there is
need and necessity for such protection, this Democratic House
will give it to you.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RYAN. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague be
allowed five minutes more.

There was no objection. -

Mr., HAINES. The claim that this foreign competition will
result in making these goods cheaper to the consumer can be
shown by experience and the natural course of trade to be un-
founded. The domestic competition, even under protection,
has kept prices at the lowest possible point, and the evidence
before the Ways and Means Committee showed that the foreign
manufacturers meintained their high prices, notwithstanding
the excessive profits they made upon their goods. The rivalry
among the domestic manufacturers is so great that they sell
these goods at prices as low as the prices for which the same

oods are sold in Europe. They make smaller profits than the
%luropean manufacturers, but they pay higher wages. The for-
prices, and will make

g‘ou what is the difference in

eigner will continue to sell at the same
regular profits.

There has been no diminution of the groﬁt& of the importer
since the passage of the tariff laws of 1890. He sells directl
to the consumer, as 1 have already stated, and he caninvoice h
goods, under custom-house rules, at cost, plus 10 per cent, in-
stead of at the selling price in the country from which he ex-
ports; and this rule he frequently evades by undervaluation.

The Mr. Rosenfeld who was the mouthpiece of the importers

before the committee admitted that after the passage of the
tariff bill of 1890 he only raised his grice 5centsper dozen, while
the duty was increased 30 cents per dozen and 5 per cent; so that
either he made an exorbitant profit on his goods before the tariff
act of 1890 became a law, or he now undervalues his goods and
thus evades payment of part of the present duty.

The only other person who will be benetited by thisbill is the
dealer. The bill provides for a reduction of 3 cents apiece on
collars, and 15 cents each on shirts, which will be added to the

rofits of the dealers. As these articles are sold under regular

rands and at standard and fixed prices, according to the value,
ranging for instance, at 3 collars for 25 cents, or 10 cents each;
or 2 collars for 25 cents, or 15cents each: or 3 collars for 50 cents,
or 20 cents each; or at popular prices of 10, 15, and 25 cents, re-
spectively, the dealer will continue to sell at these customary
prices and be the only person besides the foreign manufacturer
who will benefit by the reduction.

The home trade and the workers will further suffer a loss, if
this bill is p1ssed, by the restriction of the business of the home
manufacturers. The sale of thess goods has a limit, and by re-
stricting the market of the home manufacturer, which will re-
sult in effect from the influx of foreign goods, if this bill is
passed, the guantity of labor om][ﬂoyed will consequeatly be
greatlyreduced. Ifthemarketisdivided with the foreign manu-
facturer the amount of labor now employed in the home product
will necessarily be proportionately reduced. This will b unfair
to home labor for this reason, if no other, that the market was
created by home labor.

Detached collars and cuffs first came into vogue in the United
States, and were introduced by the manufacturers of Troy. Col-
lars and cuffs not attached to the shirt were unknown as an arti-
cle of commerce in Europe until recent years. They were irst
manufactured for the trade in the city of Troy, and it is only in
recent years that the European manufacturers entered into the
business of making and exporting them.

It follows, therefore, that if the present bill is passed the
American manufacturers engaged in the collar and shirt busi-
ness will have to succumb to foreign competition. The bill be-
fore the House, as I have said again and again, affords no pro-
tection.
~ Ido not deem it necessary to discuss the arguments which
have been brought forward on both sides for and against the
system of ad valorem duties. The most eminent Democrats as
well as the most eminent Republicans during the past twenty
ieara,apd some of the most eminent statesmen of the country,

ave rais:d their voicesagainst the system of ad valorem duties.
The manufacturers of the country have no faith in it. Its prin-
cipal advocates have always been found among the agents of
the importers or among the importers themselves, It has been
shown again and again, from every experience and from indis-
putable facts, that under that system the greatest frands have
at all times been perpetrated against.the Government. The
system is discredited.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HAINES. I trust that the House will indulge me for a
moment longer so that I may be enabled to appeal to the House
that this bill should not pass, or that it should be modified, at
least, so far as concerns the industries for which I speak, so as
to leave the tariff existing as framed under the laws of 1850. I
make this appeal in the name and at the request of more than
70,000 of the inhabitants of my own Congressional district. I
make itin the name of 50,000 persons in that district who will be
immediately and disastrously affected by the bill. I make itin
behalf of many thousands of families in and around the eity of
Troy. Andinmaking it Iam supported by the Democratic plat-
forms of all the national conventions that have been held durin
the last twenty years. [Great applause in House and gn.llerieaﬁ

Mr. WOOMER. My, Chairman, if the question bafore us were
not one of extraordinary importance I should cheerfully refrain
from attempting toadd anything to the full exposition it has re-
ceived, and content myself with casting my vote in accordance
with the demands of the country and my constituency. Buf the
matter now under consideration is one of such vital interest to my
native.State, and to the district which elected me a member of
this body, that I am unwilling to forego the right to add my

rotest to the many warnings that Congress has already received.
R‘he State of Pe lvania%m.a aright to require that her repre-
sentatives in the National Legislature maintain that consistent
and unfaltering attitude which has been hers from the very
beginning of the protective controversy.

Much of the prosperity of that State is due to the wise and
beneficent legislation of the past, much of it depends upon the
continuance of thatlegislation in the future. It islittle wonder,
then, that now when her prosperity is attacked, when it is flun
into her teeth that the tariff is to be reformed and that it w
not be reformed in the interests of Pennsylvania, she could de-
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clare, as she now does, that no such radical alteration as is pro-
d shall be made but in defiance of her solemn protest.

But, sir, I am not to be understood as representing the great
manufacturing State of Pennsylvania as a suppliant begging for
your charity to assist her to maintain a position that does not
rightfully belong to her. The Representatives of the Keystone
State do not come before you inany such pitiable condition; they
base their right to advise and warn you upon their experience
with the system you tgro ose to destroy, and they have a right
{0 be heard, because the history of their State records the advan-
tages of that system and the dangers of its overthrow.

What protection has done for Pennsylvania it has also done
for many other Commonwealths of this Union, and will do for
such as have not already felt its strengthening aid, in the near
future; and we ask you carefully to heed the lesson our experi-
ence teaches before you withdraw the protection of the Govern-
ment from the great partially developed resources of the nation
at the time that their need of it is most pressing. We freely
admit that it is to the advantage of Pennsylvania to have the
present degree of protection continued, but we deny that this
makes out the charge of sectionalism that has been hurled at us,
for we are convinced that the interests of our State and those of
the nation are identical; that it is a patriotic thing to legislate
for the national prosperity, and that no better rule exists for
discovering what the national interest really is than by taking
the sum total of the local interests of the many communities that
together compose this country. ; ;

‘And if you, gentlemen, vote in sympathy with the true inter-
ests of the constituencies you represent, there is little danger
that this question will be decided in the way the workingmen
of America tremble to think it will be decided: for the wage-
earners of the nation are following the progress of this bill with
an anxiety that is pitiful in its intensity; they have never before
seen such 2 tremendous blow threafened st their means of live-
lihood, and they are organizing as they never did before to im-
press upon you what this bill means to them. The representa-
tives of the purely agricultural districts of the South, whose
influence was all-powerful in framing this measure, do not know,
they could hardly understand the distress that this wanton and
untimely attack upon the industriesof the country has produced:
they can hardly conceive the sufferings which hundredsof thou-
sands of men who earn their living in the workshop and the fac-
tory are now undergoing; they can not realize the poverty that
has come into manufacturing centers with the closing of the
mills and the banking of the furnaces. =

It seems to me then that this issue can be decided withoutany
reference to economic arguments. The first duty of Congressis
to alleviate the almost universal distress which the fear of its
probable course has caused by giving back to the workingmen
the opportunity to work, to earn the wages that will give bread
to them and their children. These are not the times to indulge
in experiments with the system upon which our industries are
founded. For more than thirty years the business interests of
the country bave adjusted themselves with reference to a defi-
nite, consistent policy on the part of the Government. Capital
has been lavishly invested in these industries upon the assump-
tion that the same policy was to continue: employers have regu-
lated wages with regard to it, and by reason of its beneficial in-
fluence the American wage-earner has accustomed himself to a
standard of comfortable living which none of us I think has any
wish to lower. -

These considerations should surely be sufficient very strongly
to impress us with the danger of doing anything to disturb the
basis upon which so much depends. The possibility of such a
disturbance, with its far-reaching consequences, is something
from which the wisest might shrink in the most prosperous
times after having taken the greatest precautions; and heed-
lessly and deliberately to aggravate distress when the manu-
factures of the nation are reeling under the mere threat of the
assault made upon them, when armies of unemployed men are
looking wistfuily toward Washington as their only hope, is
worse than unstatesmanlike; it is wicked and criminal,

We are told, however, as an unanswerable reply to any criti-
cism of this bill, that it is merely in obedience to the express
command of the American people. Ever since the Presidential
election in 1892 it has been dinned into our ears in the press and
upon the floor of Congress that the Democratic party has been
intrasted with a mission by the voters of this country to apply
its peculiar ideas to the tariff question, and it has been calmly
assumed that the election of the present Administration was an
unqualified sanction of the radical declarations of the Chicago

latform; a reference to this sup d popular indorsement has

en thought sufficient to close all debats upon the question. I
deny thatany such mission was E%ven by the people to the party in

wer, and insist that the popular verdict of 1862, whether taken

y itself or in the light of subsequent events, can notbe regarded

XXVI—39

as an expression of discontent with the tariff policy of the Re-
publican party. :

We all have heard the story of the Athenian citizen who
voted to ostracise Aristides because he was tired of hearing him
called “ the just:” and it was much thissime sort of leeling that
led to the defeat of the Re[)ublican partyin the last Presidential
campaign. The people well knew that party had proved equal to
every one of the great responsibilities imposed upon it; that for
more than thirty years it had given to the country the greatest

rosperity any nation had-ever known; that it had solved prob-

ems more difficult than those anil other party had ever been
called upon to solve, and in the belief that their prosperity was
so firmly established as tobe impregnable against any assaults,
they listened to the cheap promises of the Democratic party
and yielded to its request for a trial. The unfortunate labor
trougles of that year contributed to this result, but it was prin-
cipally due to apathy and restlessness; the people voted for a
change, hardly knowing why they did it.

The lack of any foundation to the notion that this Administra-
tion is authorized to convert its tariff theoriesintolegislation is
completely shown by the defeat of the party in control in last
fall's election; when the voters of the United States realized
that their vote had been misunderstood, their carelessness mis-
interpreted, they were prompt to set* themselves right and de-
clare as emphatically as they knew how what their real views
on this question are. However the results of 1892 can be con-
strued, the vote of last November can bear but one interpreta-
tion; the only national issue invelved was the question of tariff
reduction, and the people recorded their decision in unmistak-
able terms. In the deplorable condition of business to-day you
have no right to go on with a measure that has been condemned
in every State where an election means anything; you have no
right topass an act which the people have warned you they will
never allow to become permanent.

It is not, after all, strange that a party which for a third of a
century had been debarred from control of the Government
should persuade itself that its return to power marked an epoch
in history, and ascribe an undeserved importance to such an
unexpected and unfortunate event. 1t is still less strange than
this that the people have discovered as soon as they have that
such a long freedom from responsibility has developed, as might
have been foreseen, a very high degree of incompetency in the
Democratic party to introduce measures of any lasting value.
The pity is that the crude attempts of this inexperienced and
untrained party are far from harmless, but that they fall with
crushing force upon the industries which have been developed
and can only be continued by adhering to the views of their op-
ponents.

Iamone of those who believe that the protective systemshould
form a permanent part of our national policy; for while I admit
that industries begun by its assistance should become independ-
ent after the period of their inlancy is passcd, yet in the varied
industrial development of a country so rich in resources and an
age so pregnant with mechanical inventions and improvements
asour own, there must inevitably ba atall timessome new indus-
tries, or new forms of those already carried on, that stand for a
time in need of protective aid, though in the future they may
be suceessiully pursued without it. Were fhere nothing else in
this question than this, the idea of a permanent protective duty
in any single industry might be excluded, but another factor of
the greatest importance enters into the question and causes us
to arrive at an entirely different result.

Since the Morrill tariff marked the beginning of substantial
protection there has been a steady rise in the wages paid to
Americanlabor. Wageshavereached a pointthat permits those
who receive them to enjoy a measure of comfortunknown to the
workingmen of other nations; the American wage-earner is well
able to provide himself with many arficles that not long ago
were considered luxuries in this country, and will for many
¥eam continue to rank as such in others; hischildrenare spared

rom the obligation to labor at tender years, and are given an
education that affords them an equal start in life with those of
wealthier citizens; he enjoys shorter hours of work, #nd has
better opportunities to improve his leisure and condition than
his fellow-workman across the ccean. It is the most vital inter-
est of the nation that this gratifying condition of things be con-
tinued, and it can be maintained in no other way than by keeping
wages at their present figures.

But, with the invasion of foreign competition invited by this
bill such a thing is impossible. Manufacturers will be com-
pelled to reduce the wages of their employés to meet the cut-
throat pricesof foreign competitors. This bill givesto the man-
ufacturer the alternative of dismantling his plant or of lower-
ing the wages of his working people, and of the two evils it is
hard to say which is the lesser to the workingman. That the
wage-earner will be compensated for his diminished returns by
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any corresponding increase in his necessary outlays is untrue.
The fact that the very commodities which enter most largely
into the cost of living are those to which the free-traders direct
this country to devote all its powers indicates its falsity, and
the statistics in the most careful examinations of the subject
within my reach—the Senate report on retail prices and wages—
- is absolutely conclusive. It is at least beyond disproof that
the higher wages are the greater is the margin for saving, and
as this margin is not expended but invested, workingmen will
require some proof that the interest on their savings will be in-
ereased by this bill in the proportion that their chances for
accumulating them are diminished, before they are ready to
accept it.

Another argument very frequently employed among the farm-
ing communities is that this increase in the rate of wages comes
directly out of the pockets of the agricultural classes. The
higher prices that persons employed in one protected industry
may have to pay for the articles produced by those engaged in
another industry also protected are made up, it is admitted
even by the free trader, by the higher prices that they in turn
rece.ve from the rest of the publie; but it is alleged that in the
last resort what our friends choose to call * the tariff tax” falls
upon the farmers. This conclusion will not, however, bear ex-
amination; the farmer receives his share of the benefits of pro-
tection equally with the other wealth producersof the land, and
indeed the articles for which he mes a higher price bzcause of
a protected system are so few and the increase is so inconsid-
erable that the advanfages are overwhelmingly on his side; he
receives a direct and substantial benefit in the exclusion from
the home markets of many articles of which wool, potatoes, eggs,
live stock, and the like are instances, which, if imported free,
would force him into an unprofitable competition.

‘What is of much greater service to him is the home market
that the protective system gives him at his very door. The es-
tablishment of every manufacturing town, of every industrial
plant, opens a market to the adjoining farmers where they can
dispose of their products at good prices with little or no charge
for transportation; it enables them to diversify the productions
of their farm, and to place less reliance upon the great staple
crops like wheat and cotton, in which they must compete in the
world’s exchanges with the poorly paid Egyptian fellah and the
Indian ryot; they are able 1o go into the business of raising
small fruits, truck, poultry, and many products for whicha man-
ufacturing community offers a remunerative market: and finally,
they are guaranteed against overproductions and overcrowding
of their business by the manifold opportunities that diversified
industries create for labor. 1t is a matter worthy of the most
serious consideration of the farmers of this country, to calculate
what the effect of the return to the soil of the millions of persons
now engaged in protected pursuits would mean to them, and
this is the logical resulf of the adoption of a system that would
narrow the present numerous fields of national industry.

The protective system is strongest when viewed as a whole.
It provides for the most varied forms of industrial activity; it
seeks to distribute the gifts of nature among the largestnumber
of recipients, and to give to each a fair and equal chance with
any otoer to enjoy his partof the national prosperity. It is
perfectly possible to lay one's finger on this or that branch of
the system, and by excluding everything not directly affecting
that particular subject to arrive atan unfavorable result. This
was the ingenious course of the Democratic party with what has
been well called their popgun policy in the Fifty-second Con-
gress; but it is munifestly unfair. The interdependence of
' manufactures and agriculture and frade and transportation
must all be censidered; and never before was this correlation of
the different branches of industry so well illustrated as to-day,
when the farmer must sacrifice his crops at ruinous prices, the
storekeeper close his store for want of business, the railroad
manager discharge his hands and reduce his service, and the
banker contract his discounts and withdraw his aid because of
the blight that the fear of tariff changes has brought upon the
manufacturing industries of the nation.

The sympat {lor all industries with one another, and the ef-
fect upon the whole of an injury to any part, is foreign to the
ideas of the writers on political economy whose views we are
bidden to accept as final upon this question; their writings re-
flect the conditions of industrial society as it existed in the past
much more accurately than they do the conditions with which
we haye now to do, and these dogmas are very materially quali-
fied when applied to modern business conditions: at best they
are tendenecies rather than laws, and recent industrial history
has shown us that these tendencies are often checked and not
infrequently completely arrested by the present industrial meth-
ods, We have to-day to do with the regulation of competition
and mueﬁon in the place -of the unrestricted competition of
the rists; we know thatmanufacturers will and do sell their

goods at unusually low prices togain or keep control of markets
against competitors; we know that the importer very oftenpays
a part or the whole of a customs duty without making a propor-
tionate increase in the price of his wares.

_ All these things are opposed to the teachings of the old polit-
ical economists, and are buf a few of the many instances that
might be given. We have to-day, in & word, a highly complex
business and industrial organization with which Mill and Adam
Smith were nof acquainted, an artificial organization as com-
pared with the society upon which their arguments rest, and
we must deal wifh them artificially. The *‘let alone ” doctrine is
unsuited to these times, and the advocates of it and not we are
yet in darkness; we decline all their sympathy with our sup-
posed economic ignorance in the full confidence that our
would-be teachers will some day pay a little attention to the
facts and appreciate the changes that have faken place. If
for the present they will only refrain from invoking these anti-
quated documents asinspired and infallible authorities we shall
be content.

I know of no better illustration of the mutual benefits that ac-
crue to a whole community from a f)rota{:tive tarifl than the ex-
perience of the section with which I am most familiar;it reflects
very accurately the varied industrial life which that system has
so successfully introduced upon a larger scale throughout the
country. The proportion of persons engu:ged in agriculture to
those employed in manufactures varies somewhat in the three
counties which I represent. but the totals may roughly be taken
as equal; of those not engaged in farming fully two-thirds are
directly dependent upon some form or other of the iron indus-
try: in my own county are situated the famous Cornwall mines,
which have now been worked for more than one hundred and
fifty years, and still form the richest and most accessible ore
supply in the seaboard States: iron-ore mining was naturally the
first industry of any consequence established, together with the
closely related manufacture of pig iron from the ore so mined.
From this small beginning there arose in time other manufac-
tures, but these were insignificant until the iron industry first
received its deserved protection in 1561; since that date almost
every form of the manufactures of iron has been established in
the close vicinity, until the Congressional district now contains
not only the large number of blast furnaces and rolling mills
. which perhaps might be expected in a locality so favored by
natural advantages, but establishments for the manufacture of
steel rails, malleable iron, bolts and nuts, chains, nails, agricul-
tural implements of no less importance.

We have séveral plants that are either the largest or among
the largest of the kind in the United States, and which never
would have been established had it not been for the protection
that the Republican party afforded them. Now, the men who
earn their wages in these mines and mills and manufactories,
and the neighboring farmers who supply cheir tables are not
willing tocome down to the scale of wages which the distinguished
gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] spoke of as prevailing in
that State. If they were they might be willing to accept this bill.

It was said, I think, that ten or twelve dollars a month was
considered a very [air average income in Texas, and that on lit-
tle more than double that amount the gentlemin’s happy con-
stituents reveled in luxury. The farmers and workers that I
represent have fortunately thus far been spared from the effort
to live upon such limited means, and I am very greatly mistaken
if they have any wish to attemptthe experiment. The working-
men of my district know that their wages steadily increased
under Republican rule, that work was plentiful, and that under
the latest developments of protection in the McKinley act mar-
kets had been opened up with the South American countries
that promised them anew eraof increased presperity. The farm-
ers know that under this same Republican rule, although the
prices of some of the staple crops had either fallen or remained
stationary, the value of the annual products of their farms stead-
ily increased, because they were able to put more and more of
their land into other crops to supply the men employed at the
near-by mills and fictories, and that the price of every article
they used steadily declined, and they, too, are unprepared to
live upon the Texas scale, from which they are exempt as long
as the neighboring industries are prosperous; they, too, are
very anxious that the duties protecting those industries should
not be diminished: nor do they make an exception in the case of
the duty on iron ore.

It is assumed by many gentlemen on this floor thatthe remark
that ore is a raw material fully and finally answers any plea
for the retention of the duty upon it. but so is everything raw
material to a manufacturer who producesa more highly hed

roduct than the last was, no matter how many processes it may
Eava ne through, or how much labor may have been expended
upon it before it reached his hands; something more than this
is required before we can refuse the demand that the wages of




1894.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

611

the work shall not be reduced by any actof ours. Heis
entitled to be protected, whether helaborsin the ore mines or
in the steel mill or in the woolen factory. The miner differs
from more skilled mechanics in degree and not in kind, and is
as well entitled as they to have the reward of his labor mai-
tained,

if we once admit that it is desirable to keep wages at their
present rate it is the rankest injustice and diserimination to ex-
cept the luborers in the mines from the advantagesof the tariff.
It is o more serious objection that labor of this class is often
performed by those foreigners who are least welcome in our
country, and it is almest the only encouraging incident of the
present depression that these gentry have been driven back fo
their native lands by lack of work and must eross the Atlantic
before they can again secure employment here. and Congress
will not do its duty if it does not take thisfavorable epportunity
to prevent this undesirable foreign element from again eoming
into ruinous eompetition with American labor, by enacting more
stringent immigration laws.

Thus [ar only the wisdom of the poliey upon which this bill
rests has been considered, but the methods by which the results
sought are attempted to be obtained are no less open to criti-
cism. If the Demoeratie theory that the American people au-
thorized the present proposed measures by their vote in 1892 be
eorrect, then the popular instructions are to be found in the
platform of that pwty, and it has been given no discretionary

wer to alter the line of action there set forth. We learned

rom that very inferesting document, the tariff plank in the
Chieago platiorm, that duties are to be limited to the supply of
the revenues required for the necessities of the Government eco-
nomically administered; thatis, the people have, according to the
Democratic supposition,directed a reductionof tariff dutiesonly
when the revenues derived from them exceed such necessary ex-
nses, but in place of any sueh surplus of revenue we are con-
nted with a deflcit of seventy-five millions even with the
esent receipts from customsduties. Where, then, is the popu-
Kr mandate that justifies abill providing for & further reduction
of fifty miliions in these already shrunken receipts?

Our contention is that the proper course for Congress to pur-
sue under these circumstanees would be to refuse to make any
change in the tariff laws now upon the statute book: with the
revival of presperity and public confidence that such action
would insure, we could look forward to an increase in the reve-
nues to their normal figure, and there would be no ocecasion to
devise any untried methods for supplying a deficit, simply be-
esuse such a deficit would not then exist. We may note again
that the expenses of the Government in the Chieago platiorm
are to be only those of a government ecomically administered.
There has been no serious effort made to fulfill this Lgtedga but
in one branch of the national expenditure, and that thelast that
should have been touched.

The obligations of the Government to its pensioners are of too
sacred a nature to be lightly and recklessly broken, and what-
ever the frauds that have been perpetrated in this respect may
be, and the Administration has been very unsuccessful in find-
ing many such, it is my deliberate conviction that the manner
in which the economy in the Pension Bureau has been affected
is one of tne greatest national disgraces of our history; the
methods employed were mean and unworthy of a great Govern-
ment; suspensions and removals from the list were attended with
the most scandalous injustice, and the resultsattiined aretrivial.
I do not suppose that thereis a member of this House represent-
ing a distriet north of Mason and Dixon's line who eould not
give numerous cises in which deserving veterans have had the
pittance they received from the Government stopped or reduced
upon the most frivolous pretexts, where the unjust conduct of
tlIIJ:Govemment has deprived a worthy soldier of his sole means
of support and reduced him to beggary.

I could certainly give many such instances that have come
within my own limited experience, and this, I repeat, has been
the only serious effort of the party in power to reduce the ex-
penses of Government. Again, if we are tolook to the Demo-
eratic platform of 1842 for the terms of the contract upon which
that party was given control of the country, we find still greater
diffieulty in understanding how even the least incidental profec-
tion is permissible, much less the avowed proteetion that this
bill gives to eertain industries which have been fortunate enough
to obtain the favor of its anthors, Where do the gentlemen de-
rive their right to recede a step from their instructions? If the
tariff is nnconstitutional and a robbery, by what right do they
tamper with the evil? Their dutyis plain, and upon their theory
the responsibility is with the people; they have declared that
protective duties should be immediately and entirely eradi-
cated, and &et they have introduced a measure just consistent
enough with their promises to produece the maximum amount of

harm, and yet falling far shortof whattheir platform announced
their policy to be.

The attempt to balance the different constructions that the
Democratic platform is capable of has resulted in a scheme that
is consistent with neither of them, They have not dared tolive
up to one interpretation of it, and frankly say that with the
present deficit in sizcht they are not bound to remove any of the
present duties. Neither have they dared to carry their ideas fo
the other extreme, and give the country a tariff for revenue
only. The gap that their equivoecal policy creates batween the
receipts necessary to earry on the Government and those pro-
vided by thisbill is to be filled by the iniquitous income tax. No
one knows what this tax will produace, and no one seems to eare;
something was wanted to fill the veid in the National Treasu
that will be created by this measure,and this tax has been
in in want of something better to fill it. A new set of revenue
officials and an annoying inquest annually into every man’s pri-
vate affairs is to be forced upon the country because the Demo-
cratic party has not the eourage of its convictions.

Another great defect of this measure, in the substitution of ad
valorem for specifie duties, has been fully pointed out in this de-
bate,and its many dangers shown. It is unnecessary to say any-
thing further to show that this bill is, as might beexpected from
the work of & pirty whose business it has been to criticise and
destroy what wiser men have ereated, a half-hearted, inconsis-
tent, incomplete measure, a Janus-faced god looking toward
free traders and protectionists, and not forgetting to squint in-
cidentally at the Populists. We can briefly describe it when we
say that 1t is characteristic of the dominant party, and that im-
plies that it has reached the lowest depths of incompeteney.

Gentlemen, many of you mustalready realize thatyour triumph
will be but short-lived. You received your quit-notiee from the
country but a few months ago: you know well that the return to
power of your opponents is imminent, and you are now on the
point of enacting a law that is manifestly unfair to the most im-
portant industrial interests of the nation. Youhave taken good
care to protect the Southern planter, but the Nerthern manufac-
turer and the Northern farmer have asked in vain for your con-
sideration. It may be worthyour while to rellect that when this
question comes up again before & House whose disposition will
be very different from this one, your statements and your votes
may be tiken as conclusive evidence against you and yours.

The Republican party will alwaysbe trueto its record. It will
treat this matter as it always has treated if, in a thoroughly
broad, national way; but it may in the future have no other re-
eourse than to accept what you, and your constituents through
you,assert to be the principles thatshould govern the tariff policy
of the nation, and the Republican party perhaps will not be willing
to accept the exceptions to these qn‘nci es that you are now
making in favor of your partieular local interests.- It therefore
will be well for you to assure yourselves of the interests of your
constituents and to think very carefuly before you misrepresent
them. Ié&;pl&use- on the Republican side. | -

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas, Mr. Chairman, it is said that
death and taxes are the only two absolutely certain things, but
to these may be added another certainty, and that is that no bill
which Fromises any substantial relief to the tax-burdened peo-
ple will meet the approval of the tariff-protected industries. So
that those who imagine it possible to frame a measure to satisfy
both taxpayers and tax-eiters had as well dismiss the pleasing
illusion, The tariff is a tax,and taxes must be paid if the Gov-
ernment is to be supported. If we were just now beginning our
national existence, without the Constitution and without a fiscal
system, and were trying to raise the necessary revenue in the
way fairest to the peop e and most impartial in its treatment of
all industries, many thinking and fair-minded men, after the ex-
perience cf one hundred years, would hesitate before consenting

‘any tax on imports. Other things being equal, that country
will malke the most urz;.{)id growth where a free people are gov-
erned by just and egual laws; where production is not burdened
by heavy taxes, nor distribution misdirected by discriminating
legislation.

The dominant party has before if two imperative duties, first,
to reduce the burden of taxation; next, to adjust that burden so
that it will be equally borne by all, as nearly as is possible, un-
der any system deriving its largest revenue from the tax on im-
ports. From the foundation of the Government to the present,
under all parties, the Government has derived its largest support
from its customs duties. The reasons originally urged for these
duties were the necessities of the Government and the duty to
aid our struggling industries. Temporary protection was advo-
cated by one party and acquiesced in by many of the leaders in
the other, and surely if it was ever de ensible it was at the be-
ginning of our national existence, when we had not enly inau-
g-ura.us. & separate Government, but had adopted a theory in gov-
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ernment which was a threat to monarchical institutions and ex-
cited their profoundest apprehensions.

Our people then felt themselves compelled to subordinate theo-
ries to emergencies, and ﬁreia.re for inevitable collisions with
those European nations who had not yvet been taught to respect
our rights and fear our strength: but, Mr. Chairman, the Gov-
ernment was cheaply administered and our demands for revenue
s0 much smaller then than now that from the beginning up to
1860 our entire expense did not during that time exceed $2 per
capita per annum. The manufacturers thought a modest tax of
10 or 20 per cent per annum would be amply sufficient to cover
the difference betwean uropean and American wages, and con-
fidently looked forward to the period when even this small meas-
ure of protection could be dispensed with; but now, after one
hundred years of national existence and thirty years of Repub-
lican rule, we find these puling infant industries, grown to lusty
manhood, declaiming more loudly than ever the necessity for
continued protection.

Protection and higher protection have gone hand in hand
with extravagance and greater extravagance, and, Mr. Chair-
man, one of the worst features of the protection theory is, that
while the masses favor cheap government, the entire body of
mapufacturing industries favors costly government, because that
means high tariff, and high tariff means larger profits for the
manufacturers, A recent instance is the conduct of the Repub-
lican party under Mr. Harrison. Mr. Cleveland left a surplus of
one hundred millions. The Republicans had a golden opgortuni:{v
to lighten the burdens of the people, but it answered their peti-
tions by increasing their taxes, and got rid of their surplus by
adding to their expenses. *‘ We asked for bread and they gave
us a stone.”

The Republican theory assumes the right to direct the course
of industry by taxing some for the benelit of others. It makes
some less profifable in order to make others more profitable.
This is a dangerous power in any government, but especially in
* arepublican government where equality of rights should bz as
closely allied to equality of conditions as may be obtainable un-
der just laws. We see before us the natural and inevitable con-
sequence of such pernicious theories. Protected by the ocean
from the aggressive designs ol other powers, blessed with cheap
and fertile lands,and enjoying a larger measure of freedom than
any other people, our gfogress has been more rapid than any
other in all history. The people have spread over and con-

uered a continent, and wealth has accumulated beyond the

reams of the miser; but, Mr. Chairman, when we inquire how
this wealth has be:n distributed we find that thirty thousand
people own one-half of if, and sixty-three millions of people own
the other half. -

While a few aro reveling in law-made wealth, thousands, aye,
millions, are suffering for the necessaries of life, and many
throng the streetsand beg for bread. I grantyou,sir,thatsome
men will not thrive under the best government, and that others
wiil thrive under the worst governments; but all men are enti-
tled to just government. Inequalilies in condition are insepar-
able from human affairs: though deplorable, they are unavoid-
able, but surely legislation ought not to accslerate this ten-
dency.

1 lgave to those who have better opportunities and more apti-
tude for statisties to show the exact comparative growih in
wealth of the different sections in the last decade, but I state a
proposition which I think will not be denied when I say that
the manufacturing have vastly outstripped the agricultural re-
gions in the race for ﬁ)mﬁt, and when we have traced this in-
creased wealth we will find that it has not lodged in the pocket
of the laborer, but in the strong box of the manufacturer.

As the danger from foreign cannon no longer alarms us, we
are now told by our Republican friends that the present danger
is foreign cheap labor, and against this we must level our legis-
lative artillery. We are told that a high tariff is necessary to
enable the manufacturer to pay high wages and compete with
the pauper labor of Europe.

h tiriff mesns high prices to the consumer, and three-
fourthsof the workingmen engagedin unprotected industries are
taxed and made less prosperous in order to an_h.ighar wages to
the other fourth; but, Mr. Chairman, alter having a tax laid os-
tensibly in their interest they are denied the benefit of it, for the
law kindly turns it over to the manufacturer, and he scours the
market and stands upon the seashore beckoning to the landing
immigrant to come and work in competition with his high-
priced American brother.

If pauper labor is so despicable in Europe, why should it be so
lovable when it lands in Castle Garden? If the Republican
party is really so much in love with the American laborer, why
does it not, after taxing all the people for his ostensible benefit,
follow the tax into the frctory and see that it is equitably dis-
tributed among its beneficiaries. True, it would savor of pater-

nalism, but not more so than the entire protective theory. The
Republicans claim that high tariff and high wages are insepa-
rable, and that the one is indispensable to the other. The Dem-
ocrats say that this contention is neither correct nor just. They
say that high wages do not necessarily follow from hi.gh tariffs,
and if they did it would notbe right to lower the wages of three
men to add to the wages of the fourth. To escape this proposi-
tion the Republicans say that high tariff means not higher but
lower prices. If it means lower prices what becomes of the
sworkingman for whom they profess so much solicitude? Is if
ssible that it bringsboth lower prices and higher wages? And
f the manufacturer has to pag' higher wages, and take less for
his goods, where does his profit come in?

Mr. Chairman, the American people can no longer be deluded
with such indefensible pretenses. ’Bhe value of products has for
many years suffered a gradual, sometimes a rapid decline, but
this decline is world-wide, and is not confined to protective tariff
countries. Goods are cheap here, but cheaper still beyond the
tariff wall. If this were not true the manufacturers theinselves
would assist to level the wall so that their cheaper goods could
go out and compete with the world.

Reciprocity has been for several years afavorite word in their
mouths. Protection and reciprocity in their abstract meaning
convey ideas that are very dear to the American heart, but as
reciprocity is applied by the Republican P?‘I‘t{l it means high-
priced goods for the American consumer and cheaper goods for
the foreign consumer. It means that the American manufac-
turer shall have the American market free from competition
with the Europeaan market, but that he may take the same class
of goods to South America and then s21l them for less money in
competition with the Eu n market.

In fact, the modern article of -reciprocity seems to have been
invented solely for the benefit of the foreign consumer and the
American manufacturer, and in the transaction the great mass
of burden-bearing American taxpayers are forgotten. Another
fear agonizing the Republican party is that if the tariff bars are
let down a flood of cheap foreign goods will be let in, and the
people will buy too many of them. It would naturally follow
that they would buy more, because the same amount of money
would purchase more; but, Mr, Chairman, is not the average
American citizen capable of running his own business, and can
he not wisely determine for himsell how to spend his money
affer he has made it?

This is the Democratic theory, but the Republicans seem to
think it a province of the Government to build up certain indus-
tries, to give certain classes higher wages, and finally to direct
the purchasesof the people and protect them from overconsump-
tion. Thisis paternalism pure and simple, and it is not wonder-
ful that a party which advocates such doctrines should be the
author and advocate of every plan which has been proposed to
enlarge the power of the General Government at the expense of
the State and individual citizen.

The sole reliance for the continuince of our free institutions
is the capacity of the individual for sell-government. Thispower
can only be preserved and increased by letting him absolutely -
alone, protecting him in all his rights, and taking from his o
as a tax only his fair pro rata of the necessary levy. Itisnot
our province—

To scatter plenty o'er a smiling land
And read our history in a nation's eyes.

Plenty is created by industry, and its creatorshould be allowed
to seatter or keep it just as he prefers. Under Republican rule
wealth has rapidly increased, bui production has been abnormall
ineressed and made more profitable in some industries, an
heavily burdened and made less profitable in other directions.
The result has been to concentrate enormous wealth with cer-
tain individuals and classes, and to deprive larger classes of their
shire in the prosperity. Men have opened their eyes to these
conditions. In the manufacturing States we find that the work-
ingmen, for whom the Republicans profess so much solicitude,
are compelled to combine in societies to secure their shares of
the profits voted to them out of the pockets of the American

ople, but grudgingly given, and often refused by the manu-

acturer. )

In the West and South, in the wheat and cotton regions, we
find every year more hard work and less profit in productions.
Theﬁ are compelled to make their products for sale in a foreign
market, in competition with the cheap labor of the world, but
to return home and buy their goods in a protected market.
They toil from year's end to year’s end and their profits, if they
make profits at all, are growing smaller and smaller. Such a
condition must result in discontent. We want just and equal
laws that will compel every man to bear his own burden, but

rotect him from bearing the burden o others. We want our
intelligent American citizenship to rc y on their cultivated

minds and brawny arms and not on the Government at Wash-
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ington for their prosperity. Agriculture, commerce, and man-
ufactures, the great sources of our prosperity, will reach their
best and most healthful development when neither fostered nor
hindered by special legislation. .

In 1860 at least three-fourths of our carrying trade was done
in our own vessels; now after thirty {ears of protection our mer-
chant marine is reduced to a beggarly 15 per cent. After a few
more years of such gro'caction the American flag will be driven
from the ocean. The former incumbent of the Presidency, for
whom the people, without regard to party, entertain a genuine
respect, said in one of his many able speeches made in the cam-
paign of 1888, that the Democrats were * students of maxims,
not of markets,” His meaning, of course, was that the Demo-
crats were theoretical, not practical; and that the Republicans
were the practical business men, the students, and makers or
discoverers of markets,

As a fact Mr. Chairman, where are the markets they have
opened to us? In the words of Mr. Blaine the MecKinley bill
has not found a sale for ‘*abushel of wheat or a pound of pork;”
but, sir, perhaps they will claim that the purpose of the protec-
tive policy is to find a home market for our raw materials and
food products, and a foreign market for our manufactures. Let
us see what success they have made in this. We now consume
about twomillion bales of cotton, and the annual product is more
than eicht million bales. If it has taken one hundred years to
reach this point, at the same ratio it will take over three hun-
dred years before the cotton can all be consumed at home.

The manufscturer enjoying a comfortable seat on the prostrate
form of the cotton raiser can say: ‘‘Be patient, my friend; the
good time will come in the sweet by and by, three hundred
years hence; only work for us until then, and then having be-
come rich at your expense we will allow you to make something
for yourself.” But Mr. Speaker, thisis a very uncomfortable po-
sition for the under man to oceupy, with nothing to feed on but

romises that may not be redeemed until the judgment day.
&ow let us see abouta foreign market for manufacturers. Ihave
an official report from the Bureau of Statistics which shows that
from 1847 to 1860, fourteen years, the percentage of exports of
manufactures of cotton, iron and steel, leather and wool were
5.22 of the whole; from 1880 to 1893 the perceytage of exports
of these articles had riszn to 5.61 per cent or anef proportionate
increase of .39 per cent.

Now, if it takes us at the period of our greatest national activ-
ity thirty-three years to make an increase of .39 per cent, it is
eachalcula.ted how long it will be before we sweep proud Brit-
tania from the ocean, and again the under man in the intensity
of his agony may gasp between breaths and say, ‘'Oh, Lord, how
long.”

e pending bill, Mr. Chairman, bears hard on the section
which I have the honor in part to represent, because it puts raw
maierials on the free list; and in my iguoramerhaps, of the
correct principles which underlie a revenue tariff, T have never
been able to see any good reason why we should not collect some
revenue from every article that passes through the custom-house;
yet believing that the E;eseut measure is better for the whole
people and more just than the law which it is designed fo sug-
plant T shall vote for it, reserving the right to support amend-
ments intended to perfect the bill.

Loving my country without regard to class, section, or party,
I rejoice in its prosperity, and while the wealth of the manu-
facturer is largely the result of favoring and discriminating leg-
islation, yet they are our people, and their wealth is our wealth,
and in changing from favoritism to justice the changes should
be so gradual that they can adaptthemselves to the change with-
out serious injury or financial and commercial paralysis, and I
believe that the mederate bill now under consideration will ac-
complish that purpose. The entire people are waiting upon our
action, industry is inactive, commerce is waiting, enterprise is
suspended, suspense is continued injury, certainty of any sort is
heneflcial. -

We know our duty, and we know that duty and interest 1pc;i.nt.
in the same direction. Letus lighten the burden of agricultyre,
unfetter commerce, strike the shackles from all industry, im-
pose the same burdens, and give the same privilegesto all. Give
them all snopen field and a fair ficht. Reduce expenses, reduce
taxes, and inaugurate a just, honest, and economical Govern-
ment, and when we return to our homes we will deserve and
rgfei]ve the plaudits of the people. [Applause on the Democratic
side.

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, the time of Mr.
PENDLETON of Texas havinz expired, on motion of Mr. Kir-
GORE, it was extended ten minutes.

[Mr. CURTIS of New York addressed the committee. See
Appendix.]

 Mr. KILGORE. 1 move that the committee do now rise.

The motion was to.

The committee accordingly rose, and My. BROOKSHIRE hav-
ing resumed the chair as Speaker protempore, Mr. RICHARDSON
of Tennessee, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union, reported that that committee had had
under consideration the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation and
to provide revenue for the Government, and had come o no reso-
lution thereon.

Mr. KILGORE. Imove that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to.

And accordingly (at 10 o'clock and 43 minutes) the House ad-
journed untill 11 o’clock to-morrow morning.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol-
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows:
By Mr. PASCHAL: A bill (H. R. 5099) for appropriation of
§40,000 to repair, improve, or erect buildings at Government
nA:;lit:.ary post at Del Rio, Tex.—to the Committee on Military
airs.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5100) to
appropriate Government land for a cemetery, and for other pur-
poses—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 5101) to provide tha-
neither of the United States district land offices at Hugo or Lat
mar, in the State of Colorado, shall be abolished or consolidated,
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. BALDWIN: A Dbill (H. R. 5103) to amend anact enti-
tled *An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa In-
dians in the State of Minnesota”—to the Committee on the Pub-
lic Lands.

By Mr. CONN: A bill (H. R. 5104) for additional ap&ropris-
tions for a Fublic building at South Bend, Ind.—to the Commit-
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. RITCHIE: A bill (H. R, 5105) to purchase, inclose,
and improve the sites, or portions thereol, of certain forts, bat-
tlefields, and graves of American soldiers, sailors, and marines
in the Maumee Valley, and to erect thereon appropriate monu-
ments and commemorative tablets—to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

By Mr. LOCKWOOD: A bill (H. R. 5106) to provide for the
construction of a bridge or tunnel across Niagara River—to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5107) for the necessaryand better protection
of American lakbor and enforcement of the law of domicile, and
the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

By Mr. HAUGEN: A joint resolution (H, Res. 107) directing
the Secretary of War to apgoint a commissioner of engineers to
examine and report upon the cost of deepening the harbors of
Superior and Duluth and their extremes to a uniform depth of
20 feet—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A concurrent resolu-
tion to print 8,000 copies of the report of the Fish Commissioner
for the year 1893—to the Committee on Printing.

By Mr. MCLAURIN: A resolution to place Granville Ten-
nant on the roll of the Doorkeeper as a page—to the Committee
on Accounts,

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following
titles were prezented and referred as follows:

By Mr. AITKEN: A bill (H. R.5108) empowering and direct-
ing the Secretary of War to furnish two pieces of condemned
cannon to Lakeside Cemetery, Michigan—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R.5109) granting a pension
to Margaret Meyer—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BRODERICK: A biill (H. R. 5110, for the relief of
Jennie E. Jones—to the Committee on Claims. -

By Mr. CABANISS: A bill (H. R, 5111) for the relief of John
I. Pitman—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CONN: A bill (H. R. 5112) for the relief of Mrs. Mary E.
Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 5113) for the relief of
Enoch Voyles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. .

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H.R.5114) for the relief of Wil-
liam A. Starkweather, of Orezon—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill {H. R.5115) for the relief of James
L. Ord, late acting assistant surgeon, United States Army—to
the Committee on C aims.

By Mr. MCKAIG (by request: A bill (H. R. 5116) for the re-
lief of Reuben A. Hurley, of Montgomery County, Md.,admin-
istrator de Donis non of A. F. Hurley, deceaced, late of Lyon
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County, Nev., for stores and supplies furnished by the decedent
to the Utah volunteers in 1860, during the suppression of In-
dian hostilities. as found by the Court of Claims and the War
Claims Committee of the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Con-
gresses—1io the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: A bill (H. R.5117) to correct the
military record of Frank G. Gardner—to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5118) increasing the pension of Lewis H.
McCaskey—to the Committes on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 5119) for the relief of John
H. Fralick—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5120) for relief of
the legal representatives of Carroll Winters, deceased—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R.5121) for the relief of H. P. Bennett—to the
Committee on War Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC,

By Mr. ALDRICH: Protest of Edward B. Bacon and 55 others,
emp.oyés of Clement Balne & Co., wholesale clothiers of Chicago;
of James F. Shields and 42 others, employés of Henry W. King &
Co., wholesale clothiers of Chicago; and of J. L. Howe and 24
others, employés of K. Rothschilds & Bros., wholesale clothiers
of Chieago, against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of E. S. Roberts and 80 others, miners and work-
ingmen of the Menominee iron district, Michigan, protesting
against the placing of iron ore on the free list—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of Samuel Irving and 4,038 others,
of Fitchburg, Mass., protesting against the passage of the Wil-
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of 124 employés of Abbott & Co., of Forge Vil-

e, Mass., protesting against the age of the Wilson tariff
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BALDWIN: Petition of workingmen and citizens of
Ely, Minn., asking for a reduction of tariff on iron ore—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BARWIG: Petition of citizens of Jefferson, Wis., re-
monstrating against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Copeland & Ryder Shoe Factory, at Jef-
ferson, Wis., inst the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the
Committee on Ways and Means. :

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petitions of citizens of Louisiana and
Texas, for improvement of Sabine River, in Louisianaand Texas—
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. CONN: Protest of the South Bend Woolen Company
and the A. C. Staley Manufacturing Company, against the pas-
gage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of the business menof South Bend, Ind., remon-
strating against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means. |

By Mr. COBEB of Missouri: Petition of the Carpenters’ District
Council of the United Brotherhood of nters and Joiners
of America, of St. Louis, Mo., in favor of the Government
ownership and control of telegraphs—to the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of William Charles Schuter and F. R. Rice, and
other manufacturers and makers of ciﬁa.rs, of St. Louis, Mo., for
a uniform rate of duty of 35 c2nts on all unstemmed tobacco—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of John J. Applebaum and others, makers of
cigars, of St. Louis, Mo., for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents
on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 200 honorably discharged
Union soldiers of John Kyle Post, Grand Army of the Republie,
and others of Coggon, lowa, for a just and equitable service-
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition relating to the limitation of
the hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics employed
upon the public works of the United States and District of Co-
lumbia—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of miners of lead ores in South-
west Missouri and Southeast Kansas, in faver of a specific duty
ﬁx lead in all ores and drosses—to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

Also, resolutions of Workingmen’s Protective Tariff League
of Philadelphia, of Philadelphia Board of Trade, and of the
South Pittsburg (Pa.) Board of Trade, against the passage of
the Wilson taritf bill—to the Committee on Ways and M

aans.
Also, petition of the employing printers of Pittsburg in favor

of repeal of provisionpermitting the Postmaster-General to have
return request printed on stamped envelopes—to the Committee
on tha Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolutions of lithographers of New York, Brooklyn

-and New Jersey, in favor of an amendment to the Wilson b

relating to lithographic produets, ete.—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, two petitions of emplovers of labor, workingmen, and
others, citizens of Pittsburg, against the passage of the Wilson
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of shoe manufacturers and
jobbers of the city of Chicago, praying that sole leather be
placed on the free list—to the Committes on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the employés of Cohn Bros. and Kohn,
Schoenbrun & Co., both of Chicago, protesting against the pas-
izitge of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and

enns.

Also, memorial to Congress for a national alphabet—to the
Committee on Education,

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petition of 47 employés ol the Ore-
gon City Manufacturing ComPa.ny, of Oregorgfroteszing against
;lIm passage of the Wiison bill—to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Protest of 204 workmen, con-
stituting the entire force employed in the glass-cutting estab-
lishment of T, G. Hawkes & Co., covering New York, against a
reduction of the tariff on cut glass—to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of 11 members of Onsted (Mich.)
Grange, No. 279, Patrons of Husbandry, asking for the Eaamge
of Senate bill 1136, to provide for the Government owners ig and
control of the telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of 35 soldiers of Ypsilanti, Mich., asking that
all claims for pensions be made special and dis of at once—
to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of honorably discharged Union sol-
diers and sailors of fowa, for the enactment of a law prohibitin
the susaﬁonsion of pensions pending investigation of allege
fraud; praying that all pensions now suspended be restored
until pending investigations are concluded—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, pstition of manufacturers and makers of cigars fora uni-
form rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of citizens of Pottawatomie, Lowa, for a bureau
of public health within the Treasury Department of the United
8t ites—to the Committee on Revision of the Laws.

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of lead-ore minersof Missouri and
Kansas against the pagsage of the Wilson bill—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, Pa.,
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois (by request): Petition of
Philip 8. Wales, medical director of the United States Navy,
pm{ing for relief of chargesstanding against him as such officer—
to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, petition of O. Frenell, J. F. Cox, R. Knox, and 101 other
citizens of Henry County, I1l., praying for the defeat of the Wil-
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HERMANN: Protest of laborers in Salem (Oregon)
‘Woolen Mills, against change of duty on woolens—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolution of Board of Trade of Salem, Oreg., denying
and repudiatinﬁ the statementsmade by the governor of Oregon,
representing the State and ple to be in a wretched condi-
tion—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HULL: Petition of A. L. Ogg and 27 other citizens of
‘Warren County, Iowa, asking that all suspended pensions be re-
stored and no further suspension be allowed except on proof of
fraud—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of A. L. Ogg and 27 others of Warren County,
Towa, asking the enactment of an equitable service-pension law—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. JOSEPH: Two petitions from officers of the United

States Army and citizens of New Mexico, praying Congress to
pass the act entitled ‘*An act to amend the act of February 14,
1885"—to the Committee on Mili Affairs,
* By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of subassociation northwest No.
10, Lithegraphers’ International Protective and Insurance Asso-
cistion, United States and Canada, asking that no reduction be
made in tariff upon lithograph work—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. KEM: Petition of 55 eitizens of Nebraska, who are
members of Garrison No. 53, asking for the passage of an act to
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amend the act of February 14, 1885, relative to the reénlistment
of enlisted men of the Army and Marine Corps—to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of S. T. Wire Dealers’ Association,
Viticultural Commission, 5,000 vineyardists, and over 20.000
others interested, against the elause relative to wire in the Wil-
son bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

. By Mr. MAHON: Petition of coal-miners of Huntingdon
County, Pa., protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff
bill, House bill No. 4364—to the Commities on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MCALEER: Petition of George S. Campbell and
others, of Philadelphia, against the passage of the Wi?son bill—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of St. Botolph Club, of Boston,
Mass., for the placing of paintings and statuary on the free list—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of F. W. Betz
and other citizens of Fairmont, Minn., against proposed change
in the McKinley aet—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MCNAGNY: Petition and papers to accompany House
bill 4899—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. :

By Mr. MIEKLEJOHN: Resolutions of the Philadelphia
Board of Trade, protesting against the e of the Wilson
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of miners of lead in Southwest Missouri and
Southeast Kansas, praying that a specific duty be placed upon
;e;ad in all ores and drosses—to the Committee on Ways and

enns,

By Mr. MUTCHLER (by request): Protfest of mine owners
and laborers and others of South Easton, Pa., against the pas-
;de of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of Ithaca, N. Y., as to duty
on playing cards—to the Committes on Ways and Means.

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of cigar manufacturers of Phila-
delphia, Pa., for a duty of 35 cents on unsternmed leaf tobacco—
to the Commifttee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of fur-hat manu-
facturers of South Norwalk, Conn., for retention of present tariff
duty on fur hats—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of Messrs. Reiche’s, Albany, N.
Y., asking that a duty of 35 cents a pound be laid on un-
stemmed tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of William Vanpel and others, citizens of Al-
bany, N. Y., for a uniform rate of 35 cents & pound on un-
stemmed tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of E. Q. Cunningham and T. E. Cunningham, of
Albany, N. Y., that a uniform duty of 35 cents a pound be im-
posed on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—tothe Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of citizens of Cohoes, Troy, and Lansingburg,
N Y5; E;cay‘ing for a uniform rate of 35 cents on all unstemmed
leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of 90 members of Garrison 34, Watervliet Ar-
senal, West Troy, N. Y., favoring amendments to act relative to
retirement of enlisted men in the United States Army, Navy,
and Marine Corps—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of 83 employés of Globe Knitting Mills, of Co-
hoes, N. Y., against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. SHAW: Protest of M. Larson and 144 others, citizens
of Stockholm, Pepin County, Wis., farmers and dealersin barley,

ainst the reduction in duty on barley proposed in the Wilson
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SHERMAN: Twopetitionsol Martin Lutz and of John
‘Weikert and others, of Utica, N. Y., asking for a uniform rate of
duty on unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Waysand
Means.

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the employés of P. & I'. Corbin
Manufacturing Company against the Wilson tariff bill—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, g;emion of farmers, growers of cigar leaf tobaceo, their
employés, and others interested, of Canton, Hartford County;
also, petition of the same from South Windsor, Hartford, and
other places in Conneecticut, protesting azainst the Wilson tariff
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of workingmen employed in the shops at East
Berlin, Conn., against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial from 589 miners and oth-
ers directly engaged in the iron industry at Ishpeming, Mich.,
E;obeat.ing aguinst the proposed placing of iron ore on the free

ist, and representing that great suffering must ensue if such
action is taken by Congress—to the Committee on Ways and

A!.ao., memorial from 728 miners, workingmen, and citizens of

Negaunee, Mich., regardless of polities, protesting against the
removal of the duty on iron ore,and announcing thatsuch action
by Congress must bring des:itution to a large proportion of the
ople of that section, among whom there is already great suffer-
ng, owing to the uncerfainty as to the action of Congress con-
cerning iron ore—to the Commiitee on Ways and Means,

Also, memorial from 178 workmen, employers of labor, and
and others, citizens of Bessemer, Mich., without regard to any

litical relation, expressing great anxiety concerning proposzd
egislation in reference tp iron ore, protesting against the plac-
ing of this commeodity on the free list, and affirming that such -
action would work great hardship to the people of that sec-
tion—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial from 144 citizens and business men of Ishpem-
ing, Mich., regardless of politics, protesting against the removal
of the duty on iron ore,and affirming that such action would bring
ﬁm?e distress not only to those engaged in the iron industry

Northern Michig: n, but to large numbers of other people of
that section—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial from 37 workmen, employés and citizens of
Marquette County, Mich., irrespective of politics, protesting
against the removal of the duty on iron ore, and affi that
such action would result in gre 't hardship to the people of that
section—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial from 284 workingmen, employers of labor, and
others, citizens of Republic, Mich., irrespective of party rela-
tions, remonstrating against the free admission of iron ore and
declaring that svch action would prove most disastrous to the
iron industries—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of employés of the Duncan
8alt Company again«t the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of 100 employés of Josiah Perry,
Webster, Mass., protesting aguinst the passage of the Wilson
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and M :ans.

Also, petition of 195 employés of the Stoneville Worsted Com-
pany, Auburn, Mass,, protesting against the passaze of the Wil-
son tarifl bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of 7 employés of Samuel A. Prescott, Wilkin-
sonville, Mass., protesting against the passage of the Wilson
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of 258 employés of Forchand Ames Company,
Worcester, Mass., protesting against the proposed change in the
tariff—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of C. Huber, jr., manufacturer
and employés, makers of cigars, for a uniform rate of 45 eentson
uns'emmed leaf tobaceco—to the Committez on Ways and Means,

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Ramonstrance of Charles
E. Alderman and 109 others, employés of the Surface Coating
Paper Mills, of Holyoke, Mass., against the passage of the Wil-
son fariff bill—to the Committes on Ways and Means.

Also, remonstrance of Ino Lewis and 118 other eitizens of
Great Barrington, Mass., against the passage of the Wilson
tariff bill—to the Committee cn Ways and Means.

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of the manufacturersand makers
of cigars for a uniform rat: of duty of 35 cents on pll unstemmed
leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

SENATE.
‘WEDRESDAY, January 10, 1894,

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D,
The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings wasread and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the Houso of Representatives, by Mr. T. O,
TowLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res.
93) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to Mparmit the
owners of cattie and horses transporting them into Mexico to re-
import the same into the United States at any time before May
1,1894, and for other purposes.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

_ The message also announced that the Speaker of the Heuse
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there-
upon signed by the Vice-President:

A bill (8. 439) for the reliefl of David R. Gottwals;

A bill (H.R.71) for the relief of purchasers of timber and
stone lands under the act of June 3, 1878; and

A bill (H. R. 2796) relating to the disqualification of registers
and receivers of the United States land offiezs, and making pro-
vision in case of such disqualification. ;
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